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Abstract: We consider a 1
2 -BPS solution for a D3 brane probe in AdS5×S5 that has world-

volume geometry of AdS3 × S1. It intersects the boundary over a surface that represents a

dimension 2 defect in the boundary N = 4 SYM theory. The effective action of the probe

brane is proportional to the logarithmically divergent volume of AdS3 and may thus be

interpreted as computing conformal anomaly of supersymmetric S2 defect. The classical

action scales as N . We compute the 1-loop correction to it due to quantum fluctuations of

the D3 brane world-volume fields and compare the result to an earlier suggested expression for

the defect anomaly. We also perform a similar analysis of a 1
2 -BPS M5 brane probe solution

in AdS7 × S4 with the world-volume geometry of AdS5 × S1 that represents a dimension 4

defect in the boundary (2,0) 6d theory. Here the classical M5 brane action computes the

leading order N2 term in a-anomaly of the supersymmetric S4 defect. We perform a detailed

computation of the 1-loop correction to the M5 brane effective action and thus provide a

prediction for the subleading constant in the S4 defect a-anomaly coefficient.
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1 Introduction

Study of defects plays an important role in the investigation of properties of QFT’s in various

dimensions. In particular, it reveals more information about aspects of CFT’s. In general,

conformal defects are characterized by a set anomaly coefficients and OPE data determined

by interplay of a defect with an ambient CFT (see, e.g., [1–8] and refs. there).

In the context of the AdS/CFT duality the properties of defects may be described in

terms of brane probes intersecting the boundary of AdS on which the dual CFT lives. In

particular, in [5] the subleading contribution to S2 (co-dimension 4) defect anomaly in 6d

(2,0) theory was computed by quantising M2 brane probe in AdS7 × S4 background. The

induced geometry was AdS3 and the classical and 1-loop correction were proportional to the

log divergent volume of AdS3 with S2 as its boundary and thus determined the leading and

subleading contributions to the defect a-anomaly.

Our aim below will be to perform similar computations in the case of co-dimension 2

spherical defects in 4d N = 4 SYM and 6d (2,0) theories using the dual brane probe setup.
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In the SYM case we will consider a 1
2 -BPS supersymmetric D3 brane probe in AdS5 × S5

wrapped on AdS3 and S1 in AdS5 and also on S1 in S5 with the resulting induced geometry

being AdS3 ×S1 [9–11].1 Its effective action is proportional to vol(AdS3) = −2π log(rΛ) and

thus should capture the anomaly coefficient of an S2 defect in N = 4 SYM theory.

In the (2,0) theory case we will consider a 1
2 -supersymmetric M5 brane probe in AdS7×S4

which is wrapped on S1 ⊂ AdS5 and S
1 ⊂ S4 with the induced geometry being AdS5×S1 [11]

(cf. also [16]). The M5 brane effective action is then proportional to vol(AdS5) = π2 log(rΛ)

and should capture the a-anomaly of an S4 defect in AN−1 (2,0) theory (cf. [6]).

Let us note that a similar M2 brane probe solution in AdS4 × S7/Zk determines the

vortex defect expectation value in the ABJM theory [15] (where the induced geometry is

AdS2×S1 which has finite volume). Other similar 1-loop computations for M-branes in AdS

backgrounds were recently discussed in [17–20]. One of our motivations here is to provide

more examples when semiclassical quantization of supersymmetric branes in curved spaces

leads to consistent results.

In all of these cases the spectrum of fluctuations on a p-brane brane embedded into

AdSp+2 × Sq (q = 8− p or 9− p) so that the world-volume metric is AdSp × S1 will contain

2 scalar modes corresponding to fluctuations in the transverse directions of AdSp+2 and also

q − 1 scalar fluctuations from Sq. All scalars propagating on AdSp × S1 will be conformally

coupled.2 In addition, the first two scalars will be mixed, or equivalently, coupled to an

effective abelian constant gauge potential in S1 direction. This will result in a shift of their

S1 mode number: n → n ± 1
2(p − 1). The fermions will be massless in AdSp × S1 but also

coupled to the same constant gauge potential (with half the charge) and thus having S1 mode

number shifted as n→ n± 1
4(p− 1).3 In addition, there will fluctuations of the world-volume

gauge fields propagating in AdSp × S1 geometry: vector in the D3 brane case and self-dual

tensor in the M5 brane case.

Having found the fluctuation spectra we compute the 1-loop contribution to the corre-

sponding effective action using the standard expressions for the determinants of the scalars,

fermions and world-volume vector and antisymmetric tensor fields propagating on AdSp×S1

where p is odd in the present case (see [22–28]). The coefficient of the IR log divergent

vol(AdSp) factor determines the 1-loop contribution to the defect conformal anomaly. It can

1In general, the AdS factor of the bulk geometry may be parametrized as ds2AdSp+2
=

z−2(dz2 + dx2 + x2ds2Sp−1 + dy2) = du2 + cosh2 u ds2AdSp
+ sinh2 u dψ2 where ds2AdSp

= dρ2 + sinh2 ρ ds2Sp−1 .

The two metrics are related by z = r/(coshu cosh ρ − sinhu cosψ), x = z coshu sinh ρ, y = z sinhu sinψ.

When u or ρ goes to infinity, we have z → 0, i.e. reach the Rp+1 boundary containing a co-dimension 2

defect Sp−1 with radius r. It may be described in terms of a probe brane in AdSp+2 × Sq. For closely related

discussions see [10, 12–15].
2 Explicitly, their kinetic operator will be −∇2 + d−2

4(d−1)
R with d = p+ 1 and R of unit-radius AdSp × S1,

i.e. R = R(AdSp) = −p(p − 1). Expanding in Fourier modes in S1 coordinate gives a tower of scalars

on AdSp with operators −∇2
AdSp

+ m2, where m2 = n2 + m2
0 = n2 − 1

4
(p − 1)2. Assuming the Dirichlet

boundary conditions, the dimension of the corresponding dual operators at the boundary of AdSp is then

∆[∆− (p− 1)] = m2 = n2 − 1
4
(p− 1)2 or ∆− 1

2
(p− 1) = |n|.

3Similar spectrum for an M2 probe in AdS4 × S7/Zk was found in [21] and used in [17, 15] (direct analogy

with the present case is for k = 2 when the radii of AdS2 and S1 are equal).
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be represented as an infinite sum over the S1 mode number n. This sum happens to be

finite in D3 case and quadratically divergent in the M5 case. In the latter case we use the

standard Riemann ζ-function regularization to define it (like in similar examples of M-brane

computations with AdSp with even p discussed in [17, 18, 20]).

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we consider a D3 brane probe solution in

AdS5×S5 with AdS3×S1 world volume metric that should be representing the supersymmetric

S2 defect in the boundary N = 4 SYM. We first compute its classical action that gives the

leading order N term in the defect anomaly. We then find the quadratic fluctuations of the

probe brane fields near this brane configuration and find the value of the 1-loop correction to

its effective action that contributes a finite constant term to the defect anomaly. The value of

this constant that we find does not appear to match the expression suggested earlier in [2, 3].

In section 3 we perform a similar computation in the case of a supersymmetric M5 brane

probe in AdS7×S4 that should be related to an S4 defect in 6d (2,0) theory. Here the world-

volume metric is AdS5 × S1 and the classical value of the action scales as N2. We compute

the 1-loop correction to the effective action and regularizing it using the ζ-function get a

prediction for the subleading constant term in the S4 defect anomaly. It is not clear at the

moment how to compare the result we found in the probe brane setup with the holographic

computation of the S4 defect anomaly in [8] which considered only the supergravity bubbling

geometry approach where the numbers of all M5 branes are of the same order and thus the

leading anomaly term superficially scales as N3. A special choice of the parameters of the

solution which corresponds to a particular probe limit with leading scaling being N2 remains

to be understood.

Appendix A contains a general derivation of the scalar quadratic fluctuation Lagrangian

for similar BPS brane configurations. The explicit form of the spin connection and the fermion

covariant derivative are given in Appendix B. In Appendix C we show that like the scalar

fluctuation action, the fermion mass matrix does not have a non-trivial dependence on the

value of the “radial” position u0 of the probe brane in AdS. The supersymmetry of the probe

M5 brane solution studied in section 3 is demonstrated in Appendix D.

2 S2 defect anomaly in N = 4 SYM from D3 probe in AdS5 × S5

Let us first consider the conformal anomaly associated with a surface defect in N = 4 SYM

from the dual AdS5 × S5 perspective (see [12, 13]). We shall parametrize the AdS5 × S5

background as (cf. footnote 1)

ds210 = L2
(
du2 + cosh2 u ds2AdS3

+ sinh2 u dψ2
)
+ L2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2 + cos2 θ ds2S3

)
, (2.1)

F5 = dC4 , C4 = L4(cosh4 u− 1)volAdS3 ∧ dψ + · · · , L4 = 4πgsNα
′2 , (2.2)

where in (2.2) dots stand for “magnetic” terms that make F5 = dC4 (anti-)self-dual. The

bosonic part of the action for a D3 brane probe in this background is

S = −T3
[ ∫

d4ξ
√

−det(Gαβ + 2πα′Fαβ)−
∫
C4

]
, T3 =

1

(2π)3gsα′2 =
N

2π2L4
, (2.3)
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where Gαβ = Gmn(X)∂αX
m∂βX

n. Here we are considering the case of Minkowski signature

(−+ ...+) but will rotate to the Euclidean one when discussing the value of the classical and

1-loop free energy as we will be interested in the case when the boundary of AdS3 representing

the defect is S2.4

We shall consider the solution for which the probe D3 brane is wrapped on AdS3 and

also on the circle parametrized by the 2π periodic angles ψ and ϕ so that

u = u0 , θ =
π

2
, ϕ = ψ . (2.4)

The world-volume gauge field Fαβ will have vanishing background. We will identify the AdS3
coordinates with the first 3 world-volume coordinates ξα (α = 0̂, 1̂, 2̂) and ϕ = ψ with ξ3̂. 5

Such configuration preserves half of supersymmetry [29, 12, 14] (this may be shown along

the same lines as for the similar M5 brane case in Appendix D). The induced metric on the

brane is then that of AdS3 × S1 with equal radii

ds2D3 = L2 cosh2 u0(ds
2
AdS3

+ dψ2) = L2 cosh2 u0 gαβ(ξ)dξ
αdξβ , (2.5)

where gαβ is the metric of the unit-radius AdS3 × S1.

The defect is represented by the boundary of AdS3 that we shall assume to be S2 (see

footnote 1). The leading large N contribution to the corresponding free energy is given by

the classical value of the Euclidean action SE of the D3 brane probe that is found to be6

F (0) = SE = T3 L
4 2π vol(AdS3) = − N

2π2
(2π)2 log(rΛ) = −2N log(rΛ) . (2.6)

Here we used that the regularized volume of unit-radius AdS3 whose boundary is S2

vol(AdS3) = −2π log(rΛ) , (2.7)

where Λ → ∞ is an IR cutoff (or UV cutoff in the dual gauge theory side) and r is the radius

of S2. Note that the dependence on the position u0 cancelled out in (2.6). The dependence

on this modulus parameter will be absent also in the quantum corrections discussed below.

On the gauge theory side, the corresponding S2 defect free energy Fdef ≡ F defined in

terms of the partition function as Zdef = Z e−F may be represented as

F = − b
3
log(rΛ) , (2.8)

4Note that the formal structure of the spectrum of fluctuations of the brane near the classical configuration

will not depend on the signature choice.
5We shall use the following notation: m,n, ... will stand for target space indices (0, 1, ...9); α, β, ... will be

the brane world-volume indices; i, j, k will denote the AdS5 indices. Explicit values of the world-volume indices

will be indicated with hats, e.g., 1̂, etc. Indices along the tangent space directions will be underlined, e.g., 9

or 1̂, etc.
6Note that for the choice of C4 in (2.3) (different from one in [10] but the same as in [13]) we have this

potential regular at u = 0: for small u the metric in (2.1) contains du2 + u2dψ2 so that C4 ∼ u2dψ ∧ volAdS3

is analytic when expressed in terms of Cartesian coordinates (cf. also footnote 20). As a result, the classical

value of the action is non-zero.
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where b is the corresponding defect conformal anomaly coefficient. The general expression

for the coefficient b was found in [2, 3] and was shown to depend only on the Levi group of

the defect. For a single probe D3 brane, the resulting defect on the boundary corresponds to

the Levi group S(U(1)× U(N − 1)), as discussed in [10]. In this case we get

b = 3
[
N2 − 1− (N − 1)2

]
= 6N − 6 . (2.9)

The defect free energy in (2.8) is expected to be matched to the corresponding value of the

effective action of the D3 brane probe in AdS5 × S5 background. Indeed, the leading order

N term in (2.8),(2.9) is in agreement with the one following from the classical value of the

D3 brane action in (2.6), i.e.

b(0) = 6N . (2.10)

The subleading b(1) = −6 term in (2.9) should come from the quantum 1-loop contribution

of the D3 brane fluctuations around the above background. According to (2.9) all higher

(2-loop, etc.) D3 brane corrections should be absent which should be a consequence of the

supersymmetry of this problem.

Our aim will be to compute the 1-loop correction to (2.6). We will need to add together

the fluctuations of the “transverse” scalars, fermions and world-volume gauge vector. The

structure of the 1-loop computation is similar to the one described in [30, 31] in the case of

the solution of [32] where the induced metric on D3 brane in AdS5 × S5 was AdS2 × S2.

2.1 Scalar fluctuations

Choosing the static gauge

AdS3 = {ξ0̂, ξ1̂, ξ2̂} , ψ = ξ3̂ ∈ [0, 2π] , (2.11)

and considering fluctuations of the two “transverse” AdS5 coordinates u = u0+δu, ϕ = ξ3̂+δϕ

one finds for the quadratic fluctuation part of the D3 brane action in (2.3) (see Appendix A

for details of the derivation of the scalar fluctuation action)∫
(
√
−G− C4) → c

∫
d4ξ

√
−g

(
gαβ∂αδu∂βδu+ gαβ tanh2 u0∂αδϕ∂βδϕ+ 4 tanhu0δu∂3̂δϕ

)
= c

∫
d4ξ

√
−g

[
gαβ∂αχ̄∂βχ+ i(χ̄∂3̂χ− χ∂3̂χ̄)

]
, (2.12)

χ ≡ δu+ i tanhu0 δψ , c ≡ 1

2
cosh2 u0 L

4 . (2.13)

Note that in the second line u0 enters only via the overall factor c that can be rescaled away.

Since gαβ∂αχ̄∂βχ+ i(χ̄∂3̂χ−χ∂3̂χ̄) = gij∂iχ̄∂jχ+(∂3̂χ− iχ)(∂3̂χ̄+ iχ̄)− χ̄χ (where i, j label

AdS3 directions) we get a conformally coupled complex scalar in AdS3 × S17 also coupled to

an effective constant U(1) gauge field with A3̂ = 1 with charge q = 1.

7To recall, the conformally coupled 4d scalar operator −∇2+ 1
6
R for R(AdS3×S1) = −6 becomes −∇2−1

(see also footnote 2).
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Expanding in Fourier modes in ξ3̂ we get 2 towers of scalar modes in AdS3 with masses8

m2 = n2 ± 2n = (n± 1)2 − 1 , n = 0,±1,±2, .... . (2.14)

The corresponding values of the AdS3 boundary field dimensions ∆(∆ − 2) = m2 are thus

given by

∆− 1 = |n± 1| . (2.15)

Here we assume the Dirichlet boundary conditions for the scalars (as appropriate for a defect

interpretation) so that ∆− 1 ≥ 0.

To find the quadratic action of the 4 transverse fluctuations in S5 let us set θ = π
2 +v and

ds2S3 = dφ2
1+cos2 φ1(dφ

2
2+sin2 φ2 dφ

2
3) and introduce 4 cartesian coordinates Xa = {x, y, z, w}

such that

v =
√
x2 + y2 + z2 + w2 , tanφ1 =

x√
y2 + z2 + w2

, tanφ2 =

√
w2 + z2

y
, tanφ3 =

w

z
.

(2.16)

Then from (2.3) we get (C4 does not contribute at this order, cf. (2.13))∫ √
−G → c

∫
d4ξ

√
−g

4∑
a=1

(
gαβ∂αX

a∂βX
a − XaXa

)
. (2.17)

Thus we get 4 conformally coupled scalars in AdS3 × S1. Expanding in S1 modes we get 4

towers of scalar operators with masses

m2 = n2 − 1 , n = 0,±1,±2, ... . (2.18)

Again assuming the Dirichlet boundary conditions the corresponding 2d scaling dimensions

are

∆− 1 = |n| . (2.19)

2.2 Fermionic fluctuations

The quadratic fermionic part of the D3 brane action in a target space with a non-trivial F5

background and no world-volume gauge field may be written as (see, e.g., [33])9

Sf =

∫
d4ξ

√
−g gαβ Θ̄(1− Γ̃D3) Γ̃αD̂βΘ , (2.20)

where gαβ is the induced metric in the static gauge (2.5) (i.e. AdS3 × S1) and

D̂α = ∂αX
mDm , Dm = ∇m +

1

16
/F 5Γm ⊗ (iσ2) , /F 5 =

1

5!
FmnklpΓ

mnklp , (2.21)

∇m = ∂m +
1

4
Ωnkm Γnk , Γα = ∂αX

mΓm , Γm = EmmΓm , EmmE
n
nηmn = Gmn ,

{Γm,Γn} = 2ηmn , {Γα,Γβ} = 2gαβ . (2.22)

8Note that our D3 brane embedding and fluctuation spectrum is different from the one in [9] where the

brane was not wrapping ψ of AdS5 or effectively u0 was set to zero from the start.
9Here we ignore the overall constant factor of 1

2
T3. The complete form of the action for a D3 brane in

AdS5 × S5 background was given in [34].
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Ω
nk
m is the spin connection in the 10d target space. For index notation see footnote 5.

The fermion field is Θ =

(
θ1
θ2

)
where θI are 10d positive chirality MW spinors satisfying

θ∗ = iCΓ0θ and (we use ϵ012···9 = 1)

Γ10θI = θI , Γ10 = − 1

10!
ϵm0....m9Γm0

...Γm9
= Γ0Γ1 · · ·Γ9 . (2.23)

Also, we use Θ̄ = iΘ†Γ̃0 = ΘTC. In a proper basis, both θI have 32 real components. Γ̃α
stands for Γα ⊗ 12 where 12 = δIJ . In (2.21) we suppressed 12 factors and σ2 acts on the

index I = 1, 2. Finally, Γ̃D3 in (2.20) is defined as (here ϵ0̂1̂2̂3̂ = 1)

Γ̃D3 = ΓD3 ⊗ (−iσ2) , ΓD3 =
ϵα1···α4

4!
√
−g

Γα1···α4 = Γ0̂1̂2̂3̂ , (Γ̃D3)
2 = 1 . (2.24)

Following [33] we will fix the κ-symmetry gauge by imposing

Γ̃10Θ = Θ , Γ̃10 = Γ10 ⊗ σ3 , Γ10 = Γ01...9 . (2.25)

This is equivalent to θ2 = 0 so from now on we set θ1 ≡ ϑ. Then we get for (2.20)

Sf =

∫
d4ξ

√
−g ϑ̄Γα

(
∇α +

1

16
ΓD3 /F 5Γα

)
ϑ , (2.26)

where we used that {ΓD3,Γα} = 0.

We shall set L = 1 and label the 10d coordinates as

X0,1,2 = AdS3 , X3 = u , X4 = ψ , X5 = θ, X6 = ϕ , X7,8,9 = S3 , (2.27)

where in the static gauge X0,1,2 = ξ0̂,1̂,2̂, X3 = u = u0, X4 = ψ = ξ3̂, X5 = θ =
π
2 , X

6 = ϕ = ξ3̂, X7,8,9 =const. The corresponding spin connection components are given in

Appendix B. In the present case of AdS5 × S5 we find that the induced covariant derivative

in (2.21) is given by (see (B.15))

Γα∂αX
m∇m = /∇+ 2 tanhu0Γ3 +

1

2 coshu0
Γ643 , (2.28)

where /∇ denotes the Dirac operator on AdS3×S1. As a result, we get from (2.26) the action

for ϑ of the standard Dirac form

Sf =

∫
d4ξ

√
−g ϑ̄

(
/∇+M

)
ϑ , (2.29)

M = 2 tanhu0 Γ3 +
1

2 coshu0
Γ643 −

1

16
ΓD3Γ

α /F 5Γα . (2.30)

To compute the contribution of the F5 term in (2.21) to M we note that the self-dual F5

corresponding to C4 in (2.2) is given by

F5 = −4L4(1+∗)volAdS5 = −4L−1
(
E0∧E1∧E2∧E3∧E4+E5∧E6∧E7∧E8∧E9

)
. (2.31)
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Setting L = 1 we get /F 5 = −4
(
Γ0···4 + Γ5···9), and thus

M = 2 tanhu0 Γ3 +
1

2 coshu0
Γ643 +

1

4
ΓD3Γ

α
(
Γ0···4 + Γ5···9)Γα , (2.32)

where ΓD3 is given in (2.24). We have checked explicitly that the result for the fermionic

spectrum does not depend on u0: the dependence on u0 can be absorbed into a rotation of ϑ

by a u0 dependent phase in the (46) plane.10 Thus we may thus take the limit u0 → 0 and

keep only the leading terms (as is easy to see, they are non-singular).

Using that Γi(Γ0···4 + Γ5···9)Γi = 3(Γ0···4 − Γ5···9) for α = i = 0̂, 1̂, 2̂ and Γ6(Γ0···4 +

Γ5···9)Γ6 = −(Γ0···4 − Γ5···9) for α = 3̂, together with ΓD3 = Γ0̂1̂2̂3̂ = Γ0126, we get

M =
1

2
Γ643+

1

4
(3−1)ΓD3

(
Γ0···4−Γ5···9) = 1

2
Γ643+

1

2
Γ0126

(
Γ0···4−Γ5···9) = 1

2
Γ0125789 . (2.33)

Due to the chirality constraint in (2.23), i.e. Γ01···9ϑ = ϑ, we conclude that acting on ϑ the

mass operator takes the following simple form

M =
1

2
Γ0125789Γ

01···9 = −1

2
Γ643 =

1

2
Γ346 . (2.34)

Thus the contribution of the F5 term in (2.30) is twice opposite that of the normal component

of the spin connection in (2.28), i.e. it effectively reverses the sign of the former.11

Expanding ϑ in modes in ξ3̂ the Dirac operator in (2.29) on AdS3 × S1 reduces to that

on AdS3 (we use that Γ3̂ = Γ6)

i( /∇+M) = i /∇AdS3
+ iΓ3̂∂3̂ + iM → i /∇AdS3

− M̂ , M̂ = nΓ6 +
1

2
iΓ643 . (2.35)

Equivalently, we may write the operator in (2.35) as i /∇AdS3
+ iΓ3̂(∂3̂ −

1
2Γ43), i.e. we get

a set of 4 massless fermions in AdS3 × S1 coupled to a constant U(1) gauge potential in 3̂

direction.12

Since Γ2
6 = 1, (iΓ643)

2 = 1 and [Γ6,Γ643] = 0 we conclude that M̂ has eigenvalues

mf = ±n ± 1
2 (n = 0,±1, ...). Thus we find 4 towers of 3d fermions with such masses. The

corresponding dimensions of the boundary operators are then (assuming again the standard,

i.e. the Dirichlet, boundary conditions)

∆− 1 = |mf | = |n± 1
2 | , n = 0,±1,±2, ... . (2.36)

10This rotation reflects the fact that on the classical solution both X4 = ψ and X6 = ϕ are equal to ξ3̂ and

thus have the same projections on the world volume, leading to an effective mixing of the Γ-matrices in the

(46) directions.
11The same mass operator is found also for generic u0, see Appendix C.
12Since Γ43 commutes with Γ3̂ = Γ6 it can be diagonalized with ±i as eigenvalues, i.e. the U(1) gauge field

is A3̂ = 1 with the fermion charges being q = ± 1
2
.
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2.3 Vector field contribution

As the world-volume vector gauge field in (2.3) has no background value its contribution to 1-

loop partition function is the same as of a Maxwell field propagating on AdS3×S1 background

with the standard action
∫
d4ξ

√
−gFαβFαβ. The partition function of a Maxwell vector on

a general curved 4d background may be written as

Z1 = det(−∇2)
[
det(−gαβ∇2 +Rαβ)

]−1/2
. (2.37)

In the unit-radius AdS3 × S1 case we have Rαβ = (−2gij , 0) where gij is the AdS3 metric.

Then det(−gαβ∇2+Rαβ) = det(−∇2) det(−∇2−2)ij . Splitting Aµ into the longitudinal and

transverse parts we get det(−∇2 − 2)µν = det(−∇2) det(−∇2 − 2)ij,⊥ where (−∇2 − 2)ij,⊥ is

defined on a transverse Aµ depending on AdS3 × S1 coordinates. Thus

Z1 =
[
det(−∇2 − 2)ij,⊥

]−1/2
, ∇2 = ∇2

AdS3
+ ∂2

3̂
. (2.38)

Expanding the transverse vector Aµ in modes in ξ3̂ we thus get a tower of transverse 3d

vectors with masses

m2
1 = n2 − 2 . (2.39)

The corresponding boundary dimension is found from ∆(∆− 2) = m2
1 + 1 = n2 − 1 and thus

with the Dirichlet boundary condition choice

∆− 1 = |n| , n = 0,±1,±2, ... . (2.40)

One can check directly that for n = 0 the same result is found by first dimensionally reducing

the Maxwell action to AdS3 (i.e. getting a 3d Maxwell field plus a massless scalar) and then

quantizing in the ∇iA
i = 0 gauge.

The resulting fluctuation spectrum in (2.15),(2.19),(2.36),(2.40)) is that of the supersym-

metric N = 4 vector multiplet defined on AdS3 × S1. It can be indeed organized into N = 2

supermultiplets on AdS3 as described in [35]. Recall that in flat 4 dimensions the N = 4

vector multiplet is a superposition of one N = 2 vector multiplet (vector, 2 real scalars, 2

Weyl fermions) and one N = 2 hypermultiplet (4 real scalars and 2 Weyl fermions). In the

present AdS3×S1 case we also get a collection of N = 2 vector multiplet and a hypermultiplet

with masses of fields as given above. In terms of AdS3 towers of fields we have:13

(i) vector multiplet containing 1 vector with ∆ − 1 = |n|, 2 scalars with ∆ − 1 = |n|, 2
fermions with ∆− 1 = |n± 1

2 |;
(ii) hypermultiplet containing 2 scalars with ∆− 1 = |n|, 2 scalars with ∆− 1 = |n± 1|,

2 fermions ∆− 1 = |n± 1
2 |.

13In the notation of [35] adapted to the 2d boundary theory these are (2,2) vector multiplet and (2,2)

hypermultiplet.

– 9 –



2.4 1-loop free energy

The expressions for 1-loop determinants of the relevant fields in AdS3 can be found, e.g., in

[22, 24, 26]. We shall always assume Dirichlet boundary conditions so that ∆ − 1 ≥ 0.14 In

particular, for a real scalar we get15

F0 =
1

2
log det(−∇2

AdS3
+m2) = − 1

12π
(∆− 1)3 vol(AdS3) , (∆− 1)2 = m2 + 1 . (2.41)

For the vector contribution we find (see (2.38))

F1 =
1

2
log det(−∇2

AdS3
+m2)ij,⊥ = − 2

12π
(∆−1)

[
(∆−1)2−3

]
vol(AdS3) , (∆−1)2 = m2+2.

(2.42)

For the 2-component spin 1
2 fermion the kinetic operator i /∇

AdS3
+mf has its square given by

−∇2
AdS3

+ 1
4R+m2

f = −∇2
AdS3

+m2
f −

1
2 and thus

F1/2 =
1

2
log det(−∇2

AdS3
+ 1

4R+m2
f ) = − 2

12π
(∆−1)

[
(∆−1)2− 3

4

]
vol(AdS3) , (∆−1)2 = m2

f .

(2.43)

Here vol(AdS3) is given by (2.7), i.e. each contribution scales as log(rΛ).

Let us first consider the 1-loop result found for the collection of fields of the standard

N = 4 vector multiplet on AdS3 × S1, i.e. for 6 conformally coupled scalars, a gauge vector

and 4 Weyl fermions.16 Upon expansion in S1 modes that gives a set of AdS3 fields for each

value of n = 0,±1, ...: 6 scalars with m2 = n2 + 1
6R = n2 − 1, a vector with m2 = n2 − 2

and 4 fermions with m2 = n2. Then using (2.41),(2.42),(2.43) the total 1-loop free energy is

found to vanish

F (1) = 6F0 + F1 − 4F1/2 = − 1

12π
P vol(AdS3) , P =

∞∑
n=−∞

Pn , (2.44)

Pn = 6|n|3 + 2|n|(n2 − 3)− 8|n|(n2 − 3
4) = 0 . (2.45)

14In general, if,. e.g., for a scalar in AdSp+1 we have (∆ − p
2
)2 = m2, then for the standard Dirichlet case

∆ = ∆+ where ∆+ − p
2
= |m| ≥ 0.

15Let us recall that for an operator defined on symmetric traceless transverse spin s field in AdS3 [26]

Fs =
1

2
log det(−∇2

AdS3
+m2)T,⊥ = −gs

vol(AdS3)

vol(S2) [2Γ( 3
2
)]2

lim
z→0

∂

∂z

∫ ∞

0

dλ
λ2 + s2

[λ2 + (∆− 1)2]z

= − 1

12π
gs (∆− 1)

[
(∆− 1)2 − 3s2

]
vol(AdS3) , (∆− 1)2 = m2 + s+ 1 .

where g0 = 1 and gs = 2 for s > 0. To get the free energy for a massless gauge field in AdS3 one is to add the

contribution of the ghost operator. As discussed above, here for n = 0 the vector contribution F1 is different

from the one for a 3d s = 1 gauge field as it also contains an extra massless scalar part that cancels the ghost

determinant contribution. Note also that if one dualises the massless 3d vector in AdS3 to a massless scalar

the latter will be subject to the Neumann boundary condition so will have the opposite sign of the free energy

contribution compared to the standard Dirichlet massless scalar. Then the total contribution of a vector in

AdS3 × S1 dimensionally reduced to AdS3 (i.e. a combination of a 3d vector and a massless scalar) will be

zero, in agreement with the vanishing of the vector contribution in (2.45) or (2.47) for n = 0.
16Here do not introduce a coupling to an extra U(1) gauge field so the global supersymmetry on AdS3 × S1

is not preserved.
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The cancellation of the n3 terms is due to the balance of the numbers of bosonic and fermionic

degrees of freedom. The cancellation of the linear in n terms (which would produce a quadratic

divergence in the sum in (2.44)) is related to the general fact that for the N = 4 vector

multiplet defined on a curved 4-space the coefficient of quadratic UV divergence (determined

for log det(−∇2 + X) by the Seeley coefficient b2 = tr(16R − X)) can be shown to vanish:

the conformally coupled scalars have b2 = 0 while the vector contribution cancels against the

fermionic one.17

This observation should also apply to the case of the fluctuation spectrum we have found

above: it corresponds to the fields of the N = 4 vector multiplet on AdS3 × S1 coupled also

in a specific way to a constant U(1) gauge potential in 3̂ direction (which in the present case

originates from a non-trivial embedding of the D3 brane into the target space AdS5 × S5

background). Its presence shifts the values of n for 2 scalars and the fermion modes. It

cannot alter the cancellation of UV divergences but may contribute a non-trivial constant

term to the analog of the sum in (2.44).

Combining the contributions of the AdS3 modes in (2.15),(2.19),(2.36),(2.40), i.e. 2

conformally coupled scalars with shifts ±1, 4 scalars with shift 0, a vector and 2 sets of

fermions with shifts ±1
2 we get the following counterpart of (2.44),(2.45)

F (1) =
1

6
P log(rΛ) , P =

∞∑
n=−∞

Pn , (2.46)

Pn = |n+ 1|3 + |n− 1|3 + 4|n|3 + 2|n|(n2 − 3)

− 4|n+ 1
2 |
[
(n+ 1

2)
2 − 3

4

]
− 4|n− 1

2 |
[
(n− 1

2)
2 − 3

4

]
. (2.47)

For n ̸= 0 we learn that Pn = 0, i.e. all order n3 and n terms cancel which should be a

consequence of underlying supersymmetry. The non-trivial contribution thus come just from

the n = 0 level states: from 2 “shifted” scalars and the fermions

P = P0 = 2− 4(−1
4 − 1

4) = 4 , b(1) = −1
2P = −2 . (2.48)

Adding F (1) in (2.46),(2.48) to the classical contribution in (2.6) we finish with

F = F (0) + F (1) = −2
(
N − 1

3

)
log(rΛ) . (2.49)

This appears to disagree with the prediction in [2, 3], i.e. F = −2(N − 1) log(rΛ) as given in

(2.8),(2.9). The reason for this disagreement remains to be understood. One issue might be

the choice of boundary conditions of some low-lying modes. Although the Dirichlet boundary

conditions are the simplest and most natural ones here, the choice of the Neumann boundary

conditions might also be possible and help to resolve the discrepancy.

17Note also that in the special case of AdS3 × S1 the b4 Seeley coefficient also vanishes (in agreement with

no log UV divergence in (2.45)): this space is conformally flat, i.e. Weyl tensor is zero and also the 4d Euler

density R∗R∗ vanishes for any M3 × S1 space.
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3 S4 defect anomaly in (2,0) theory from M5 probe in AdS7 × S4

Let us now consider a similar computation in the case of 1
2 BPS configuration of M5 brane

in AdS7 × S4 with induced metric AdS5 × S1. Following [13] we parametrize AdS7 × S4 as

(u ∈ (0,∞); ψ, ϕ ∈ [0, 2π])18

ds211 = L2
A

(
du2 + cosh2 u ds2AdS5

+ sinh2 u dψ2
)
+ L2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2 + cos2 θ ds2S2

)
, (3.1)

F4 = dC3 = 3L3 volS4 = 3L3 sin θ cos2 θ dθ ∧ dϕ ∧ volS2 , (3.2)

LA = 2L , L3
A = 8πNℓ3P . (3.3)

We will assume the Minkowski signature of this 11d background but at the end will rotate to

the Euclidean one as will be interested in the case when the boundary of AdS5 is S4.

The bosonic part of the action of an M5 brane in a 11d supergravity background may be

written as [36–38]

S =− T5

{ ∫
d6ξ

[√
−det(Gαβ + iH̃αβ)− 1

4

√
−G H̃⋆αβH̃αβ

]
−
∫ (

C6 +
1
2H ∧ C3

)}
, (3.4)

Hµνλ = 3∂[µAνλ] , Hµνλ = Hµνλ − Cµνλ, H⋆ µνλ =
1

6
√
−G

ϵµνλαβγHαβγ , (3.5)

H̃µν = H⋆µνλ U
λ , H̃⋆µν = HµνλU

λ, Uλ(ξ) ≡
∂λa(ξ)√
(∂µa)2

,

T5 =
1

(2π)5ℓ6P
=

2N2

π3L6
A

. (3.6)

HereGαβ = ∂αX
m∂βX

nGmn(X(ξ)) (Xm are 11d coordinates), Cµνλ = Cmnk∂µX
m∂νX

n∂λX
k

and Hαβγ (which is self-dual on shell) is the field strength of the world-volume antisymmetric

gauge field Aαβ(ξ). The auxiliary scalar a(ξ) may be fixed by a gauge choice a(ξ) = ξ5̂ [39]

and will play no role below. The 6-form potential C6 is defined by19

dC6 = F ⋆4 − 1

2
C3 ∧ F4 , (3.7)

Then from (3.2) we get20

C6 = L6
A(cosh

6 u− 1)volAdS5 ∧ dψ . (3.8)

18Note that the 2π periodicity of ψ guarantees that there is no singularity for u → 0. Here vol(S4) =∫
volS4 = 8

3
π2.

19F ⋆4 is the 11d dual of F4. Note also that d(dC6) = 0 on the equations of motion for C3 (assuming there is

no 11d gravitino background).
20 In general, the WZ term in (3.4) should be defined in terms of an integral of F7 +

1
2
H3 ∧ F4 over 7-space

with 6d boundary (cf. also [32]). Then it is invariant under “large” gauge transformations that change C6 and

may in principle change its integral. The result does not depend on a choice of 7-space as long as the charge

quantization condition is satisfied. Note that the shift by −1 in (3.8) is required for the potential C6 not to

be singular near the origin u→ 0 (cf. footnote 6).
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The BPS solution for the M5 brane wrapped on AdS5 ⊂ AdS7 and also on two circles ψ and

ϕ has vanishing 3-form Hµνλ and is a direct analog of the D3 brane solution in (2.4)

u = u0 , θ =
π

2
, ϕ = 2ψ . (3.9)

Here the factor of 2 in the relation between ϕ and ψ is related to the factor of 2 ratio of the

AdS7 and S4 radii in (3.3). u0 is an arbitrary modulus. As both ψ and ϕ are 2π periodic

the brane wraps twice around the ϕ circle of S4. This M5 embedding preserves half of

supersymmetry of the AdS4 × S7 background (see Appendix D).

The induced metric on M5 brane is then

ds2M5 =L
2
A

(
cosh2 u0 ds

2
AdS5

+ sinh2 u0 dψ
2
)
+ 4L2dψ2 = L2

A cosh2 u0
(
ds2AdS5

+ dψ2
)

=gαβdξ
αdξβ = L2

A cosh2 u0 gαβdξ
αdξβ , (3.10)

where gαβ is the metric of unit-radius AdS5 × S1.

The classical value of the Euclidean M5 brane action SE corresponding to the Minkowski

one S = −T5
( ∫

d6ξ
√
−detG−

∫
C6

)
found from (3.4) is

F (0) = SE = 2πL6
A T5 vol(AdS5) = 4N2 log(rΛ) . (3.11)

Here we assumed that AdS5 has S4 boundary and used that for global odd-dimensional AdS

space one has (cf. (2.7))

vol(AdS2n+1) =
2(−1)nπn

Γ(n+ 1)
log(rΛ)

n=2−−→ vol(AdS5) = π2 log(rΛ) , (3.12)

where Λ is an IR cutoff and r is the radius of S4. The value of the classical action does not

depend on u0 and the same will be true also for the contribution of the quantum fluctuations.

As usual, we express the free energy on S4 in terms of the a-anomaly coefficient as

F = 4a log(rΛ) . (3.13)

Then the expression in (3.11) corresponds to the leading large N value of the a-anomaly for

the S4 defect in (2,0) theory being21

a(0) = N2 . (3.14)

The leading N2 scaling is consistent with the expectation that it should be effectively deter-

mined by gauge theory degrees of freedom (cf. [8]).22

21Incidentally, this is 4 times the (large N part of) conformal anomaly of SU(N) N = 4 SYM theory on S4.

There should not be any direct connection to the N = 4 SYM anomaly which has dual description in terms

of the 10d supergravity (string theory) on AdS5 × S5.
22This is also consistent with the discussion in Appendix B of [40] although there the defect had shape

S1 × S3 and thus the coefficient of conformal anomaly was zero.
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Our aim will be to compute the subleading correction to (3.11) or (3.14) coming from

the quantum M5 brane fluctuations near the above classical solution. There appears to be no

alternative (2,0) theory result for this subleading coefficient known at the moment (cf. [8])

so our 1-loop M5 brane computation will provide a prediction for it.

The set of fluctuations will be the same as for a (2,0) 6d multiplet (5 scalars, 4 fermions

and self-dual 2-form) on AdS5 × S1 background with all scalars conformally coupled to the

metric and 2 scalars and fermions coupled also and to a constant U(1) potential in S1 direction

reflecting the presence of a non-trivial target space geometry and the F4 flux. As in the D3

brane case, the latter should be also responsible for preservation of the global supersymmetry

of the world-volume theory defined on AdS5 × S1 at the level of the quadratic fluctuation

action.

3.1 Scalar fluctuations

The derivation of the scalar fluctuation action is directly analogous to the one in section

2.1 in D3 brane case. Let us choose a static gauge where AdS5 and ψ coordinates are not

fluctuating, i.e.

AdS5 = {ξ0̂, ..., ξ4̂} , u = u0 + δu , ψ = ξ5̂ , ϕ = 2ξ5̂ + δϕ , (3.15)

and also S2 coordinates are fluctuating near trivial vacuum values. Here ξ5̂ is 2π periodic.

Specializing the discussion in Appendix A to the case of p-brane with p = 5 we get the

following action for the fluctuations of u and ϕ (ignoring overall constant factor ∼ cosh4 u0)

S →
∫
d6ξ

√
−gL(χ) , L = gαβ∂αχ∂βχ̄+ 2i(χ̄∂5̂χ− χ∂5̂χ̄) , (3.16)

χ = δu+ i
2 tanhu0δϕ , ds2 = gαβdξ

αdξβ = gijdξ
idξj + (dξ5̂)2 , (3.17)

where gij is the unit-radius metric on AdS5. Eq. (3.16) is a direct analog of (2.12) and thus

we conclude that we get a complex scalar which is conformally coupled23 to curvature of

AdS5 × S1 and is also coupled to a constant U(1) gauge potential A5̂ = 1 with charge 2

L = gij∂iχ∂jχ̄+ (∂5̂χ− 2iχ)(∂5̂χ̄+ 2iχ̄)− 4χ̄χ . (3.18)

Expanding in modes in S1 coordinate ξ5̂ we get 2 towers of real scalars on AdS5 with masses

m2 = (n± 2)2 − 4 , n = 0,±1,±2, .... , (3.19)

and thus with 4d boundary dimensions ∆(∆ − 4) = m2. Assuming as in the D3 brane case

(cf. (2.15)) the Dirichlet boundary conditions, i.e. ∆ = ∆+ we get

∆− 2 = |n± 2| . (3.20)

23In 6d a conformally coupled scalar has kinetic operator −∇2+ 1
5
R and R(AdS5×S1) = −20 (cf. footnote 2).
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The analysis of the remaining fluctuations in θ and S2 directions is again analogous to the

D3 brane case in (2.16),(2.17): setting θ = π
2 +v, ds

2
S2 = dφ2

1+cos2 φ1 dφ
2
2 and introducing 3

Cartesian coordinates Xa = {x, y, z} as v =
√
x2 + y2 + z2, tanφ1 = x√

y2+z2
, tanφ2 = z

y ,

we find that the quadratic fluctuation action for Xa is∫
d4ξ

√
−g

3∑
a=1

(
gαβ∂αX

a∂βX
a − 4XaXa

)
, (3.21)

which describes 3 real conformally coupled scalars on AdS5 × S1. Expanding in modes in ξ5̂

we get 3 towers of scalar operators with masses and scaling dimensions given by (assuming

Dirichlet boundary conditions)

m2 = n2 − 4 , ∆− 2 = |n| , n = 0,±1, .... . (3.22)

3.2 Fermionic fluctuations

The quadratic fermionic part of the κ-symmetric M5 brane action in a general background

which is solution of 11d supergravity may be written as [36–38, 41, 42]24

Sf =

∫
d6ξ

√
−G

[
Gαβ ∂αX

m ϑ̄ΓmD̂βϑ

− 1
5!ϵ

µνκλσρ∂µX
m∂νX

n∂κX
k∂λX

l∂σX
r ϑ̄ΓmnklrD̂ρϑ

]
, (3.23)

Gαβ = ∂αX
m∂βX

nGmn(X) , Gmn = EamE
b
nηab , Γm = Eam(X)Γa , Γα = ∂αX

mΓm ,

D̂α = ∂αX
mDm, Dm = ∇m − 1

288(Γ
pnkl

m + 8Γpnkδlm)Fpnkl . (3.24)

Here we ignored dependence on Hµνλ that is not relevant in the present case. As in (2.20)

we omitted the overall factor of brane tension that can be absorbed into a rescaling of ϑ.

We use Minkowski notation with ϑ being a 32 component 11d Majorana spinor.25 Dm is the

generalized 11d spinor covariant derivative [46] and ∇m = ∂m + 1
4ΓabΩ

ab
m .

Specifying to the bosonic background (3.9) we may use the background value gαβ of the

induced metric action (3.23) may be rewritten as (cf. (2.20),(2.24))

Sf =

∫
d6ξ

√
−g gαβ ϑ̄(1− Γ∗)ΓαD̂βϑ , (3.25)

Γ∗ ≡
ϵαβγµνσ

6!
√
−g

∂αX
m∂βX

n∂γX
k∂µX

l∂νX
p∂σX

qΓmnklpq =
ϵαβγµνσ

6!
√
−g

Γαβγµνσ = Γ0̂1̂2̂3̂4̂5̂ , (3.26)

24Note that in the particular cases of the maximally supersymmetric AdS4 × S7 or AdS7 × S4 backgrounds

the fermionic part of the M5 brane action may be written in an explicit form including also higher orders in

ϑ [43, 44, 42, 45].
25To recall (cf. footnote 5), we use Latin letters m,n, · · · to label the spacetime coordinates, and Greek

letters α, β, ... to label the world-volume coordinates. When numbering the coordinates, 0, 1, · · · , 9, 10 will be

used for the spacetime, while hatted numbers 0̂, 1̂, · · · – for the world-volume indices. For both spacetime and

world-volume indices we use underlined letters to denote indices along the tangent directions.
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where Γ∗ ≡ ΓM5 is the analog of Γ̃D3 in (2.20) with Γ2
∗ = 1. We shall label the coordinates

as follows:

AdS5 = {X0, ..., X4} = {ξ0̂, ..., ξ4̂} , X5 = u = u0 , X6 = ψ = ξ5̂ ,

X7 = θ =
π

2
, X8 = ϕ = 2ξ5̂ , S2 = {X9, X10} . (3.27)

Then F4 in (3.2) may be written as

F4 = 3L3 sin θ cos2 θ dθ ∧ dϕ ∧ volS2 = 3L−1 E7 ∧ E8 ∧ E9 ∧ E10 . (3.28)

For m < 7, the second term in brackets in Dm in (3.24) does not contribute and we get

Dm = ∇m − 1

288
ΓpnklmFpnkl = ∇m − 1

12
Γ789 10

mF789 10 , m < 7 , (3.29)

4̂∑
α=0̂

ΓαDα =
4∑

m=0

ΓmDm =
4∑

m=0

Γm∇m − 5

4L
Γ789 10 , (3.30)

D6 = ∇6 −
1

4L
Γ789 10

6 . (3.31)

For m = 8 the first term in brackets in Dm in (3.24) does not contribute and we get

D8 = ∇8 −
1

36
ΓpnkFpnk8 = ∇8 −

1

6
Γ79 10F789 10 = ∇8 −

1

2L
E

8
8 Γ

79 10 , (3.32)

∂5̂X
mDm = D6 + 2D8 = ∇6 + 2∇8 −

1

4L
Γ789 10

6 −
1

L
Γ789 10

8 , (3.33)

Γ5̂∂5̂X
mDm = Γ5̂(D6 + 2D8) , Γ5̂ =

sinhu0 Γ6 + Γ8

LA cosh2 u0
. (3.34)

Also, computing the spin connection gives (see (B.15) in Appendix B)

Γα∂αX
m∇m = /∇+

3

2L
tanhu0Γ5 +

1

4L coshu0
Γ865 , (3.35)

where /∇ corresponds to AdS5 × S1.

Like in the D3 case one expects that the resulting fermionic action should have no non-

trivial dependence on u0. Indeed, in Appendix C we will show that the fermion spectrum is

the same for all values of u0. Thus, to simplify the presentation, here we may just consider

the limiting case of u0 → 0 ignoring the subleading terms. Then in total

Γα∂αX
mDm = /∇+

1

2L
Γ8

(1
2
Γ65 +

3

2
Γ79 10

)
. (3.36)

The fermionic action (3.25) then may be written as26

Sf =

∫
d6ξ

√
−g ϑ̄(1− Γ∗)

(
/∇+M

)
ϑ , (3.37)

Γ∗ = Γ0̂···4̂5̂ = Γ0···48 , M =
1

2
Γ8

(
Γ65 + 3Γ79 10

)
. (3.38)

26We scale out LA = 2L so that gαβ → gαβ is the unit-radius AdS5 × S1 metric and ignore the overall

constant factor.
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Note that Γ∗ in (3.25) anticommutes with /∇ and M . We shall fix the κ-symmetry gauge by

(1− Γ∗)ϑ = 0 . (3.39)

Then acting on ϑ we have Γ0···48 = +1. We may also use that in the conventions assumed in

(3.23) one has Γ0···456789 10 = +1 (see (D.17),(D.22)). Then Γ5679 10 = −1 or Γ79 10 = Γ56 (see

(D.24)). As a result, we may simplify M in (3.38) to

M =
1

2
(1− 3)Γ865 = −Γ865 , (3.40)

which is the same result as found in (C.18).

Like in the D3 case (cf. (2.34)) the final expression for the mass operator is given by a

combination of the contributions of the “transverse” part of the spin connection and of F4 in

(3.24). After diagonalization of M the resulting action (3.37) or
∫
d6ξ

√
−g ϑ̄

(
/∇ +M

)
ϑ thus

describes 2 sets of 6d fermions in AdS5 × S1 with masses ±1.

Expanding ϑ in modes in ξ5̂ (assuming periodic boundary condition as required by preser-

vation of supersymmetry) the Dirac operator on AdS5×S1 reduces to that on AdS5 as (recall

that Γ5̂ = Γ8 in the case of u0 → 0)

i( /∇+M) = i /∇AdS5
+ iΓ5̂∂5̂ + iM → i /∇AdS5

− M̂ , M̂ = nΓ8 − iΓ568 . (3.41)

Since Γ2
8 = 1, (iΓ568)

2 = 1 and [Γ8,Γ568] = 0 we conclude that M̂ has eigenvalues mf =

±n± 1.27 Thus we find 2 towers of 6d fermions with such masses. The corresponding scaling

dimensions of the boundary operators are then (cf. (2.36))

∆− 2 = |mf | = |n± 1| , n = 0,±1,±2, ... . (3.42)

3.3 Antisymmetric tensor field contribution

Since the self-dual Hµνλ field in the M5 brane action (3.4) has no background value its

contribution to the 1-loop free energy is the same as half of that of rank 2 antisymmetric

tensor Aµν propagating on AdS5 × S1.

The partition function for Aµν with the standard action
∫
d6ξ

√
−g HµνλH

µνλ in a general

6d curved background is given by (see, e.g., [47–49] and refs. there)

Z2 = (det ∆̂2)
−1/2 det∆1 (det ∆̂0)

−3/2 , (3.43)

Here the Hodge-DeRham operators ∆̂p are

(∆̂2)
αβ
µν = −∇2δαβµν + 2R

[α
[µδ

β]
ν] −Rµν

αβ , (∆̂1)
ν
µ = −∇2δνµ +Rνµ , ∆̂0 = −∇2 . (3.44)

27Since [Γ8,Γ568] = 0 the action corresponding to (3.41) may be interpreted as that of massless fermions in

AdS5 × S1 coupled to U(1) gauge potential in 5̂ direction with charge 1. This is similar to the D3 brane case

in (2.35) where the charge was 1
2
.
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Let us specify (3.43) to AdS5 ×S1 with equal radii =1. For AdS5 we have Rijkl = −(gikgjl−
gilgjk), Rij = −4gij , R = Rii = −20. Thus from (3.44) splitting Aµν = (Aij , Ai = Ai5) and

also the vector ghost Cµ = (Ci, C = C5) we get (i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4)

Aµν∆̂2Aµν = Aij(−∇2 − 6)Aij +Ai(−∇2 − 4)Ai , (3.45)

Cµ∆̂1Cµ = Ci(−∇2 − 4)Ci + C(−∇2)C , ∇2 = ∇2
AdS5

+ ∂25 . (3.46)

We may express det ∆̂1 as (cf. (2.37) and discussion below it)28

det ∆̂1 = det(−∇2 − 4)⊥ [det(−∇2)]2 . (3.47)

Similarly, applying the redefinition Aij = A⊥
ij+∇iV

⊥
j −∇jV

⊥
i and accounting for the Jacobian

factor we get

Z2(AdS5 × S1) =
[ (det ∆̂1(−4))2(det ∆̂0(0))

2

det ∆̂2(−6) det ∆̂1(−4) (det ∆̂0(0))3

]1/2
=

[ 1

det ∆̂2⊥(−6)

]1/2
. (3.48)

Here ∆̂p(X) ≡ −∇2 + X are defined on p-forms with AdS5 indices and ∆̂2⊥(−6)A⊥
ij =

(−∇2
AdS5

− ∂25 − 6)A⊥
ij .

One can give an alternative derivation of (3.48) as follows. Let us split H2
µνλ = H2

ijk +

3H2
ij5 and fix the gauge as Ai5 = 0 so that H2

ij5 = (∂5Aij)
2. Then for Aij = A⊥

ij+∂iC
⊥
j −∂jC⊥

i

we get H2
ijk = A⊥

ij∆̂2(−6)A⊥
ij . From (∂5Aij)

2 we find that determinant of ∂25 cancels against

the ghost determinant. Including also the contribution of the Jacobian we end up with (3.48).

The same expression (3.48) was given also in [50, 51].

Expanding A⊥
ij(ξ

k, ξ5) in S1 modes we get a tower of transverse antisymmetric tensor

fields in AdS5 with masses

m2 = n2 − 6 . (3.49)

Let us recall how this case fits into the general discussion of fields in AdS5 corresponding to

representations of SO(2, 4). Let ϕ be a massive (∆ > 2+j1+j2 for j1j2 ̸= 0 or ∆ > 1+j1+j2
for j1j2 = 0) or massless (∆ = 2+ j1+ j2, j1j2 ̸= 0) field in AdS5 corresponding the SO(2, 4)

representation (∆; j1, j2). h1 = j1 + j2 = s and h2 = j1 − j2 are integer for bosons and

half-integer for fermions (in the bosonic case, h1 and |h2| are the lengths of a two-row Young

tableau). According to [52, 53], the covariant AdS5 equation of motion for a bosonic transverse

field ϕ is (for j1 ≥ j2)
29

Oϕ = 0 , O = −∇2
AdS5

+m2 , m2 = (∆− 2)2 − 4− 2 j1 . (3.50)

28Set Ai = A⊥
i + ∂iφ. We use that

∫
dA e−

∫
A2

→
∫
dA⊥ dφ

√
det(−∇2) e−

∫
A2

⊥ and Ai(−∇2 − 4)Ai =

A⊥
i (−∇2−4)A⊥

i +φ(−∇2)2φ. Note also that for ∇i derivatives −∇i(−∇2)∇i = ∇4+∇i[∇2,∇i] = ∇4−4∇2.
29This equation is also for the fermionic fields after squaring the 5d Dirac operator. For a generic fermion

spinor-tensor field Ψ one has ( /∇+∆− 2)Ψ = 0 [54]. After squaring, this turns out to be
[
−∇2

AdS5
+ 1

4
R−

2j1 + 1 + (∆− 2)2
]
Ψ = 0, where R = R(AdS5) = −20. This gives the same m2 as in (3.50).
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The partition function for such massive field is then given by30

Z(∆; j1, j2) =
[
det(−∇2

AdS5
+m2)⊥

]−1/2
. (3.51)

The antisymmetric tensor case in (3.48),(3.49) corresponds to the sum of two (self-dual and

anti self-dual) representations (cf. (3.50))

(∆; 1, 0) + (∆; 0, 1) , ∆− 2 = |n| . (3.52)

The collection of 2 scalars with masses/dimensions in (3.19),(3.20), 3 scalars in (3.22), the

fermions in (3.42) and the self-dual rank 2 tensor (3.52) form 5d supermultiplets that represent

the (2,0) multiplet defined on AdS5×S1 in a way consistent with preservation of supersymme-

try, i.e. requiring conformal coupling of all scalars to the curvature and a particular coupling

of 2 scalars and all fermions to a constant U(1) gauge potential (cf. [55, 35, 56]).31

3.4 1-loop free energy

The free energy corresponding to (3.51) can be computed explicitly like in the AdS3 case

in (2.41)–(2.43). In the case of the Euclidean AdS5 with boundary S4 it is proportional to

vol(AdS5) = π2 log(rΛ) and thus is proportional to the 4d conformal a-anomaly coefficient

(see [22, 59, 25, 27] and, in particular, [28])

F (∆; j1, j2) =
1
2 log det(−∇2

AdS5
+m2)⊥ = −1

2ζ
′
(∆;j1,j2)

(0) = 4a(∆; j1, j2) log(rΛ) (3.53)

a(∆; j1, j2) = − 1

96π
(−1)2(j1+j2)(2j1 + 1)(2j2 + 1) lim

z→0
J ′(z) , (3.54)

J(z) =

∫ ∞

0
dλ

[
λ2 + (j1 − j2)

2
] [
λ2 + (j1 + j2 + 1)2

][
λ2 + (∆− 2)2

]z , (∆− 2)2 = m2 + 4 + 2j1 .

This gives, assuming Dirichlet boundary conditions so that ∆− 2 ≥ 0,

a(∆; j1, j2) =
1

1440
(−1)2(j1+j2)(2j1 + 1)(2j2 + 1) (∆− 2)

×
[
3(∆− 2)4 − 10

(
j21 + j22 + j1 + j2 +

1
2

)
(∆− 2)2 + 15(j1 − j2)

2(j1 + j2 + 1)2
]
. (3.55)

As a result, we get for a real AdS5 scalar contribution

a(∆; 0, 0) =
1

1440
(∆− 2)

[
3 (∆− 2)4 − 5(∆− 2)2

]
. (3.56)

30In the massless case of ∆ = 2 + s one needs to take into account the contribution of the corresponding

ghosts that belong to the representation (∆ + 1; j1 − 1
2
, j2 − 1

2
) (see, e.g., [25]).

31It is interesting to note that by applying an analytic continuation to S5×S1 with the angle of S1 identified

with period β one gets a similar system of fields whose supersymmetric partition function computes the Schur

index [57] of the (2,0) tensor multiplet (see section 5 in [20]). Similar relation is true also in the D3 brane case

in section 2 upon analytic continuation to S3 × S1 world volume theory (cf. [58]).

– 19 –



The contribution of the self-dual antisymmetric tensor is32

a(∆; 1, 0) =
3

1440
(∆− 2)

[
3 (∆− 2)4 − 25(∆− 2)2 + 60

]
. (3.57)

The fermion contribution is

a(∆; 12 , 0) = a(∆; 0, 12) = − 2

1440
(∆− 2)

[
3 (∆− 2)4 − 25

2 (∆− 2)2 + 135
16

]
. (3.58)

Let us first consider the case of (2,0) multiplet of 5 conformally coupled scalars, self-dual

tensor and 4 fermions propagating on AdS5 × S1 with all scalars and fermions not coupled

to a U(1) potential in 5̂ direction, i.e. without shift of S1 mode number n. Expanding in

Fourier modes in this case we get system of AdS5 fields with all the fields having ∆− 2 = |n|.
Thus we get for the free energy in AdS5 × S1 (cf. (2.44),(3.14))

F =
2

π3
a vol(AdS5 × S1) = 4a log(rΛ) , (3.59)

a(2,0) =

∞∑
n=−∞

[
5a(∆; 0, 0) + a(∆; 1, 0) + 4a(∆; 12 , 0)

]
= 1

1440P , P =

∞∑
n=−∞

Pn , (3.60)

Pn = 5|n|(3n4 − 5n2) + 3|n|(3n4 − 25n2 + 60)− 8|n|(3n4 − 25
2 n

2 + 135
16 ) =

225
2 |n| , (3.61)

P = 225

∞∑
n=1

n = 225 ζR(−1) = −225
12 , a(2,0) = − 5

384 . (3.62)

In contrast to the case of the N = 4 multiplet in AdS3 × S1 in (2.44),(2.45) where the

1-loop free energy was UV finite and vanishing here F (1) is quadratically divergent. As in

other similar examples (see, e.g., [17–19]) we used the Riemann ζ-function regularization to

compute the resulting sum.

The presence of the quadratic UV divergence was, in fact, expected. In 6d the free energy

F (1) = 1
2 log det(−∇2 +X) has a UV divergent part given by (in heat kernel regularization)

F (1)
∞ =

1

(4π)3

∫
d6ξ

√
g
(
1
6b0Λ

6 + 1
4b2Λ

4 + 1
2b4Λ

2 + b6 log Λ
)
, (3.63)

where bk are the Seeley’s coefficients. b0 = tr1 counts total number of degrees of freedom

and thus vanishes for a supersymmetric model. One can check that b2 = tr(16R − X) also

vanishes in a combination of 5 conformally coupled scalars (∆̂0 = −∇2 + 1
5R), 4 massless

32The contribution of the self-dual antisymmetric tensor to the 1-loop free energy is by definition half that

of the standard antisymmetric tensor. If one dimensionally reduces the antisymmetric tensor action
∫
H2
µνλ to

AdS5 (i.e. considers only the n = 0 mode of the S1 expansion) one gets a collection of a rank 2 tensor
∫
H2
ijk

and massless vector
∫
F 2
ij (Ai ≡ Ai5) 5d actions. Dualizing the former to a vector A′

i (which can be done by

a path integral transformation and thus preserves the expression for the partition function modulo zero mode

contribution absent in the present case) one thus gets a collection of two 5d vectors. Their total contribution

to a-anomaly, is however, zero as their boundary conditions are opposite (cf. footnote 15 for a similar remark

in the AdS3 context). Thus the total contribution to a-anomaly of the n = 0 mode of the antisymmetric tensor

is zero, in agreement with the general expressions in (3.61),(3.65).
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fermions (∆̂1/2 = −∇2 + 1
4R) and the self-dual antisymmetric tensor in (3.43),(3.44). This is

consistent with the cancellation of n3 terms in (3.61).

At the same time, one finds that b4 and b6 coefficients do not vanish in general. The

b6 coefficient for the (2,0) multiplet (that determines its conformal anomaly) was explicitly

computed in [49] and is given by a combination of the 6d Euler density and 3 cubic invariants

built out of the 6d Weyl tensor. The Euler density vanishes for a space like M5 ×S1 and the

Weyl tensor vanishes in the case of the conformally flat AdS5 × S1 space. This is consistent

with the absence of the log UV divergence in (3.60). Complementing the discussion in [49]

and computing b4 for the (2,0) multiplet on a general curved 6d space we get33

b4 =
1

4
R2
µνλρ −R2

µν +
1

10
R2 . (3.64)

Computing this for AdS5 × S1 we get non-vanishing result for b4, in agreement with non-

cancellation of order n terms in (3.61) leading to quadratic UV divergence.34

Let us now turn to the case of our interest when the (2,0) multiplet on AdS5×S1 originates

from the supersymmetric M5 brane embedded into AdS7 × S4 and is thus coupled also to an

effective constant U(1) gauge potential in 5̂ direction (with 2 scalars having charge ±2 and

the fermions charge ±1 which results in the shifts of n in (3.20),(3.42)). In this case Pn in

(3.60) can be written as

Pn =|n− 2|
[
3(n− 2)4 − 5(n− 2)2

]
+ |n+ 2|

[
3(n+ 2)4 − 5(n+ 2)2

]
+ 3|n|(3n4 − 5n2) + 3|n|(3n4 − 25n2 + 60) (3.65)

− 4|n+ 1|
[
3(n+ 1)4 − 25

2 (n+ 1)2 + 135
16

]
− 4|n− 1|

[
3(n− 1)4 − 25

2 (n− 1)2 + 135
16

]
.

As a result,

P0 =
241
2 , P1 =

1297
2 , P|n|>1 =

1305
2 |n| . (3.66)

The large n asymptotics of Pn is again ∼ n as in (3.61) consistent with expected presence of

a quadratic UV divergence.35 Then (cf. (3.62))

P = 241
2 + 1297 + 1305

∞∑
n=2

n = 15
4 , a(1) = 1

1440P = 1
384 . (3.67)

33In a general number of dimensions for an operator ∆̂ = −∇2(A) + X defined on a vector bundle with

connection Aµ one has (up to a total derivative term) b4 = tr
[

1
12
F 2
µν +

1
180

(R2
µνλρ −R2

µν) +
1
2
( 1
6
R−X)2

]
.

34The fact that b4 is non-vanishing for 6d (2,0) multiplet is analogous to non-vanishing of b4 for the 4d

N = 4 multiplet.
35Note that coupling to a constant UV gauge field should not a priori change the values of the coefficients

bp of the UV divergent terms (3.63). This is true, however, if one uses a covariant 6d regularization which is

not the case here. Here we first expand in S1 modes, then define the resulting 5d determinants using spectral

ζ-function and at the end sum over n. A cut off on n is obviously not covariant in 6d and thus the structure

of (subleading) power divergences here is a priori sensitive to shifts of n.
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Here like in (3.62) we used the ζR-function to define the sum. Combining this 1-loop value

of a with the classical one in (3.14) we thus get the following prediction for the S4 defect

anomaly coefficient

a = N2 + 1
384 +O(N−2) . (3.68)

This result can not be directly compared with the defect anomaly coefficient computed in [8]

using the bubbling solution in supergravity where it has N3 scaling at leading order. The

precise limit of the parameters of the solution in [8] that corresponds to the probe limit in

which the anomaly coefficient should scale as N2 remains to be understood.36
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A Scalar fluctuations of a p-brane in AdSp+2 × S1

The scalar fluctuations of a p-brane embedded in a supersymmetric way in AdSp+2 × S1 can

be computed in a universal way for any p, thus covering the cases of p = 3 and 5 discussed

in the main text. The relevant part of the background is

ds2 = L2
A

(
du2 + cosh2 u ds2AdSp + sinh2 u dψ2

)
+ L2dϕ2 , (A.1)

Cp+1 = Lp+1
A (coshp+1 u− 1)volAdSp ∧ dψ ≡ Cp+1volAdSp ∧ dψ . (A.2)

The configuration of the probe p-brane related to co-dimension 2 half-supersymmetric defect

in the boundary theory is such that it wrapps AdSp and also (see [13] and refs. there)

u = u0 = const , LAψ = Lϕ . (A.3)

The induced metric on the probe p-brane is then that of the equal-radii AdSp × S1 space

ds2p+1 = L2
A cosh2 u0 ds

2
AdSp+L

2
A sinh2 u0dψ

2+L2
Adψ

2 = L2
A cosh2 u0

(
ds2AdSp+dψ

2
)
. (A.4)

Starting with the standard action S ∼ −
∫
dp+1ξ

√
−G +

∫
Cp+1 of a probe p-brane in the

background (A.1),(A.2) let us find the resulting quadratic fluctuation action in the static

gauge

AdSp = {ξα} , u = u0 + δu , ψ = ξp̂ , ϕ =
LA
L
ξp̂ + δϕ . (A.5)

Then the induced metric Gαβ has the following quadratic fluctuation part

ds2G = L2
A cosh2(u0 + δu)(ds2AdSp + dψ2) + 2LALdδϕdψ + (L2

Adδu
2 + L2dδϕ2) + ... . (A.6)

36We thank J. Estes, B. Suzzoni and P. Capuozzo for a correspondence on this issue.
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This leads to37

√
−G =

√
−g lp+1

0

[
1 +

( L

LA cosh2 u0
∂ψδϕ+ (p+ 1) tanhu0 δu

)
+

1

2 cosh2 u0

(
gαβ∂αδu ∂βδu+

L2 tanh2 u0
L2
A

gαβ∂αδϕ ∂βδϕ+ (p+ 1)(cosh2 u0 + p sinh2 u0) δu
2

+
2L(p− 1) tanhu0

LA
δu ∂ψδϕ

)
+ · · ·

]
, (A.7)

where l0 = LA coshu0 and gαβ is the metric of the unit-radius AdSp × S1. For the variation

of the potential Cp+1 in (A.2) we get

Cp+1 = −Lp+1
A + lp+1

0

[
1 + (p+ 1) tanhu0 δu+

1

2
(p+ 1)(1 + p tanh2 u0) δu

2 + · · ·
]
. (A.8)

Combined with (A.7) this gives

√
−G− Cp+1 = Lp+1

A + lp+1
0

[ L

LA cosh2 u0
∂ψδϕ+

1

2 cosh2 u0

(
gαβ∂αδu ∂βδu (A.9)

+
L2 tanh2 u0

L2
A

gαβ∂αδϕ ∂βδϕ+ 2(p− 1)
L tanhu0

LA
δu ∂ψ δϕ

)
+ · · ·

]
.

As expected, the linear fluctuation part is a total derivative and the quadratic fluctuation

part of the action is given by

S − S0 = − lp+1
0

2 cosh2 u0

∫
dp+1ξ

√
−g

[
gαβ∂αχ∂βχ̄+

i

2
(p− 1)(χ̄∂ψχ− χ∂ψχ̄)

]
, (A.10)

χ ≡ δu+ i
L

LA
tanhu0 δϕ . (A.11)

Rescaling χ we find that a canonically normalized scalar fluctuation action is

1

2

∫
dp+1ξ

√
−g

(
gij∂iχ∂jχ̄+

[
∂ψχ− i

2
(p− 1)χ

][
∂ψχ̄+

i

2
(p− 1)χ̄

]
− 1

4
(p− 1)2χχ̄

)
, (A.12)

where i, j are indices of the AdSp part of the brane metric.

This action describes a conformally coupled complex scalar on AdSp × S1 coupled also

to a constant U(1) potential A = dξp̂ with charge q = 1
2(p− 1). Fourier expanding in ψ = ξp̂,

i.e. χ =
∑

n e
inξp̂ χn we get a tower of scalars on AdSp with masses

m2 =
(
n− p−1

2

)2 − (p−1
2

)2
, n = 0,±1,±2, ... . (A.13)

The corresponding boundary dimensions are defined by ∆[∆ − (p − 1)] = m2 or for the

Dirichlet boundary condition choice (∆ = ∆+) we get

∆− p−1
2 = |n− p−1

2 | . (A.14)

Since χ is complex, we actually have two towers of states with opposite shift, namely ∆− p−1
2 =

|n± p−1
2 |.

37We use that for g̃µν = gµν + hµν one has
√
−g̃ =

√
−g

(
1 + 1

2
hµµ + 1

8
(hµµ)

2 − 1
4
hµνh

µν + · · ·
)
. Let us

note also that given a metric ds2g = gµνdx
µdxν = gabdx

adxb + gθθdθ
2 (a ̸= θ) and ds2g̃ = ds2g + dFdθ where

F = F (x) is a function of xµ then
√
−g̃ =

√
−g

(
1 + 1

2
gθθ∂θF − 1

8
gθθgµν∂µF∂νF

)
.
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B Spin connection and projected spinor covariant derivative

Here we will compute the spin connection contribution to the induced fermionic covariant

derivative. Let us consider the following metric (cf. (A.1))

ds2 = L2
A

(
du2 + cosh2 u ds2AdSp + sinh2 u dψ2

)
+ L2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (B.1)

We will label the target space coordinates as follows:

X0,1,··· , p−1 = AdSp , Xp = u , Xp+1 = ψ , Xp+2 = θ , Xp+3 = ϕ . (B.2)

We shall assume that a p-brane wraps AdSp × S1 as in (A.3). Since θ = π
2 the resulting

induced metric on the brane is the same as in (A.4). For this classical brane configuration we

have (we will ignore bosonic fluctuations here, cf. (A.5))

X0,1,..., p−1 = AdSp = X 0̂,1̂,..., p̂−1 , Xp = u = u0 , X p̂+1 = ψ = ξp̂ , (B.3)

Xp+2 = θ =
π

2
, Xp+3 = ϕ =

LA
L
ξp̂ . (B.4)

The vielbein components for (B.1) can be chosen as

Emm = LA coshu Êmm , m = 0, ..., p− 1 (B.5)

E
p
p = LA , E

p+1

p+1 = LA sinhu , E
p+2

p+2 = L , E
p+3

p+3 = L sin θ , (B.6)

where the underlined indices correspond to tangent space directions and Ê
m
m is the vielbein

for the unit-radius AdSp. The corresponding spin connection components along the normal

directions to the brane world volume are found to be

Ω
mp
m =

tanhu

LA
Emm = sinhu Êmm , m = 0, ..., p− 1 , (B.7)

Ω
p+1 p

p+1 =
1

LA tanhu
E
p+1

p+1 = coshu , Ω
p+3 p+2

p+3 = cos θ . (B.8)

The projected covariant derivative and Γ-matrix are given by

∂αX
m∇m = ∂αX

m
(
∂m +

1

4
ΩabmΓab

)
, Γα = ∂αX

mΓm . (B.9)

When α = 0̂, · · · , p̂− 1, we have ∂αX
m = δmα , so

∂αX
m∇m = ∂α +

1

4
Ωabα Γab = ∂α +

1

4
Ω
βγ
α Γβγ +

1

2
sinhu0Ê

α
αΓαp . (B.10)

Since Γα = EααΓ
α = 1

LA coshu0
ÊααΓ

α, we have

Γα∂αX
m∇m = /∇

AdSp
+

1

2LA coshu0
sinhu0Ê

α
αÊ

α
α′Γα

′
Γαp = /∇

AdSp
+

p

2LA
tanhu0Γp , (B.11)
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where /∇
AdSp

= Γα∂α + 1
4Ω

βγ
α Γβγ is the Dirac operator on AdSp.

When α = p̂, we have ∂αX
m = δmp+1 +

LA
L δ

m
p+3 so that

∂p̂X
m∇m = ∇p+1 +

LA
L

∇p+3 +
1

2
coshu0 Γp+1p . (B.12)

Since

Γp̂ =
1

LA coshu0
Êp̂p̂Γ

p̂ =
sinhu0Γp+1 + Γp+3

LA cosh2 u0
, (B.13)

we find

Γp̂∂p̂X
m∇m = Γp̂∂p̂+

coshu0
2

Γp̂Γp+1p = Γp̂∂p̂+
tanhu0
2LA

Γp+
1

2LA coshu0
Γp+3 p+1 p . (B.14)

Combining (B.11) and (B.14), we finally get

Γα∂αX
m∇m = /∇

AdSp×S1
+
p+ 1

2LA
tanhu0Γp +

1

2LA coshu0
Γp+3 p+1 p . (B.15)

C Fermion mass matrix for general u0

When studying fermionic fluctuations in sections 2.2 and 3.2 we considered the limiting case

of u0 → 0. Here we show that the equivalent fermion mass matrix is obtained for the general

value of u0, in both D3 and M5 brane cases: the u0 dependence can be eliminated by a spinor

rotation.

D3 brane case

The fermion mass matrix in the D3 brane case is given by (2.32):

M = 2 tanhu0 Γ3 +
1

2 coshu0
Γ643 +

1

4
ΓD3Γ

α
(
Γ0···4 + Γ5···9)Γα . (C.1)

Let us consider the rotation matrix

R = exp(γΓ46) = cos γ + Γ46 sin γ , R−1 = exp(−γΓ46) = cos γ − Γ46 sin γ , (C.2)

where (Γ46)
2 = −1 and γ is related to u0 by

1 + tan γ

1− tan γ
= eu0 , tan γ = tanh

u0
2
. (C.3)

Then RΓmR−1 = Γm for m ̸= 4, 6 and

RΓ4R−1 =
1

coshu0

(
Γ4 − sinhu0Γ6

)
, RΓ6R−1 =

1

coshu0

(
Γ6 + sinhu0Γ4

)
, (C.4)

This enables us to write the world-volume components of Γ-matrices as

Γ3̂ = Γ4 + Γ6 = sinhu0 Γ4 + Γ6 = coshu0RΓ6R−1 , Γ3̂ = Γ3̂ = RΓ6R−1 , (C.5)

ΓD3 ≡ Γ0̂1̂2̂3̂ = Γ012RΓ6R−1 = RΓ0126R−1 . (C.6)
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Then after a detailed computation, one finds

Mcoshu0 = 2 sinhu0 Γ3 +
1

2
Γ643 +

1

4
coshu0 ΓD3Γ

α
(
Γ0···4 + Γ5···9)Γα

= R
[1
2
Γ346Γ

01···9 + sinhu0 Γ3

(
1− Γ01···9

)]
R−1 . (C.7)

Rotating the fermions as ϑ → ϑ′ = R−1ϑ we get for the gauge-fixed fermionic action (cf.

(2.29))

Sf =

∫
d4ξ

√
−g ϑ̄

(
/∇+M

)
ϑ→

∫
d4ξ

√
−g ϑ̄′

(
/∇+M′

)
ϑ′ , (C.8)

where we ignore the overall constant factor and the rotated mass matrix is

M′ = R−1(M coshu0)R =
1

2
Γ346Γ

01···9 + sinhu0 Γ3

(
1− Γ01···9) = 1

2
Γ346 . (C.9)

In the final equality we have used the chirality constraint Γ01···9ϑ′ = ϑ′ as M′ is acting on a

MW spinor. Thus the fermionic action is independent of u0, up to an overall constant factor

that can be absorbed into a rescaling of the fermionic field and in the present context does

not change the value of the fermionic determinant.

M5 brane case

Here the fermion action is given by (cf. (3.37),(3.38))

Sf =

∫
d6ξ

√
−g gαβ ϑ̄(1− Γ∗)

(
/∇+M

)
ϑ (C.10)

where /∇ is the Dirac operator on AdS5 × S1 and

M =
( 3

2L
tanhu0Γ5+

1

4L coshu0
Γ865

)
+
(
− 5

4L
Γ789 10− 1

4L
Γ5̂Γ789 10

6−
1

L
Γ5̂Γ789 10

8

)
, (C.11)

where the first bracket is the contribution of the normal part of the spin connection (3.35)

while the second is the contribution of F4 terms in Dm in (3.24) (see (3.30),(3.33)). Intro-

ducing the u0-dependent rotation matrix as in (C.2) so that RΓmR−1 = Γm for m ̸= 6, 8

and

RΓ6R−1 =
1

coshu0

(
Γ6− sinhu0 Γ8

)
, RΓ8R−1 =

1

coshu0

(
Γ8+sinhu0 Γ6

)
, (C.12)

we find after a detailed computation that the mass matrix (C.11) may be written as

2L coshu0M = R
[
3 sinhu0 Γ5 +

1

2
Γ865 −

3

2
Γ789 10 + 3 sinhu0 Γ769 10

]
R−1

= R
[
3 sinhu0 Γ5

(
1− Γ5679 10

)
+

1

2
Γ865

(
1 + 3Γ5679 10

)]
R−1 . (C.13)

Let us also rotate the fermions so that R−1ϑ = ϑ′ and fix the κ-symmetry gauge as in (3.39),

i.e.

(1−Γ∗)ϑ = 0 = (1−RΓ0···48R−1)Rϑ′ = R(1−Γ0···48)ϑ
′ = 0 → (1−Γ0···48)ϑ

′ = 0 . (C.14)
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We also have ϑ̄′(1 + Γ0···48) = 0. The fermion action (C.10) becomes∫
d4ξ

√
−g ϑ̄′

(
/∇+M′

)
ϑ′ , (C.15)

where we have scaled out the overall constant factor (so that g is the metric of the unit-radius

AdS5 × S1) and

M′ = R−1(2L coshu0M)R = 3 sinhu0 Γ5

(
1− Γ5679 10

)
+

1

2
Γ865

(
1 + 3Γ5679 10

)
. (C.16)

Note that here the first term multiplied by Γ5−Γ679 10 does not contribute to the gauge-fixed

action as it commutes with 1− Γ∗.

From the analysis of supersymmetry preserved by the M5 brane embedding in Appendix D

it follows that assuming that the fermionic action contains the projector 1 − Γ∗ as in (3.25)

then s1 = 1 in (D.16) and thus preservation of supersymmetry is consistent with the choice

of Γ-matrix representation were s2 = 1 in (D.17). Then the gauge-fixed fermion should be

subject to (D.24), i.e.

Γ5679 10 ϑ
′ = −ϑ′ , (C.17)

and thus finally we can replace (C.16) by

M′ =
1

2
Γ865

(
1 + 3Γ5679 10

)
= −Γ865 , (C.18)

which is equivalent to (3.40).

D Supersymmetry of M5 embedding into AdS7 × S4

Given the definition of covariant derivative Dm in (3.24) and the F4 background in (3.28), we

find that (cf. (3.31),(3.32))

Dm = ∇m − 1

4L
ΓmΓ̂ , m < 7; Dm = ∇m +

1

2L
ΓmΓ̂ , m ≥ 7 ; (D.1)

Γ̂ ≡ Γ789 10. (D.2)

Note that [Γm, Γ̂] = 0 when m < 7, and {Γm, Γ̂} = 0 when m ≥ 7. The 11d Killing spinor

equation follows from the condition of the vanishing of the local supersymmetry variation of

the 11d gravitino (see, e.g., [60])

δψm = Dmϵ = 0 . (D.3)

Since [ΓmΓ̂,ΓnΓ̂] = 0 when m < 7 and n ≥ 7, the AdS7 and S4 parts of ϵ factorize

ϵ = ϵ
AdS7

ϵ
S4

= MAdS7MS4 ϵ0 , [MAdS7 ,MS4 ] = 0 , (D.4)

where ϵ0 is a constant spinor.
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Let us first consider the AdS7 part and set LA = 2L = 1 for simplicity. Let us first

consider the m = u = 5 (cf. (3.27),(3.1)) component of (D.3), i.e.

Duϵ =
(
∂u −

1

2
ΓuΓ̂

)
ϵ = 0 −→ ϵ = e

1
2
uΓuΓ̂ϵ′ , (D.5)

where ϵ′ is independent of u. Next, for m = ψ = 6 we get38

Dψϵ =
[
∂ψ − 1

2

(
coshuΓuψ + sinhuΓψΓ̂

)]
ϵ =

[
∂ψ − 1

2
e

1
2
uΓuΓ̂Γuψe

− 1
2
uΓuΓ̂

]
ϵ = 0 , (D.6)

Substituting (D.5) into (D.6), we get that(
∂ψ − 1

2
Γuψ

)
ϵ′ = 0 −→ ϵ′ = e

1
2
ψΓuψϵ′′ . (D.7)

For m = 0, · · · , 5, we have

Dm = ∇̃m − 1

2

(
coshuΓmΓ̂− sinhuΓmu

)
= ∇̃m − 1

2
e

1
2
uΓuΓ̂ΓmΓ̂e

− 1
2
uΓuΓ̂ , (D.8)

where ∇̃m has spin connection components along AdS5 only. This means we can write the

Killing spinor in AdS7 parametrized as in (3.1) in terms of the Killing spinor on AdS5 (inde-

pendent of u and ψ) as

ϵ
AdS7

= e
1
2
uΓuΓ̂e

1
2
ψΓuψ ϵ

AdS5
,

(
∇̂m − 1

2
ΓmΓ̂

)
ϵ
AdS5

= 0 . (D.9)

Similarly, for S4 components of (D.3) we get (θ = 7, ϕ = 8)39

Dθϵ =
(
∂θ +

1

2
ΓθΓ̂

)
ϵ = 0 −→ ϵ = e−

1
2
θΓθΓ̂ϵ′ , (D.10)

Dϕϵ =
[
∂ϕ +

1

2
(− cos θΓθϕ + sin θΓϕΓ̂)

]
ϵ =

(
∂ϕ −

1

2
e−

1
2
ΓθΓ̂Γθϕe

1
2
ΓθΓ̂

)
ϵ = 0 . (D.11)

Substituting (D.10) into (D.11), we find(
∂ϕ −

1

2
Γθϕ

)
ϵ′ = 0 −→ ϵ′ = e−

1
2
ϕΓϕθϵ′′ . (D.12)

For the remaining m = 9, 10 components of Dm (corresponding to the S2 ⊂ S4 angles

φ1 = 9, φ2 = 10) we get

Dm = ∇̂m +
1

2
e−

1
2
ΓθΓ̂ΓmΓ̂e

1
2
ΓθΓ̂ , (D.13)

where ∇̂m contains only the S2 spin connection. As a result,40

ϵ
S4

= e−
1
2
θΓθΓ̂e−

1
2
ϕΓϕθ ϵ

S2
,

(
∇̂m +

1

2
ΓmΓ̂

)
ϵ
S2

= 0 . (D.14)

38We use the following relations which are valid for i, j < 7: e
1
2
αΓiΓ̂Γije

− 1
2
αΓiΓ̂ = coshαΓij + sinhαΓjΓ̂

and e
1
2
αΓiΓ̂ΓjΓ̂e

− 1
2
αΓiΓ̂ = sinhαΓij + coshαΓjΓ̂.

39We use that for i, j ≥ 7: e
1
2
αΓiΓ̂Γije

− 1
2
αΓiΓ̂ = cosαΓij + sinαΓjΓ̂ and e

1
2
αΓiΓ̂ΓjΓ̂e

− 1
2
αΓiΓ̂ = cosαΓjΓ̂−

sinαΓij .
40The explicit solution for ϵ

S2 is e
− 1

2
φ1Γφ1

Γ̂
e
− 1

2
φ2Γφ2φ1 .
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Combining (D.9) and (D.14), we find the Killing spinor on AdS7 × S4 can be written as

ϵ = Mϵ0 , M = MAdS7MS4 = e
1
2
uΓuΓ̂e

1
2
ψΓuψMAdS5e

− 1
2
θΓθΓ̂e−

1
2
ϕΓϕθMS2

= e
1
2
uΓuΓ̂e

1
2
ψΓuψe−

1
2
θΓθΓ̂e−

1
2
ϕΓϕθMAdS5×S2 , (D.15)

where MAdS5×S2 depends only on the AdS5 and S2 coordinates.

Let us now consider the M5 brane configuration in (3.27) and find the amount of global su-

persymmetry it preserves (for a general discussion see, e.g., [61, 16, 62]). The supersymmetry

condition for the brane embedding is determined by the projector 1
2(1+Γ∗) orthogonal to the

one that enters the κ-symmetry transformation of ϑ in the M5 brane action (3.23),(3.25),(3.26)

and thus the κ-symmetry gauge on θ in (3.39).41

To account for possible orientation choice ambiguity let us introduce the parameter s1 =

±1 and assuming the fermionic action (and thus also the gauge fixing condition (3.39)) con-

tains the projector 1−s1Γ∗ (s1 = 1 in (3.25)) consider in general the condition (1+s1Γ∗)ϵ = 0,

i.e. (cf. (3.34))

Γ∗ϵ = −s1 ϵ , Γ∗ = Γ0̂1̂2̂3̂4̂5̂ =
1

coshu0
Γ0···4

(
sinhu0Γ6 + Γ8

)
, s1 = ±1 . (D.16)

Let us also set

Γ11 ≡ Γ0···9 10 = s2 , Γ2
11 = 1 , s2 = ±1 , (D.17)

where s2 is introduced to account for a freedom in choice of Γ-matrix representation. Note

that under Γm → −Γm we have Γ∗ → Γ∗, Γ11 → −Γ11 and M5 brane action (3.23) stays the

same (up to overall sign) provided one also changes F4 → −F4 in the covariant derivative Dm

in (3.24). Equivalently, the Killing spinor in this case is still given by (D.15) with Γm → −Γm
(with Γ̂ in (D.2) staying invariant).

In (D.16) ϵ is the Killing spinor of the AdS7 × S4 background (D.15), specialised to the

brane solution (3.9), i.e. u = u0, ϕ = 2ψ, θ = π
2 . Since the brane extends along AdS5 and

is localized at a point in S2, we do not need track the dependence of the Killing spinor in

(D.15) on those coordinates and may effectively set MAdS5×S2 = 1. Then

ϵ = M̄ ϵ0 , M̄ = e
1
2
u0ΓuΓ̂e

1
2
ψΓuψe−

π
4
ΓθΓ̂e−ψΓϕθ . (D.18)

Then condition (D.16) may be written as

Kϵ0 = 0 , K ≡ M̄−1(1 + s1Γ∗)M̄ . (D.19)

Using (D.17) we get for Γ̂ in (D.2)

Γ̂ ≡ Γ789 10 = s2Γ0···6 . (D.20)

41In general [61], the variation of ϑ in (3.25) under the κ-symmetry and target space supersymmetry is

δϑ = (1 − Γ∗)κ + ϵ. Upon gauge fixing (1 − Γ∗)ϑ = 0, i.e. ϑ = (1 + Γ∗)ϑ̃. The preservation of the gauge

condition implies (1− Γ∗)δϑ = (1 + Γ∗)δϑ = 0 and thus the condition for unbroken global supersymmetry of

the brane embedding is (1 + Γ∗)ϵ = 0.
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One can show that in general

K = 1− s1s2 + s1s2

(
1− tanhu0 cosψ Γ69 10 + tanhu0 sinψ Γ6789 10

)(
1− Γ5678

)
. (D.21)

To have a non-trivial constant ϵ0 solution of (D.19) we are thus to require

s1s2 = 1 ,
(
1− Γ5678

)
ϵ0 = 0 . (D.22)

Since Γ2
5678 = 1 we thus get a projector implying preservation of half of the original super-

symmetry.

Note that performing the rotation ε = R−1ϵ discussed in Appendix C, we get Γ∗ in (D.16)

transformed to its u0 = 0 value Γ0···48 and thus the condition (D.16) becomes (cf. (D.17))

Γ∗ε = Γ0···48 ε = −s1ε , Γ5679 10 ε = −Γ0···48Γ0···9 10 = s1s2ε = ε . (D.23)

At the same time, the κ-symmetry gauge condition (3.39) on the fermionic field ϑ that involves

the projector complementary to the one in (D.16) reads

Γ∗ϑ
′ = Γ0···48 ϑ

′ = s1ϑ
′ , Γ5679 10 ϑ

′ = −s1s2ϑ′ = −ϑ′ . (D.24)

This is the condition we used in the main text to arrive at the expression for the mass operator

in (3.40).
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