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ABSTRACT: We consider a %—BPS solution for a D3 brane probe in AdSs x S° that has world-
volume geometry of AdSs x S!. 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 AdSs and may thus be
interpreted as computing conformal anomaly of supersymmetric S? 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 %—BPS M5 brane probe solution
in AdS7 x 8* with the world-volume geometry of AdSs x S! that represents a dimension 4
defect in the boundary (2,0) 6d theory. Here the classical M5 brane action computes the
leading order N? term in a-anomaly of the supersymmetric S* 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 S* 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 S? (co-dimension 4) defect anomaly in 6d
(2,0) theory was computed by quantising M2 brane probe in AdS; x S* background. The
induced geometry was AdSs and the classical and 1-loop correction were proportional to the
log divergent volume of AdSs with S? 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.



In the SYM case we will consider a %—BPS supersymmetric D3 brane probe in AdSs x S°
wrapped on AdS3 and S' in AdSs and also on S' in S® with the resulting induced geometry
being AdS3 x S [9-11].! Tts effective action is proportional to vol(AdS3) = —27 log(rA) and
thus should capture the anomaly coefficient of an S? defect in A' = 4 SYM theory.

In the (2,0) theory case we will consider a %-supersymmetric M5 brane probe in AdS7 x §4
which is wrapped on S' C AdSs and S! C S* with the induced geometry being AdSs x S* [11]
(cf. also [16]). The M5 brane effective action is then proportional to vol(AdSs) = 72 log(rA)
and should capture the a-anomaly of an S* defect in Ay_; (2,0) theory (cf. [6]).

Let us note that a similar M2 brane probe solution in AdSy x S7/Z; determines the
vortex defect expectation value in the ABJM theory [15] (where the induced geometry is
AdS; x S! 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
AdS, 42 x S (g =8 —por 9 — p) so that the world-volume metric is AdS, x S will contain
2 scalar modes corresponding to fluctuations in the transverse directions of AdS, 2 and also
q — 1 scalar fluctuations from S9. All scalars propagating on AdS, x S! will be conformally
coupled.? In addition, the first two scalars will be mixed, or equivalently, coupled to an
effective abelian constant gauge potential in S' direction. This will result in a shift of their
S mode number: n — n £ 3(p — 1). The fermions will be massless in AdS, x S! but also
coupled to the same constant gauge potential (with half the charge) and thus having S* mode
number shifted as n — n+ (p—1).% In addition, there will fluctuations of the world-volume
gauge fields propagating in AdS, x § I 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 AdS, x S1
where p is odd in the present case (see [22-28]). The coefficient of the IR log divergent
vol(AdS,) factor determines the 1-loop contribution to the defect conformal anomaly. It can

In general, the AdS factor of the bulk geometry may be parametrized as ds%dsp o
2 %(d2? + da® + 2°ds%,—1 + dy?) = du® + cosh®u dsidsp + sinh? u dip? where dsidsp =dp® +sinh? p ds%,_..
The two metrics are related by z = r/(coshucosh p — sinhucosv), x = zcoshusinhp, y = zsinhusin.
When u or p goes to infinity, we have z — 0, i.e. reach the RP*! boundary containing a co-dimension 2
defect SP~! with radius r. It may be described in terms of a probe brane in AdS,+2 x S9. For closely related
discussions see [10, 12-15].

2 Explicitly, their kinetic operator will be —V2 + 4(dd121) R with d = p+ 1 and R of unit-radius AdS, X St
i.e. R = R(AdS,) = —p(p — 1). Expanding in Fourier modes in S' coordinate gives a tower of scalars
on AdS, with operators —Vidsp +m?, where m? = n? + m3 = n? — %(p — 1)2. Assuming the Dirichlet
boundary conditions, the dimension of the corresponding dual operators at the boundary of AdS, is then
A[A=(p-1)]=m’=n>-1(p-1?or A~ 5(p—1) = |n].

3Similar spectrum for an M2 probe in AdSs x S”/Z; was found in [21] and used in [17, 15] (direct analogy

with the present case is for k = 2 when the radii of AdS» and S* are equal).



be represented as an infinite sum over the S' 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 (-function regularization to define it (like in similar examples of M-brane
computations with AdS, 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
AdS5x S° with AdS3x S! world volume metric that should be representing the supersymmetric
S? 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 AdS; x S* that should be related to an S* defect in 6d (2,0) theory. Here the world-
volume metric is AdSs x S 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 (-function get a
prediction for the subleading constant term in the S* 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 S* 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 ug of the probe brane in AdS. The supersymmetry of the probe
M5 brane solution studied in section 3 is demonstrated in Appendix D.

2 S? defect anomaly in N' =4 SYM from D3 probe in AdS; x S°

Let us first consider the conformal anomaly associated with a surface defect in N' =4 SYM
from the dual AdSs x S° perspective (see [12, 13]). We shall parametrize the AdSs; x S°
background as (cf. footnote 1)

ds3y = L* (du2 + cosh?u ds%ds3 + sinh? u dwz) + 1?2 (d92 + sin? 0 d¢? + cos? 0 dS%ﬁ) , (2.1)
Fs =dCy Cy = L*(cosh?u — 1)volgqs, Adip+--- ,  L'=dmg,Na?, (2.2)

where in (2.2) dots stand for “magnetic” terms that make F5 = dCy (anti-)self-dual. The
bosonic part of the action for a D3 brane probe in this background is

1 N
- _ 4 _ / — = =
s =1 / 46 |/~ det(Gap + 270 Fopp) / ail,  m el e C)




where Gog = Gun(X )0, X™03X". Here we are considering the case of Minkowski signature
(= + ...4) 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 AdS;3 representing
the defect is 2.4

We shall consider the solution for which the probe D3 brane is wrapped on AdS3 and
also on the circle parametrized by the 27 periodic angles ¢ and ¢ so that

u=ugp , (9:5, =1 . (2.4)

The world-volume gauge field F,3 will have vanishing background. We will identify the AdS;3
coordinates with the first 3 world-volume coordinates £* (o = 0,1, Q) and ¢ = ¢ with fg. 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 AdS; x S with equal radii

ds? = L* cosh? ug(ds? g, + dy?) = L? cosh? ug gap(€)dede” (2.5)

where g, is the metric of the unit-radius AdSz x S L

The defect is represented by the boundary of AdSs that we shall assume to be S? (see
footnote 1). The leading large N contribution to the corresponding free energy is given by
the classical value of the Euclidean action Sg of the D3 brane probe that is found to be®

N
FO = Sp = Ty L* 21 vol(AdSs3) = —ﬁ(wa log(rA) = —2Nlog(rA) . (2.6)
T
Here we used that the regularized volume of unit-radius AdSs whose boundary is 52

vol(AdSs) = —2mlog(rA) , (2.7)

where A — oo 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 ug 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 S? defect free energy Fyor = F defined in
terms of the partition function as Zgef = Z e~f may be represented as

F = —glog(rA) , (2.8)

“Note that the formal structure of the spectrum of fluctuations of the brane near the classical configuration
will not depend on the signature choice.

"We shall use the following notation: m,n, ... will stand for target space indices (0, 1,...9); «, 8, ... will be
the brane world-volume indices; i, 7, k will denote the AdSs indices. Explicit values of the world-volume indices
will be indicated with hats, e.g., 1, etc. Indices along the tangent space directions will be underlined, e.g., 9
or i, etc.

5Note 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 4 = 0: for small u the metric in (2.1) contains du? + u?dy? so that Cy ~ u?dip) A volagss
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.



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) x U(N — 1)), as discussed in [10]. In this case we get

b=3[N*—1—(N—-1)*] =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 AdSs; x S° 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 = 6N . (2.10)

The subleading b(!) = —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 AdSs x S® was AdSy x S2.

2.1 Scalar fluctuations

Choosing the static gauge
AdSy =€, ¢, €%, p=¢elo,2n], (2.11)

and considering fluctuations of the two “transverse” AdSs coordinates u = ug+ou, ¢ = 534—5(;5
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)

/ (V=G —Cy) > ¢ / d4g\/?g(gaﬁaa5uaﬁdu + g tanh?® uga 069506 + 4 tanh u05u835¢>
— ¢ [ atey=g[g"Buxdn +ilx0x — x050)] (2.12)
X = du +itanhug dy c= % cosh? ug L* . (2.13)
Note that in the second line ug enters only via the overall factor ¢ that can be rescaled away.
Since gaﬁaaxaﬁx +i(X03x — x05X) = g7 9;x0;x + (O3x —ix) (05X +ix) — XX (where i, j label

AdS3 directions) we get a conformally coupled complex scalar in AdS3 x S'7 also coupled to
an effective constant U(1) gauge field with A3 = 1 with charge g = 1.

"To recall, the conformally coupled 4d scalar operator —V? + éR for R(AdSs x S') = —6 becomes —V? — 1
(see also footnote 2).



Expanding in Fourier modes in 53 we get 2 towers of scalar modes in AdS3 with masses®

m?=n?>+2n=(n+1)? -1, n=0,4+1,+2, ..... (2.14)

The corresponding values of the AdS3 boundary field dimensions A(A — 2) = m? are thus
given by

A—-1=|n£1]. (2.15)

Here we assume the Dirichlet boundary conditions for the scalars (as appropriate for a defect
interpretation) so that A —1 > 0.

To find the quadratic action of the 4 transverse fluctuations in S° let us set § = 5 +vand
dsgs = dpi+cos? o1 (dp2+sin? g dp3) and introduce 4 cartesian coordinates X® = {x,y, 2, w}
such that

x Vw? + 22
— tanpy = ———, tangz =
VY2 + 22 + w? Y

Then from (2.3) we get (C4 does not contribute at this order, cf. (2.13))

v=vV22+y2+22+w?, tanp =

5ol

(2.16)

4
/ V-G = ¢ / d*é/—g Z (877 0aX95X™ — X*X?) . (2.17)

a=1
Thus we get 4 conformally coupled scalars in AdSz x S'. Expanding in S' modes we get 4
towers of scalar operators with masses

m?=n%-1, n=0,4+1,42, .... (2.18)

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

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

Sy = /d4§ V=997 6(1 —Tp3)TaDsO , (2.20)
where gog is the induced metric in the static gauge (2.5) (i.e. AdS3 x S') and
Dy = 0aX"Dyy,  Dyp=Vom + %Fgm ® (iog) ,  Fs5= %ank,prm"“p o (2.21)
Vin = O + i%—kr@ , =0, X"Tp, Tpm=FE2T,, E2E%um=Gmn ,
{Tm:Tn} =200, {Ta T} = 29as - (2.22)

8Note that our D3 brane embedding and fluctuation spectrum is different from the one in [9] where the
brane was not wrapping ¥ of AdSs or effectively uo was set to zero from the start.

9Here we ignore the overall constant factor of %Tg. The complete form of the action for a D3 brane in
AdSs x S° background was given in [34].



Q"ﬁk is the spin connection in the 10d target space. For index notation see footnote 5.

The fermion field is © = (zl) where 07 are 10d positive chirality MW spinors satisfying
2

0* = iCT% and (we use 2129 = 1)

1
o0 =01, T = _T(),E@“"@Fmomrmg =rort...12 . (2.23)

Also, we use © = iOT2 = ©7C. In a proper basis, both #; have 32 real components. Ty
stands for I', ® 1o where 19 = d77. In (2.21) we suppressed 1y factors and oy acts on the
index I = 1,2. Finally, I'ps in (2.20) is defined as (here 2123 = 1)

eal...a4

fD3 =I'ps® (_i02) , I'ps = mrmmm

= Toig3 » Cpa)?=1. (2.24)
Following [33] we will fix the k-symmetry gauge by imposing
flO@ = ("') s f‘lo = FlO (029 o3, Flo _ F@Q . (225)

This is equivalent to #3 = 0 so from now on we set #; = . Then we get for (2.20)
- 1
Sy = /d4§ /=g 9T (va n EFD3F5FQ)Q9 , (2.26)

where we used that {I'p3,['n} = 0.
We shall set L = 1 and label the 10d coordinates as

X012 = AdSs, X3 =u, Xt=¢, X°=0, X=¢, X™®0=5% = (227

L 71727 X3=U:U0, X4:’(/):€37 X5:0:
5, X 6 =¢=2¢3 X789 =const. The corresponding spin connection components are given in

where in the static gauge X%1? = §6

Appendix B. In the present case of AdS5 x S° we find that the induced covariant derivative
in (2.21) is given by (see (B.15))

1
[0, X"V, =V + 2tanhupl's + ———Tpas , (2.28)
= 2coshuy —

where ¥ denotes the Dirac operator on AdS3 x S. As a result, we get from (2.26) the action
for ¥ of the standard Dirac form

Sy = /d4§ V=99(Y +M)¥ , (2.29)

1 1
Deas — —LpsTFsT, . (2.30)

M = 2tanhug .
aniito §+QCoshuo == 16

To compute the contribution of the F5 term in (2.21) to M we note that the self-dual Fj
corresponding to Cy in (2.2) is given by

F5 = —4L*(1+*)volpgs, = —4L (ECABEAEZNERANE*+ EANESAEAEEAE?) . (2.31)



Setting L = 1 we get J'5 = —4(1“94 + Fé"'g), and thus

1 1
—TDggg + Tpal (M4 + T29)T, (2.32)
0

M =2tanhug —_
anii o §+2(:osh 4

where I'ps is given in (2.24). We have checked explicitly that the result for the fermionic
spectrum does not depend on ug: the dependence on ug can be absorbed into a rotation of ¥
by a ug dependent phase in the (46) plane.'® Thus we may thus take the limit ug — 0 and
keep only the leading terms (as is easy to see, they are non-singular).

Using that TH(T24 + 12N, = 3(I24 - 129 for o = ¢ = 0,1,2 and 622 +
290 = — (T4 - T29) for a = 3, together with I'ps = 353 = o126, we get

1 1 1 1 1
M = §F@+Z(3—1)FD3(FQ 4_159) = §F@+§FM(FQ 4-159) = §r0125789. (2.33)

Due to the chirality constraint in (2.23), i.e. T%%9 = 9, we conclude that acting on ¥ the
mass operator takes the following simple form

1 1 1
M = 5rm%mgr@ 9 — —§F@ = fm ) (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.!!

Expanding 9 in modes in {3 the Dirac operator in (2.29) on AdSz x S* reduces to that
on AdSs (we use that s = )

~ ~

5 1
i(V +M) =iV gq5, +i1°05 +iM — iV ags, — M , M = nlg + 5Tz - (2.35)

Equivalently, we may write the operator in (2.35) as i¥ 445, + iFg(ag — %Fg), ie. we get
a set of 4 massless fermions in AdS3 x S' coupled to a constant U(1) gauge potential in 3
direction.!?

Since T2 = 1, (ilg43)> = 1 and [T, Teaz] = 0 we conclude that M has eigenvalues
my = £n :l:% (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)

A—1=|my|=n£l|, n=0,+1,%2, ... (2.36)

10This rotation reflects the fact that on the classical solution both X* = ¢ and X® = ¢ are equal to 53 and
thus have the same projections on the world volume, leading to an effective mixing of the I'-matrices in the
(46) directions.

1The same mass operator is found also for generic uo, see Appendix C.

12Gince I'y3 commutes with I'® = I'S it can be diagonalized with +i as eigenvalues, i.e. the U(1) gauge field
is A3 = 1 with the fermion charges being q = :I:%‘



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 AdSsz xS background
with the standard action [ d*¢\/—g F 0‘5.7-"&5. The partition function of a Maxwell vector on
a general curved 4d background may be written as

—1/2

Zy = det(—V?) [det(—gasV?* + Rap)] (2.37)

In the unit-radius AdSs x S! case we have R.3 = (—2¢;5,0) where g;; is the AdS3 metric.
Then det(—gasV?+ Rap) = det(—V?) det(—V? —2);;. Splitting A,, into the longitudinal and
transverse parts we get det(—V? —2),, = det(—V?)det(—V? — 2);; | where (—=V?—2);; | is
defined on a transverse A, depending on AdS3 x S I coordinates. Thus

—-1/2
7y = [det(=V? —2);;.]?, V=V 05 (2.38)
Expanding the transverse vector A, in modes in 53 we thus get a tower of transverse 3d
vectors with masses

mi=n?—-2. (2.39)

The corresponding boundary dimension is found from A(A —2) = m? +1 =n? —1 and thus
with the Dirichlet boundary condition choice

A-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 AdSs3 (i.e. getting a 3d Maxwell field plus a massless scalar) and then
quantizing in the V; A’ = 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 x S!. It can be indeed organized into N = 2
supermultiplets on AdSs3 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 x S* case we also get a collection of N' = 2 vector multiplet and a hypermultiplet
with masses of fields as given above. In terms of AdSs towers of fields we have:'?

(i) vector multiplet containing 1 vector with A — 1 = |n|, 2 scalars with A — 1 = |n|, 2
fermions with A —1 = |n & 1|;

(ii) hypermultiplet containing 2 scalars with A — 1 = |n|, 2 scalars with A —1 = |n £ 1|,
2 fermions A — 1 = |n & 3|.

3In the notation of [35] adapted to the 2d boundary theory these are (2,2) vector multiplet and (2,2)
hypermultiplet.



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 A —1 > 0.4 In

particular, for a real scalar we get!®
1 1
Fy = ; log det(=V2, +m?) = — (A 1)3vol(AdSs),  (A—1)2=m?+1. (2.41)
For the vector contribution we find (see (2.38))
1 2
Fy = 5 log det(=V? ¢ +m?)ij,, = —E(A—l)[(A—l)Q—?)] vol(AdSs3),  (A—1)* =m?42.

(2.42)
For the 2-component spin % fermion the kinetic operator iV +my has its square given by

_vz + %R + m?c = —V2 + m?c 1 and thus

AdSg AdSg 2

AdS3

1
F1/2 = B logdet(—v2 +iR+m§) _

AdS3

(A=) [(A=1)>=3] vol(AdSs) , (A—1)> =m?.
(2.43)

2
127
Here vol(AdSs3) is given by (2.7), i.e. each contribution scales as log(rA).

Let us first consider the 1-loop result found for the collection of fields of the standard
N = 4 vector multiplet on AdS3 x S*, i.e. for 6 conformally coupled scalars, a gauge vector
and 4 Weyl fermions.'® Upon expansion in S' modes that gives a set of AdS; fields for each
value of n = 0,41, ...: 6 scalars with m? = n? + %R = n? — 1, a vector with m? = n? — 2
and 4 fermions with m? = n?. Then using (2.41),(2.42),(2.43) the total 1-loop free energy is
found to vanish

1 o0
FOU) = 6Fy + Fy —4Fy 2 = — 5P vol(AdS3) , P= > P, (2.44)

n=—oo

P, = 6|n|> +2[n|(n® — 3) — 8n|(n* — 3) = 0. (2.45)

2 = m?, then for the standard Dirichlet case

"“In general, if,. e.g., for a scalar in AdS,41 we have (A — Z)
A=A, where Ay — 5 =|m|>0.

5Let us recall that for an operator defined on symmetric traceless transverse spin s field in AdSs [26]

1 ) ) vol(AdSs3) .0 /oo A4 s?

F,==1 — = —0s— e or 35 | D2+ (A-1)2=
5 ogdet(=V7 o +m”)r.1 9 vol(S2) [2I'(2)]2 2200z J, dA A2+ (A-1)2
= —0s (A= 1)[(A — 1) — 3] vol(4dS) , (A=1)=m’+s+1.

where go = 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 F} 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 AdSs 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
AdS; x S dimensionally reduced to AdSz (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.

1Here do not introduce a coupling to an extra U(1) gauge field so the global supersymmetry on AdSs x St
is not preserved.
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The cancellation of the n? 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 logdet(—V? + X) by the Seeley coefficient by = tr(: R — X)) can be shown to vanish:
the conformally coupled scalars have bo = 0 while the vector contribution cancels against the
fermionic one.!”

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 x S* coupled also
in a specific way to a constant U(1) gauge potential in 3 direction (which in the present case
originates from a non-trivial embedding of the D3 brane into the target space AdSs x S°
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 AdSs modes in (2.15),(2.19),(2.36),(2.40), ie. 2
conformally coupled scalars with shifts +1, 4 scalars with shift 0, a vector and 2 sets of
fermions with shifts £ we get the following counterpart of (2.44),(2.45)

1 o0
F = P log(rd) , P= n_z_:oo P, , (2.46)
Py =|n+ 1P 4 |n— 112 +4n> + 2|n|(n? — 3)
—dn+3[n+ 32 -23] —4n-3|[n- 32 -2]. (2.47)

For n # 0 we learn that P, = 0, i.e. all order n? 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=P=2-4(-1-1y=4, b =-1lp=_2. (2.48)

_1
2

Adding F) in (2.46),(2.48) to the classical contribution in (2.6) we finish with
F=FO9 4 F®) = 2(N —1)log(rA) . (2.49)

This appears to disagree with the prediction in [2, 3], i.e. F'= —2(N —1)log(rA) 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.

"Note also that in the special case of AdSs x St the by 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 M?® x S* space.
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3 S* defect anomaly in (2,0) theory from M5 probe in AdS; x S*

Let us now consider a similar computation in the case of % BPS configuration of M5 brane
in AdS7 x S* with induced metric AdS5 x S'. Following [13] we parametrize AdS; x S* as

(u € (0,00); ¥, ¢ € [0,27])"°
dst, = L (du2 + cosh?u d8124d55 + sinh? u d¢2> + L? <d02 + sin? 0 d¢? + cos® 0 dsgz) , (3.1)

Fy = dC3 = 3L3volgs = 3L3sinf cos® 6 df A de A volge | (3.2)

Ly =2L, L3 = 8nN/3, . (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 AdSs is S*.

The bosonic part of the action of an M5 brane in a 11d supergravity background may be
written as [36-38]

§=-1{ /d6§ [\/f det(Gop + illag) — § V=G M, - / (Co+SHACH)}, (34)

1
* UV VA,
Hy\ = Ba[ﬂAzx)\] ) Hywx = Hux — C,LLV)\? H* Y = 6 \/j et B’YHaﬁw , (3.5)
~ ~ oa(§)
H,, =H,U", H*, = H,,,\U", Up(§) = ——=,

1 N o (2 )\(5) \/W

1 2N?
T5 = = , (3.6)

(2m)508,  w3LS

Here Gog = 0o X0 X" Grn (X (§)) (X™ are 11d coordinates), Cpn = CmnkauXma,,X”E)AXk
and H,g, (which is self-dual on shell) is the field strength of the world-volume antisymmetric
gauge field A,p(§). The auxiliary scalar a(£) may be fixed by a gauge choice a(§) = 55 [39]
and will play no role below. The 6-form potential C is defined by'?

1
dCe¢ = FZ - 503 N Fy (3.7)
Then from (3.2) we get?’

Cs = L (cosh® u — 1)volags, A di . (3.8)

'8Note that the 27 periodicity of 1 guarantees that there is no singularity for u — 0. Here vol(S*) =
J volga = %w?‘.

Y Fy is the 11d dual of Fy. Note also that d(dCs) = 0 on the equations of motion for Cs (assuming there is
no 11d gravitino background).

20 1 general, the WZ term in (3.4) should be defined in terms of an integral of F7 + %Hg N F4 over T-space
with 6d boundary (cf. also [32]). Then it is invariant under “large” gauge transformations that change Cs 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 Cs 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 AdSs C AdS7 and also on two circles ¢ and
¢ has vanishing 3-form H,,,, and is a direct analog of the D3 brane solution in (2.4)

w=ug, 9:%, 6= . (3.9)

Here the factor of 2 in the relation between ¢ and 1) is related to the factor of 2 ratio of the
AdS; and S? radii in (3.3). wg is an arbitrary modulus. As both v and ¢ are 27 periodic
the brane wraps twice around the ¢ circle of S*. This M5 embedding preserves half of
supersymmetry of the AdS; x S background (see Appendix D).

The induced metric on M5 brane is then

dstys =L% (cosh® ug ds?yg, + sinh® up d®) + 4L*dy* = L% cosh® ug(ds?yg, + dv?)
=0apde®de® = L3 cosh? ug gapdE®deP (3.10)

where g, is the metric of unit-radius AdSs x S L
The classical value of the Euclidean M5 brane action Sg corresponding to the Minkowski

one S = —T5( [ d®¢/—det G — [ Cg) found from (3.4) is
FO = Sp = 27 L8 Ty vol(AdSs) = AN?log(rA) . (3.11)

Here we assumed that AdSs has S* boundary and used that for global odd-dimensional AdS
space one has (cf. (2.7))

2(=1)"z"

) n=2 _ 2
Tln+1) log(rA) 2= vol(AdSs) = 7% log(rA) , (3.12)

VOI(AdSzn+1 ) =

where A is an IR cutoff and r is the radius of S*. The value of the classical action does not
depend on ug and the same will be true also for the contribution of the quantum fluctuations.
As usual, we express the free energy on S in terms of the a-anomaly coefficient as

F = 4alog(rA) . (3.13)

Then the expression in (3.11) corresponds to the leading large N value of the a-anomaly for
the S* defect in (2,0) theory being?!

a® = N2, (3.14)

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

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

2ncidentally, this is 4 times the (large N part of) conformal anomaly of SU(N) N =4 SYM theory on S*.
There should not be any direct connection to the A/ = 4 SYM anomaly which has dual description in terms
of the 10d supergravity (string theory) on AdSs x S®.

22This is also consistent with the discussion in Appendix B of [40] although there the defect had shape
S' x S 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 AdSs x S! background with all scalars conformally coupled to the
metric and 2 scalars and fermions coupled also and to a constant U(1) potential in S* direction
reflecting the presence of a non-trivial target space geometry and the Fjy 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 AdSs x S' 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 AdSs and v coordinates are not
fluctuating, i.e.

AdSs ={€0, ..M, u=we+ou, =&, p=25150, (3.15)

and also S? coordinates are fluctuating near trivial vacuum values. Here 55 is 27 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 ¢ (ignoring overall constant factor ~ cosh* u)

S — /dGSx/—g L(x) , L = g*%8, 03X + 2i(X0: X — XO:X) (3.16)
X = du + & tanh ugde ds? = gopdede’ = gi;de'del + (deP)? (3.17)

where g;; is the unit-radius metric on AdSs. Eq. (3.16) is a direct analog of (2.12) and thus
we conclude that we get a complex scalar which is conformally coupled®® to curvature of
AdS; x S1 and is also coupled to a constant U(1) gauge potential Ag = 1 with charge 2

L =g"0ix0;x + (95x — 2ix) (95X + 2ix) — 4xx - (3.18)
Expanding in modes in S* coordinate {5 we get 2 towers of real scalars on AdSs with masses
m?=(n=+2)?2-4, n=0,+1,+2, ..., (3.19)

and thus with 4d boundary dimensions A(A — 4) = m?. Assuming as in the D3 brane case
(cf. (2.15)) the Dirichlet boundary conditions, i.e. A = Ay we get

A—2=|n+2|. (3.20)

**In 6d a conformally coupled scalar has kinetic operator —V>+1 R and R(AdS5xS"') = —20 (cf. footnote 2).
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The analysis of the remaining fluctuations in # and S? directions is again analogous to the
D3 brane case in (2.16),(2.17): setting 6 = 5 +v, ds%, = dp] + cos® 1 dpj and introducing 3
Cartesian coordinates X* = {x,y, 2} as v = /a2 + y? + 22, tang; = \/ﬁ, tangs = 2,
we find that the quadratic fluctuation action for X% is

3
/ d'ev—g Y (gaﬂaaxaagxa - 4xaxa) , (3.21)
a=1

which describes 3 real conformally coupled scalars on AdSs x S'. Expanding in modes in §5
we get 3 towers of scalar operators with masses and scaling dimensions given by (assuming
Dirichlet boundary conditions)

m?=n?—1, A—2=n|, n=0,+1,.... (3.22)

3.2 Fermionic fluctuations

The quadratic fermionic part of the k-symmetric M5 brane action in a general background
which is solution of 11d supergravity may be written as [36-38, 41, 42]**

Sy = / d°¢ V-G [Gaﬁ OaX™ T D0
- %6MVKAJP8“Xm8VXnaKXka)\Xlaer 9 ankzlrﬁp’lg , (323)

Gop = 0o X" X" "Grn(X) ,  Gun = ELEEny , Ty =FE%(X)Ty, To=0,X"Ty,
Dy = 04X Dy, Dy = Vi — g (TPPRL 4 8TPESL VF iy (3.24)

Here we ignored dependence on H,, 5 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 .
We use Minkowski notation with ¢ being a 32 component 11d Majorana spinor.?> D,, is the
generalized 11d spinor covariant derivative [46] and V,, = 0y, + %F@Qamb.

Specifying to the bosonic background (3.9) we may use the background value g,s of the
induced metric action (3.23) may be rewritten as (cf. (2.20),(2.24))

S = / ¢\/=g g™ §(1 - T )T Dy | (3.25)

eaByuvo . . A ; ) . eBypvo
F* = maaX 8,8X 87X 8MX 8,,X aO—X anklpq — ml—‘algry“ya— — F()iééis 3 (326)
24Note that in the particular cases of the maximally supersymmetric AdSs x S7 or AdS7 x S* backgrounds
the fermionic part of the M5 brane action may be written in an explicit form including also higher orders in
9 [43, 44, 42, 45].
25To recall (cf. footnote 5), we use Latin letters m,n,--- to label the spacetime coordinates, and Greek

letters «, f3, ... to label the world-volume coordinates. When numbering the coordinates, 0,1,--- ,9,10 will be
used for the spacetime, while hatted numbers 0, 1, - -+ — 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 T'y, = Iy is the analog of I'pg in (2.20) with T'? = 1. We shall label the coordinates
as follows:

AdSs = {X° . XY ={h Yy, XP=u=uwy, Xl=¢=¢,
XT=¢= g X8 = ¢ =26 S% = {X° X0} . (3.27)
Then Fy in (3.2) may be written as

Fy=3L%sinfcos?0df A dgp Avolge = 3L~ EXANESAE2 N B (3.28)
For m < 7, the second term in brackets in D,, in (3.24) does not contribute and we get
1 1
Dy = Vi — @rm“menm = Vm — ﬁrm YnFrsg0,  m<T, (3-29)
i
> ore Z T Dy, = Z IV — —— r789 10, (3.30)
a=0
1
Dg = Vg — — 8210, 3.31
6 6 AL 6 ( )
For m = 8 the first term in brackets in D, in (3.24) does not contribute and we get
1
= Vg — %FP"’“Fpnkg = Vg — 6r79 10 Frg9 10 = Vg — EE 2710 (3.32)
1
03 X" Diy = Dg +2Dg = Vi + 2Vs = = 78910, _ EF@mg , (3.33)
: : . sinhugTg+T
%0: X™D,, = T°(Dg + 2Ds) | rs - SIhtolst 0s (3.34)
L 4 cosh” ug

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

3 1
o vam = W + — tanhuofg) +

oL 4 cosh ug P65 (3.35)

where YV corresponds to AdSs x S*.

Like in the D3 case one expects that the resulting fermionic action should have no non-
trivial dependence on ug. Indeed, in Appendix C we will show that the fermion spectrum is
the same for all values of ug. Thus, to simplify the presentation, here we may just consider
the limiting case of ug — 0 ignoring the subleading terms. Then in total

[0, X™ Dy = V' + — 2L ( Tgs + 3r79 10) . (3.36)

The fermionic action (3.25) then may be written as2%
S = /d%\/fgm ST+ M) (3.37)
T, =Ty 435 = To.as M = %Fg(rﬁ +3Tz910) - (3.38)

26We scale out L4 = 2L so that gap — Eap is the unit-radius AdSs x S metric and ignore the overall
constant factor.
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Note that 'y in (3.25) anticommutes with ¥ and M. We shall fix the k-symmetry gauge by
(1-T)9=0. (3.39)

Then acting on ¥ we have I'g..4s = +1. We may also use that in the conventions assumed in
(3.23) one has I'g...456789 10 = +1 (see (D.17),(D.22)). Then I'sgrg10 = —1 or I'7g910 = I'se (see
(D.24)). As a result, we may simplify M in (3.38) to

1
M= 51— 3)lses = —T'ses , (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 F} in
(3.24). After diagonalization of M the resulting action (3.37) or [ d®¢\/—gd(V + M)d thus
describes 2 sets of 6d fermions in AdSs x S with masses +1.

Expanding ¥ in modes in 55 (assuming periodic boundary condition as required by preser-
vation of supersymmetry) the Dirac operator on AdSs x S! reduces to that on AdSs as (recall
that T2 = T'® in the case of up — 0)

~

’L(W + M) = iWAdS5 + 1F585 +iM — iWAdS5 - M > M = ’I?,F§ — ’LF@ . (341)

Since Fé =1, (ils63)? = 1 and [['g, Ts63] = 0 we conclude that M has eigenvalues my =
+n 4 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))

A—2=|msl=|n+1], n=0,%1,%2 ... (3.42)

3.3 Antisymmetric tensor field contribution

Since the self-dual H,,, 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 A, propagating on AdSs x St

The partition function for A4, with the standard action [ d®¢\/—g H o HPY A in a general
6d curved background is given by (see, e.g., [47-49] and refs. there)

Zy = (det Ap) ™12 det Ay (det Ag)~3/% | (3.43)
Here the Hodge-DeRham operators Ap are

(Ao)sl = =020 + 2R 00 — R, (M) =V + R, Ag=-V?. (3.44)

?"Since [T, T's6s] = 0 the action corresponding to (3.41) may be interpreted as that of massless fermions in

AdSs x S! coupled to U(1) gauge potential in 5 direction with charge 1. This is similar to the D3 brane case

in (2.35) where the charge was 1.
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Let us specify (3.43) to AdS5 x S with equal radii =1. For AdSs we have Rijri = —(9ik951 —
gugjr), Rij = —4gij, R = Ri = —20. Thus from (3.44) splitting A4,,, = (4;j, A; = A;5) and
also the vector ghost C), = (C;,C = C5) we get (i =0,1,2,3,4)

A AG AL, = AT(—V? —6) Ay + AN (—V? —4)4; (3.45)
CrALC, = CH—V? - 4)C; + C(-V)C V? = Vs, + 02 . (3.46)

We may express det A; as (cf. (2.37) and discussion below it)23
det Aj = det(—V? —4) [det(—V?))%. (3.47)

Similarly, applying the redefinition A4;; = Afj +V,-le -V, Vf and accounting for the Jacobian
factor we get

(det Aq(—4))2(det Ag(0))? ]1/2 B [ 1

Z3(AdSs x S') = . A & =
det Ap(—6) det Aj(—4) (det Ag(0))3

1/2
—} . (3.48)
det Ag J_( —6)

Here AP(X) = —V?2 4+ X are defined on p-forms with AdSs indices and AQL(—G)Af; =
(=W, — 3 — 6)A5,

One can give an alternative derivation of (3.48) as follows. Let us split Hiw\ = Hfjk +
3Hl-2j5 and fix the gauge as A;5 = 0 so that Hfjf) = (85Aij)2. Then for A;; = Ailj+8iCjL—8jCiL
we get lejk = A%Ag(—G)Ailj. From (05A4;7)? we find that determinant of 92 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 Afj(fk,ﬁ‘r’) in S' modes we get a tower of transverse antisymmetric tensor
fields in AdSs with masses

m?=n%—6. (3.49)

Let us recall how this case fits into the general discussion of fields in AdSs corresponding to
representations of SO(2,4). Let ¢ be a massive (A > 2+ j; +ja for jijo #0or A > 1451+ 72
for j1j2 = 0) or massless (A = 2+ j; + jo, jij2 # 0) field in AdS5 corresponding the SO(2,4)
representation (A; ji,j2). h1 = j1 + jo = s and he = j; — jo are integer for bosons and
half-integer for fermions (in the bosonic case, hy and |hs| are the lengths of a two-row Young
tableau). According to [52, 53], the covariant AdS5 equation of motion for a bosonic transverse
field ¢ is (for ji > jo)?"

Op=0, O = Vi, +m°, m?=(A—2)2—4-2j . (3.50)

2Get, A; = Af + dip. We use that [dAe I 4° 5 [dA, dp/det(—V?) e /A1 and A'(—V? — 4)A, =
AF(=V?—4) AL +p(—=V?)%p. Note also that for V; derivatives —V*(=V?)V; = V* +Vi[V? V] = V* -4V

29This equation is also for the fermionic fields after squaring the 5d Dirac operator. For a generic fermion
spinor-tensor field ¥ one has (Y + A —2) ¥ =0 [54]. After squaring, this turns out to be [ — Vg, + 1R —
2j1+ 1+ (A —2)?] ¥ =0, where R = R(AdS5) = —20. This gives the same m? as in (3.50).
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The partition function for such massive field is then given by3"

—-1/2

Z(As g1, j2) = [det(—Vigs, +m*) 1] (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))

(A:1,0) + (A;0,1) A—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 AdS5x S! 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]).3

3.4 1-loop free energy

The free energy corresponding to (3.51) can be computed explicitly like in the AdSs3 case
in (2.41)-(2.43). In the case of the Euclidean AdS5 with boundary S* it is proportional to
vol(AdSs) = m2log(rA) and thus is proportional to the 4d conformal a-anomaly coefficient
(see [22, 59, 25, 27] and, in particular, [28])

F(A;j1, j2) = 3 logdet(—Viyg, +m?)L = —3C(a1 o) (0) = 4a(A; j1, j2) log(rA)  (3.53)
= (_1)20rtd2) (94 i i /
967r< 1) (21 + 1272 + 1) lim J'(z) (3.54)

IR+ G —g2)?] [N+ (4 g2 +1)?)
J(Z)—/O d)\ [)\Z—I—(A—Q)Q]Z ’

a(A; i, j2) =

(A—2)2=m*+4+2j .
This gives, assuming Dirichlet boundary conditions so that A —2 > 0,

Taag "DV 21+ D (2R + 1) (A - 2)

X [3(A —2)" = 10(47 + 5 + 1 + o+ 3) (A = 2)* + 15(j1 — j2)>(j1 + j2 + 1)2]- (3.55)

a(A; ji1,72) =

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

a(A;0,0) = lelo (A—2)[3(A—-2)"—5(A-2)]. (3.56)

30Tn the massless case of A = 2 + s one needs to take into account the contribution of the corresponding
ghosts that belong to the representation (A + 1541 — %,j2 — 3) (see, e.g., [25]).

311t is interesting to note that by applying an analytic continuation to S® x S* with the angle of S* identified
with period B 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 S* x S* world volume theory (cf. [58]).

,19,



The contribution of the self-dual antisymmetric tensor is??

3

a(8:1,0) = T (A= 2) [3(A —2)* —25(A —2)? +60] . (3.57)
The fermion contribution is
2
a(A;3,0) = a(A;0,1) = ~ 110 (A—2)[3(A—-2)"—Z(A-2)>+ 18] (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 AdSs x S' with all scalars and fermions not coupled
to a U(1) potential in 5 direction, i.e. without shift of S! mode number n. Expanding in
Fourier modes in this case we get system of AdSj fields with all the fields having A —2 = |n|.
Thus we get for the free energy in AdS; x St (cf. (2.44),(3.14))

F= % avol(AdSs x S') = 4alog(rA) , (3.59)
a2,0) = i [5a(A; 0,0) +a(A;1,0) +4a(A; 2,0)] = 1P P= i P, , (3.60)
P, = 5|n|_(‘3:n4 —5n%) + 3[n|(3n* — 25n% + 60) — 8|n|(3n" — En® + 12) = %\n\ ,  (3.61)
P= 225§:n =225(p(—1) = —22 | a,0) = — 397 - (3.62)

n=1

In contrast to the case of the N/ = 4 multiplet in AdSz x S* in (2.44),(2.45) where the
1-loop free energy was UV finite and vanishing here F(!) is quadratically divergent. As in
other similar examples (see, e.g., [17-19]) we used the Riemann (-function regularization to
compute the resulting sum.

The presence of the quadratic UV divergence was, in fact, expected. In 6d the free energy
FO = %log det(—V?2 + X) has a UV divergent part given by (in heat kernel regularization)

o1

6 17 A6 13 aAd | 17 A2
(1 (47T)3/d f\/§<6b0A + Lo At 4 LpyA +561ogA), (3.63)

where by are the Seeley’s coefficients. by = trl counts total number of degrees of freedom
and thus vanishes for a supersymmetric model. One can check that by = tr(éR — X)) also
vanishes in a combination of 5 conformally coupled scalars (Ao = -V2+ %R), 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 [ HZV \ to
AdSs (i.e. considers only the n = 0 mode of the S' expansion) one gets a collection of a rank 2 tensor S Hfjk
and massless vector fFZQJ (A; = A;5) 5d actions. Dualizing the former to a vector Aj; (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 AdSs 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 (A1/2 = —V? + 1R) and the self-dual antisymmetric tensor in (3.43),(3.44). This is
consistent with the cancellation of n® terms in (3.61).

At the same time, one finds that by and bg coefficients do not vanish in general. The
bg 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 M x S! and the
Weyl tensor vanishes in the case of the conformally flat AdSs x S! space. This is consistent
with the absence of the log UV divergence in (3.60). Complementing the discussion in [49]
and computing by for the (2,0) multiplet on a general curved 6d space we get®3

1 2 2 1 2
b4 = ZRlﬂ’)\p - R/“/ + TOR . (364)

Computing this for AdSs x S! we get non-vanishing result for by, in agreement with non-
cancellation of order n terms in (3.61) leading to quadratic UV divergence.?*

Let us now turn to the case of our interest when the (2,0) multiplet on AdS;5 x S! originates
from the supersymmetric M5 brane embedded into AdS; x S§* and is thus coupled also to an
effective constant U(1) gauge potential in 5 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 P, in

(3.60) can be written as

P, =In—2|[3(n — 2)" = 5(n — 2)%] + |n +2|[3(n +2)* — 5(n + 2)?]
+ 3|n|(3n* — 5n?) + 3|n|(3n* — 2512 + 60) (3.65)
—An+1Br+1)* = Z(n+1)2+ 8] —4n - 1[3(n - 1)* - 2(n—1)? + 5] .

As a result,
241 1297 1305
P() = 5 P1 = 3 P\n|>1 = 5 \n| . (366)

The large n asymptotics of P, is again ~ n as in (3.61) consistent with expected presence of
a quadratic UV divergence.>® Then (cf. (3.62))

[e.9]
— 241 15 1 1 S
P=2 11297+ 1305 n=1, aV = P =31 (3.67)
n=2
33In a general number of dimensions for an operator A = —V?(A) 4+ X defined on a vector bundle with
connection A, one has (up to a total derivative term) by = tr[ % Fp, + 155 (Ron, — Riw) + 2 (3R — X)?].

34The fact that by is non-vanishing for 6d (2,0) multiplet is analogous to non-vanishing of by 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
by 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 S! modes, then define the resulting 5d determinants using spectral
¢-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 (g-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 S* defect
anomaly coeflicient

a=N*+ 2 +O(N?). (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 N? 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 N? remains to be understood.?¢
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A Scalar fluctuations of a p-brane in AdS, s x S!

The scalar fluctuations of a p-brane embedded in a supersymmetric way in AdS,12 x § L 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

ds® = L7 (du® + cosh® u dsyys, + sinh? u dyp®) + L2de” (A1)
Cpy1 = Li+1(COShp+1 u — 1)volags, A dip = Cpy1volags, A dy . (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 AdS, and also (see [13] and refs. there)

u = ug = const , Ly =L¢ . (A.3)
The induced metric on the probe p-brane is then that of the equal-radii AdS, x S! space
dsgﬂ = L% cosh? yg d5,24dsp + L2 sinh? ugdyp? + L4 dy? = L2 cosh® ug (d5124dsp + d¢2) . (A4)

Starting with the standard action S ~ — [dPT'¢/—G + [ Cpy1 of a probe p-brane in the
background (A.1),(A.2) let us find the resulting quadratic fluctuation action in the static
gauge
R La -
AdS, = {6}, w=wotdu, =€, =T+, (A5

Then the induced metric G, has the following quadratic fluctuation part

dsg; = L% cosh® (ug + du)(ds? s, + dv?) + 2LaLdo¢di + (L4dou® + L2d5¢?) + ... . (A.6)

36We thank J. Estes, B. Suzzoni and P. Capuozzo for a correspondence on this issue.
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This leads to3”

V=G = gl [1 n ( 9406 + (p+ 1) tanh ug 5u)

L 4 cosh? ug

1 o L2 tanh?vg .
Tooshun (g BOndu O0pou + Lizlg B0n00 9366 + (p + 1)(cosh? ug + psinh? ug) Su?
2L(p — 1) tanh ug
+ I oudydd) +-- | (A7)

where lp = L4 coshug and g, is the metric of the unit-radius AdS, x S 1. For the variation
of the potential C,1; in (A.2) we get

1
Cor1 = —L’Xrl + lgﬂ [1 + (p+ 1) tanh ug du + i(p +1)(1 + ptanh? ug) du? + - - } . (A8)

Combined with (A.7) this gives

—G = Cpr = LY+ I 0y ¥ D61 030 A9
Vae p+1 a4 Tl |:LACOSh2u0 W ¢+2005h2u0(g udgdu (A.9)
L? tanh? I tanh
wgaﬁ&l&baﬁ(hﬁ +2(p— 1)M6u Dy (5¢) + .. ] )
LA Ly

As expected, the linear fluctuation part is a total derivative and the quadratic fluctuation
part of the action is given by

lp—l—l ;
S_SZ_O/dpJrl 2 e x0s% + ~ (0 — D (xux — x0uX)| ,  (A.10
’ 2 cosh? ug §ﬁ[g XOpX + 2(29 )(X0px — X wx)} ( )

L
X = 0u + i— tanhug d¢ . (A.11)

Ly

Rescaling x we find that a canonically normalized scalar fluctuation action is
1 y ~ i i 41 _
3 /d’”*li\/—g(g”@xajx +[0px—3 3P =1x] = 7(p- 1)2><x) , (A.12)

(p = x] [Opx + 1
where 1, j are indices of the AdS, part of the brane metric.

This action describes a conformally coupled complex scalar on AdS, x St coupled also
to a constant U(1) potential A = d¢? with charge ¢ = 5(p —1). Fourier expanding in ¢ = £?,

ie. x=>, eing” Xn We get a tower of scalars on AdS, with masses
m? = (n—254)% - (251)? n=0,+1,+2, ... (A.13)

The corresponding boundary dimensions are defined by A[A — (p — 1)] = m? or for the
Dirichlet boundary condition choice (A = Ay ) we get

A =Pt =|n - B3| (A.14)

Since x is complex, we actually have two towers of states with opposite shift, namely A— el

3TWe use that for g, = guv + huw one has /=3 = /=g(1 + 2h*, + $(h*.)? — $huh*” + ). Let us
note also that given a metric dsg = gudztdz” = gabdac”dmb + 999d92 (a # 0) and ds?7 = dsg + dF'df where
F = F(z) is a function of 2* then /=g = /=g (1 + 19%0yF — égegg“VBMF&,F) .
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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))

ds® = L7 (du® + cosh® u ds% g, + sinh? u dyp?) + L?(d6? + sin® 0de?) . (B.1)
We will label the target space coordinates as follows:
X0l = AdS,, XP=u, XPtl=y, XPPP=9g, XPP=4p. (B.2)

We shall assume that a p-brane wraps AdS, x S! as in (A.3). Since § = 5 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))

XO0Lenp L = 4GS, = XOLop T XP oy myy XPH == 6P (B.3)
XPH2 =g = g : XPH = ¢ = %gﬁ . (B.4)

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

E%:LAcoshuE%, m=0,...p—1 (B.5)
Ef=Ly, ESj=Laysinhu, Ebg=L, Ebg=Lsing, (B.6)

where the underlined indices correspond to tangent space directions and E2 is the vielbein
for the unit-radius AdS,. The corresponding spin connection components along the normal
directions to the brane world volume are found to be

tanh .
OmP _ azAuE%:sinhuE%, m=0,..,p—1, (B.7)
1
QZIig = I tanhu E;;_T_ll = coshu , ing A cosf . (B.8)
Atanhu

The projected covariant derivative and I'-matrix are given by
1
DXV = Do X™ (am + ZQ%’F@) , Ty = 9 X"y . (B.9)

When o =0, - - - ,p/—\l, we have 0, X™ = ', so

1 1 1 A
Oa X"V = Do+ 7Tt = D + Zaﬁ—”r@ + 5 sinhugE§Ty - (B.10)
Since I = EST = L FST<, we have
1 . A A / p
Faaavam = WAdSp m SlnhUOEg g/Fg FQE = WAdSp + m tanh UOFB s (Bll)
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where WAdSp =TI%), + iﬁfé—”r@ is the Dirac operator on AdS,.
When a = p, we have 9, X™ = ;1 + Lf‘dgjrg so that
m Ly 1
0p X"V = Vpi1 + TVerg + 3 coshug I'pt1p - (B.12)
Since inhueTo s 4T
) 1 . sinhuol'piq 3
I — BPTP — BT (B.13)
Lgcoshug 2 L 4 cosh” ug
we find
- N coshug s N tanh ug 1
P9, X™V,, =T?0; r’r =179, I IR . (B.14
pm et A T o T 3y coshug priette - (BAY)

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

an ymy  _ p+1
[0, XMV, _WAdSstl + o

tanh UOFQ + F@}ilg . (B.15)

2L 4 cosh ug
C Fermion mass matrix for general u

When studying fermionic fluctuations in sections 2.2 and 3.2 we considered the limiting case
of ug — 0. Here we show that the equivalent fermion mass matrix is obtained for the general
value of ug, in both D3 and M5 brane cases: the ug 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):

1 1
M = 2tanhugT r “Dpsl(T2 4 1597, . C.1
anh ug §+2coshuo %+4 D3 ( + ) @ (C.1)
Let us consider the rotation matrix
R = exp(I'46) = cosy + T'yesiny , R = exp(—qTys) = cosy —Tygsiny ,  (C.2)

where (T45)? = —1 and 7 is related to ug by

1+ tan~y wo uQ
== tan~y = tanh — . C.3
1 —tan~y ’ Ay = Al (C.3)
Then RI',,R~! =T, for m # 4,6 and
1
RTR™ = (m _ sinh u0F6> . RIgR™ = <r6 + sinh u0F4> . (C.4)
= coshug \ = = = coshug \ — =

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

T3 =T+ 7T =sinhugly + g = coshug RIgR ™1,  TI¥=T;=RIGR!, (C.5)
I'ps =Tgis3 = o1eRT6R ™ = RLp16R ™" . (C.6)
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Then after a detailed computation, one finds
. 1 1 o (704 59
M coshug = 2sinhugI's + 51“@ + 1 cosh ug I'psI’ (Ff =4I f)l“a
1
- Rbr@r@"@ +sinhug Ty (1 - T22) [ R~ (C.7)

Rotating the fermions as ¥ — 9 = R~ we get for the gauge-fixed fermionic action (cf.
(2.29))

Sy = /d4§ \/7—919<Y7 n M)fﬁ = /d4§ s/i—gﬁ'(v + M’)ﬁ’ , (C.8)
where we ignore the overall constant factor and the rotated mass matrix is

1 1
M =R (Mcoshug)R = 5rwr@"@ +sinhug Nz (1 — T%9) = 51346 - (C.9)

In the final equality we have used the chirality constraint ['%99" = ¢' as M’ is acting on a
MW spinor. Thus the fermionic action is independent of ug, 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))

Sy = /d6§\/—gg°‘ﬁ19(1 —F*)<Y7+M>19 (C.10)
where Y is the Dirac operator on AdSs x S and
M = (i tanh uol’ —1—71 r 5>-|-<—if‘@m—i FSF@mﬁ_lrérmeg) (C.11)
2L 0557 4L coshug 2% 4L AL L P

where the first bracket is the contribution of the normal part of the spin connection (3.35)
while the second is the contribution of Fjy terms in D,, in (3.24) (see (3.30),(3.33)). Intro-
ducing the ugp-dependent rotation matrix as in (C.2) so that RT,,R~* =T1,, for m #* 6,8
and

1

cosh ug

RT¢R ™' =

(Pg —sinhug L), RIR™! = (Pg+sinhugTs),  (C.12)

cosh ug

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

1 3 . B
B §F@m+381nhuofmm]7€ 1

1
= R[3 sinh g r§<1 _ F@m) n 5r@@ i 3r@m>}7e—1 . (C.13)

2L coshugM = R[?)sinhuo I's + -'ge5 —

Let us also rotate the fermions so that R~ = ¢’ and fix the x-symmetry gauge as in (3.39),
i.e.

(1-T)0=0=(1-RIp.ssR IRY = R(1-Tg.ug)? =0 — (1—Tg.48)? =0. (C.14)
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We also have 9/(1 + ['g..4g) = 0. The fermion action (C.10) becomes
/d4€ VgV (W + M’) v, (C.15)

where we have scaled out the overall constant factor (so that g is the metric of the unit-radius
AdS; x S!) and

1
M = R_I(QL cosh ug M)R = 3sinhug Fi(l — F@m) + 51—‘@(1 + 35679 m) . (016)

Note that here the first term multiplied by I's — I'679 10 does not contribute to the gauge-fixed
action as it commutes with 1 — I',.
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 — I'y as in (3.25)
then s; = 1 in (D.16) and thus preservation of supersymmetry is consistent with the choice
of T-matrix representation were s, = 1 in (D.17). Then the gauge-fixed fermion should be
subject to (D.24), i.e.
se79109 = =9, (C.17)

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

1
M = 71“@<1 4 3Ts6m0 m) — Dygs (C.18)

2 A A=A
which is equivalent to (3.40).

D Supersymmetry of M5 embedding into AdS; x S*

Given the definition of covariant derivative D, in (3.24) and the F; background in (3.28), we
find that (cf. (3.31),(3.32))

1 . 1 .
D, =V, 4err , m <7, D, =V, + 2err , m>7; (D.1)

I' = T'zs910- (D.2)

Note that [[y,, ] = 0 when m < 7, and {T,,,T'} = 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])

0Ym = Dpe =10 . (D.3)

Since [me, an] =0 when m < 7 and n > 7, the AdS7 and S* parts of € factorize
€= €ads, €ga = Mads, Mgt €o [MAd57v Mga] =0, (D.4)

where € is a constant spinor.
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Let us first consider the AdS; part and set Ly = 2L = 1 for simplicity. Let us first
consider the m = u =5 (cf. (3.27),(3.1)) component of (D.3), i.e.

1 R N
Dye = <8u — 511@106 =0 — € = exulul'/ , (D.5)
where € is independent of u. Next, for m =1 = 6 we get?®
1 . 1 R R
Dye = [0y = 5 (coshuTyy +sinhulyl) [e = [0, — seb Pl T e 3l — 0, (D.6)

Substituting (D.5) into (D.6), we get that

1 1
((% — ifgg) € =0 — ¢ = er¥luse (D.7)
For m =0,---,5, we have
~ 1 . ~ 1 s . P
Dy = Vi — 5(coshurmr - SinhuFTw) = Vi — ged Tl Dl sl (D.8)

where V,,, has spin connection components along AdSs only. This means we can write the
Killing spinor in AdS7 parametrized as in (3.1) in terms of the Killing spinor on AdSs (inde-
pendent of u and ) as

1 A ~ 1 A
€ras, = €3l eV uv e (Vin — §rmr) €auss =0 (D.9)
Similarly, for S* components of (D.3) we get (0 =7, ¢ = 8)%°
1 R .
Dye = <09 + §FQF>€ =0 - e=e20Mole (D.10)
1 . 1 R R
Dye = {(% + 5(— cos gy + sin HFQF)} €= (8¢ — 56_%FQFFQQ€%FQF)€ =0. (D.11)
Substituting (D.10) into (D.11), we find
1
(3¢ - §FQQ> €=0 - S L (D.12)

For the remaining m = 9,10 components of D,, (corresponding to the S? C S* angles
v1 =9, po = 10) we get

. 1 L .
Dy =V + ie—%FﬁFrmreéfﬂF , (D.13)
where V,, contains only the S? spin connection. As a result,*’
N X 1 .
e = e 3Mole 30 e (vm + §1“mr) € =0 (D.14)

38We use the following relations which are valid for i,j < 7: e%ariff‘ijeféarif = coshal'y; + sinhal';T
and e%“Fiff‘jf‘eféarif = sinh al';; + cosh al';I.

39We use that for 4,5 > 7: eéariffijeféarif = cosal'; + sin al';T" and e%“mfl—‘jf’eféarif = cosal,I' —
sin al';;.

1 a 1
.. . . —loro. P —leor
49The explicit solution for €, IS e 2¥1he1t pT 220 pa0
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Combining (D.9) and (D.14), we find the Killing spinor on AdS;7 x S* can be written as

1 I lyr _1 [ —lor
e = Meo , M = Maas; Mgs = ezulul'ez? “ M pgs,e” 20 e 29190 M oo

1 1 _lgr,f -1
— ezWul g 3% uy ,—30T6l 2¢F9QMAd55xS2 , (D.15)

where M 4,45, « 52 depends only on the AdS5 and S? 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 +1I',) orthogonal to the
one that enters the k-symmetry transformation of ¥ in the M5 brane action (3.23),(3.25),(3.26)
and thus the k-symmetry gauge on 6 in (3.39).4!

To account for possible orientation choice ambiguity let us introduce the parameter s; =
+1 and assuming the fermionic action (and thus also the gauge fixing condition (3.39)) con-
tains the projector 1 —s1I', (s1 = 1in (3.25)) consider in general the condition (1+s;I'x)e = 0,
ie. (cf. (3.34))

|
De=—s1c, T, = Tyisis = mrg...é(sinhuorﬁ ), si=+l. (D16)

Let us also set
I =To.910 = $2 M, =1, sy==1, (D.17)

where s is introduced to account for a freedom in choice of I'-matrix representation. Note
that under I',, — —I';, we have I'y, — T'y, I'1; — —I'1; and M5 brane action (3.23) stays the
same (up to overall sign) provided one also changes Fy — —F in the covariant derivative D,
in (3.24). Equivalently, the Killing spinor in this case is still given by (D.15) with T';, — =T,
(with T' in (D.2) staying invariant).

In (D.16) € is the Killing spinor of the AdS; x S* background (D.15), specialised to the
brane solution (3.9), i.e. v = ug, ¢ = 2¢, § = 7. Since the brane extends along AdS5 and
is localized at a point in S?, we do not need track the dependence of the Killing spinor in
(D.15) on those coordinates and may effectively set M 445, xs2 = 1. Then

e=Me, M = esuolul ¢3¢ up = FTol o ~¥To0 (D.18)
Then condition (D.16) may be written as
Kep=0, K=M"11+sT)M. (D.19)
Using (D.17) we get for I in (D.2)

~

I'= F@m = SQFQ...@ . (D20)

“'In general [61], the variation of ¥ in (3.25) under the x-symmetry and target space supersymmetry is
69 = (1 — I'.)k + e. Upon gauge fixing (1 — I',)d = 0, i.e. ¥ = (1 +I'.)J. The preservation of the gauge
condition implies (1 — I'y)d9 = (1 + I'y)d9 = 0 and thus the condition for unbroken global supersymmetry of
the brane embedding is (1 4+ I'y)e = 0.
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One can show that in general
K =1- 5152+ 5152 (1 — tanh ug cos ¢ I'eg 10 + tanh ug sin F@m) (1 — PM) . (D.21)
To have a non-trivial constant ey solution of (D.19) we are thus to require
sispg =1, (1 —Ts678)€0 =0 . (D.22)

Since T'3¢.s = 1 we thus get a projector implying preservation of half of the original super-
symmet?

Note that performing the rotation e = R e discussed in Appendix C, we get I', in (D.16)
transformed to its ug = 0 value I'g...4s and thus the condition (D.16) becomes (cf. (D.17))

P*E = FQ...@&‘ = —S81¢€, F5 7910€ = —Fg...gfg...gm = 8189 = ¢€ . (D23)

At the same time, the k-symmetry gauge condition (3.39) on the fermionic field ¥ that involves
the projector complementary to the one in (D.16) reads

F*Qy = FQ478 19/ = 8119/ 5 F@m 19/ = —8182’19, = —19/ . (D24)

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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