arXiv:2406.01319v1 [hep-th] 3 Jun 2024

Meson modes of probe D7-branes in Klebanov-Strassler background
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We examine the properties of 4-d bosonic and fermionic (mesons and mesinos) modes on D7-
branes wrapped over Kuperstein 4-cycle of the Klebanov-Strassler background. The wave equations
are derived in a convenient parameterization of the warped deformed conifold metric. The mass
spectra, wave functions and couplings of bosonic modes are evaluated by means of semi-classical
tools. We explore the possible existence of fermionic zero modes.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Branes and fluxes are necessary ingredients [1] in building solutions of superstring theories dual to confining gauge
theories that include flavour degrees of freedom [2-7] and/or chiral fermions [8-12]. The pioneering applications to
hadronic physics considered configurations of Dirichlet D3/D7, D4/D6-branes [5, 13-15] or D4/D8-branes [16-18]
embedded in their own backgrounds. (See the reviews [19-21].) For superbranes embedded in curved spacetimes [22],
useful help came from the constraints imposed by x-symmetry [23, 24] for internal space manifolds of calibration type
supporting magnetized or instantonic backgrounds [25-28]. The Klebanov-Strassler solution [29] for type I b super-
gravity on the deformed conifold offered an ideal setting for this task. The addressed issues included the classification
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of holomorphic 4-cycles [30, 31], stability of supersymmetric embeddings [32], mesons spectroscopy [4, 33-36], chiral
symmetry breaking [37-39], duality correspondence to Klebanov-Witten gauge theory with quark flavours [40, 41],
supersymmetry breaking and its mediation [42], back-reaction on background geometry [43, 44], ultraviolet instabili-
ties [45-47], and connection to the Randall-Sundrum mechanism [48].

In this work we pursue this research thread by extending our previous work on the Kaluza-Klein theory for Klebanov-
Strassler solution [49] to the flavoured background including probe D7-branes. Our analysis follows the Giddings-
Kachru-Polchinski (GKP) approach [50] to flux compactification on M4 x X4 spacetimes, involving a conic Calabi-Yau
orientifold X¢ with an attached warped deformed conifold throat Cg [51]. We introduce in this background D7-branes
that extend over Minkowski spacetime M, and wrap over Kuperstein [34] 4-cycle ¥4 C Cg. The supergravity solution
with 5-flux N = MK and 3-fluxes (M, K) and a Ny D7-brane stack is dual to the flavoured version of Klebanov-
Witten [52] supersymmetric field theory. This is the 4-d gauge theory on (N D3 + M D5)-branes near the conifold
apex with Ny conjugate pairs of quark flavours @, Q, which decouples from gravity in the ’t Hooft-Veneziano limit,
Ny << N >>1. Along with the glueball modes from fluctuations of the supergravity multiplet (closed strings) fields
in Cg, the theory comprises meson modes from fluctuations of ((D3, D7) + (D7, D3) open strings) fields in X,.

The bosonic (scalar and vector) and fermionic (spinor) modes are examined within the streamlined approach [34, 46,
47] using the deformed conifold parameterization as a foliation by Kuperstein 4-cycle leaves [42]. The wave equations
are solved by means of the semi-classical JWKB (Jeffreys-Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin) method. The information on
the modes masses and wave functions is used to compute the self-couplings of meson modes along with their couplings
to graviton modes. An attempt is also made to test the existence of fermionic zero modes.

The contents of this paper are organized into four sections. The formalism for the flavoured Klebanov-Strassler
background is presented in Section II. Subsection II A reviews the supergravity-gauge theory dual descriptions and
Subsection II B discusses a simplified version of the D7-brane world volume action which will be used in later sections
to compute the mesons properties.

Section III discusses the Kaluza-Klein reduction of the bosonic action for D7-branes wrapped on Kuperstein 4-cycle
of the warped deformed conifold. We derive the wave equations for scalar and vector meson modes and present
numerical results for the modes wave functions, mass spectra, self-couplings and couplings to bulk graviton modes, all
evaluated by means of the JWKB method. Subsection III A discusses algebraic properties of the 4-cycle embedding in
the conifold. Subsections III B and III C discuss the reduced action for scalar moduli and gauge vector boson fields on
D7-branes. Subsection IIID starts with a presentation of the free parameters and next presents results of numerical
applications for the mass spectra and interactions of scalar and vector meson modes.

Section IV focuses on the fermionic action of D7-branes in the approach of [6]. Subsection IV A discusses the
reduced action and Kaluza-Klein decomposition of spinor fields and Subsection IV B the zero modes wave functions.
Section V summarizes the main conclusions. Useful tools and intermediate results are presented in Appendix A.
Subsection A 1 discusses geometrical properties of the 4-cycle embedding, Subsection A 2 the D7-brane bosonic action,
Subsection A 3 the Dirac operator restriction to ¥4 and Subsection A 4 collects intermediate results appropriate to
the singular conifold limit.

II. TYPE II b STRING THEORY ON WARPED DEFORMED CONIFOLD WITH Dp-BRANES

We consider the GKP [50] flux compactification of type IT b superstring theory on the 10-d target spacetime
orientifold M7y = My x Xg with the warped deformed conifold Cg glued at a conic singularity in the moduli space of
Xg. The classical background in Cg is described by Klebanov-Strassler solution [29] for type I b supergravity theory.
We introduce in this background probe D7-branes wrapped over an holomorphic 4-cycle of Cg preserving N' = 1
supersymmetry in My. At low energies and small curvatures relative to the string scale and up to back-reaction
effects on the curved background that we neglect, the solution provides a strong coupling description (in the sense of
the anti-de Sitter conformal field theory (AdS/CFT) or the gravity-gauge duality) of the flavoured Klebanov-Witten
gauge theory [41, 52]. We shall begin the discussion with a brief review of the Klebanov-Strassler background [29]. A
simplified version of the bosonic and fermionic action of Dp-branes is presented next in view of later applications to
the Kaluza-Klein reduction of the D7-brane action.

A. Flavoured Klebanov-Strassler background

The deformed conifold Cg is commonly defined as the locus of the quadratic algebraic equation in C*,
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where e € C is the complex structure modulus and w, and z,, [a = 1,---,4] are linearly related sets of complex
coordinates, (w1, —iwz) = (21 & 22), (ws,iws) = 3(23 F 24). The conifold admits the isometry group SO(4) ~
SU(2); x SU(2)2 acting on the coordinates matrix W by left and right multiplication, W — ¢; Wg; Its intersections
with the spherical manifolds,

1
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labelled by the parameter 7 € R, define radial sections of the conifold isomorphic to the compact coset space T1! ~
SU(2)1 x SU(2)2/U(1). The conifold parameterization combining the radial coordinate 7 € [0, 00] with the five
independent angle coordinates ©% = (01, ¢1, 02, g2, 1)) of TH1 [22],

wy = €[cosh S cos b4 cosdy + isinh S cosO_ sin ¢ ], wy = €[— cosh S cos By sin g + isinh S cosf_ cos Py ],
ws = €[—cosh S'sinfy cosp_ + isinh Ssinf_sing_], wy = ¢[— cosh Ssinf; sinp_ — isinh Ssinf_ cos¢_],

S = ”;"w, 0 = %(91 +02), dr = %(qsl +¢s), (0 € [0,7], ¢i € [0,27], ¢ € [0, 4n])] (IL3)

is encoded in the representation of the matrix W,
W = g1 Wo(r)g, [Wol(r) = diag(e™/?,e77/?), 1 — 2 =0, ¥ = @1 + 2] (IL.4)

with the left and right action of g;(6;, s, i) € SU(2),, [i = 1,2] on the anti-diagonal matrix Wy (7). The Klebanov-
Strassler solution of type IT b supergravity [29] on My x Cg involves 3-fluxes, (2 [, ,(Hs, F3) = (—K, M), [N =

MK, ZAS = 27V /] across the pair of Poincaré dual 3-cycles B, A of Cg, with the resulting 5-flux ZA;l le,l Fs =N
sourcing a warped spacetime of classical metric,

ds3y = h™ 2 (7)d32 + h2 (1)d5%(Cs), [h(r) = e *A) = 22/3 (g Mo/)?e*/31 (1),

64/3 T T T
d33(C0) = “p L r? (69 + cos? (G0 + (6 + s (D)0 + (0P
sinh(27) — 27)1/3 > xcothx — 1
K(r)= ( h;é s)inhf' ) , I(1) = / dx%(sinh@x) — 2x)3] (IL.5)

asymptotic to the direct product metric of the spacetime AdSs xT*!, describing the background for N D3+ M D5-brane
stacks embedded near the conifold apex. We follow same notations as [49, 53] where h(7) is the warp profile, K (7), I(7)
are auxiliary radial functions, g(*)(0) is the diagonal basis of left-invariant 1-forms on T"' and g5, o/ = 1/m? denote
the string theory coupling constant and scale parameters. The classical solutions for the 2- and 3-form fields are
quoted in Eq. (A.18) below.

In the limit N >> 1, fixed gsNV, the dual gauge theory on the regular ND3- and fractional M D5-branes is
the Klebanov-Witten 4-d N = 1 supersymmetric theory with local symmetry group G = G; x Go = SU(N +
M) x SU(N) [52] of coupling constants g1 2 and global (flavour) symmetry group G = SU(2) x SU(2) x U(1)p %
Z5, [Z5 < U(1),]. The small curvature regime gsN >> 1, where classical supergravity theory is valid, corresponds
to 't Hooft limit A = g%QN >> 1 of the gauge theory. The gauge sector consists of vector supermultiplets V; 2 in
the adjoint representations of G; 2 and the (matter) flavour sector consists of two pairs of chiral supermultiplets in
the bi-fundamental representations, A; ~ (N +M,N), B; ~ (N +M,N), [i = 1,2] of G and the representations
(2,1), 1 (1, 2)711% of G. The renormalization group evolution features a cascading type flow towards the infrared
through self-similar Seiberg type dualities SU(N + M) x SU(N) — SU(N — M) x SU(N). For N = kM, [k € Z]
the successive duality steps 6k = —1 end into the confining pure gauge theory SU(M) [54]. In the presence of the
interaction superpotential Wiy = %eikeleT(AiBjAkBl), the renormalization group flow (for N >> M) drives the
theory to a superconformal (infrared) fixed submanifold h = h(g1, g2) in the space of coupling parameters g1, g2, h [55].
The fields and superpotential are assigned in the limit M — 0 the scaling dimensions A(¢) = d(¢) + v(¢)/2 and
(unbroken) R-symmetry charges R (including quantum contributions),

R(A;) =2A(A;)/3=1/2, R(B;) =2A(B;)/3=1/2, A(A\)=3/2, R(\) =1, RW) =2AW)/3 =2. (IL.6)

The probe Ny DT7-branes wrapped over a 4-cycle ¥4 C Cg, add modes of open F'l-strings stretched between the
N¢D7- and (ND3 + M D5)-branes. Massless quark modes are present if ¥4 touches the conifold apex where the D3-
branes are located. The gauge dual theory is then the flavoured Klebanov-Witten gauge theory with N; conjugate

pairs of quarks and anti-quarks @, @ [3] in bi-fundamental representations of the colour and flavour groups. One



must consider holomorphic and topologically trivial 34 in order to preserve N’ = 1 4-d supersymmetry along with
D3-charge conservation and Cy-tadpole cancellation. We shall specialize to the Kuperstein 4-cycle [34], wy = p,
sub-locus of the conifold Zi:l w? = €2, where the complex parameter y (of same energy dimension E—3/2 a5 €) sets
the minimal classical radial distance between the apexes of Cg and ;. Note that our €2, u correspond to the e, u/v/2
of [41].

I[n f]ull generality, the D7-branes stack can be split into left and right sub-stacks, Ny = Ny, +Ny,. The gauge theory
is then described by an horizontal type quiver diagram with Qr, Q. in bi-fundamentals of SU (Ny,) x SUN + M)
and Qg, Qg in bi-fundamentals of SU(N) x SU(Ny,). (For comparison, the Ouyang embedding [33], z4 = y, involves

instead the vertical type quiver diagram with Qr, Qr charged under SU(N+ M) and Qr, Qr, charged under SU(N).)
The dual theory of gauge symmetry group G = SU(Ny, ) x SU(N + M) x SU(N) x SU(Ny,) includes, in addition
to A;, B;, a quark flavour sector with left and right (conjugate pairs) of quarks supermultiplets in the G group
representations

Qr ~ (Ny,, N+ M,1,1), Qr ~ (Ns,, N+ M,1,1), Qr ~ (1,1, N,Nyt,,), Qr ~ (1,1,N,N¢,).  (IL7)

The total quartic order superpotential with (implicit) traces over the gauge and quark flavour quantum numbers,

W = h(A1B1A3Bs — A1B2AsBy) — UL\/EQL(AlBi — %)QL + 77TL(QLQL)Q
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drives the theory (in the quarks massless limit 4 — 0) to a superconformal fixed submanifold on which A(Qr r) =
3/4, R(Qr.r) = 1/2. One can always rescale the superfields Q r so as to set 77,z = VA in the superpotential
W which then depends on the overall coupling constant h and the quarks bare mass parameter mg =~ u/ Vh. The
correspondence between the dimensional parameters on the string theory side €, x4 and the dynamical and bare quark
mass scales A;., mg on the gauge theory side, €2/3 ~ o/A;, and p?/® ~ a'mg, is set via dimensional analysis.

The structure of the superpotential in Eq. (I1.8) is formally similar to that of the SU(N.), N = 2 supersymmetric
gauge theory [56] with a massive adjoint superfield ¢ coupled to massive N;(Q, Q) fundamental quarks hypermultiplets.
The decoupling of ¢ along the Higgs branch, labelled by the scalar field component VEV of ¢, deforms the ' = 2
theory to the N' =1 theory and changes the superpotential as

W=z = 5Tr(6?) + Tr(6QQ) + Tr(mQQ) — Wy—1 = —%Tr((@@)% + Tr(mQQ). (1.9)

An even closer analog [41] to the flavoured gauge theory is provided by the type IT b supergravity on the (flat
orbifold) spacetime My x (CF 5/Z2) x C3 (coordinates (z#, w1 2, ws)) with N D3-branes at the fixed point wy 23 =0
and Ny D7-branes over My x (CF 5/Z3) at w3 = m. The 4-d supersymmetric gauge theory SU(N) x SU(Ny), N =2
consists (in N/ = 1 language) of one vector and three complex chiral supermultiplets ®;—1 23, adjoints of SU(N)
(descending from the supermultiplet of the N' = 4 theory on N D3-branes) and Ny quark flavour hypermultiplets
Q = diag(Qr, Qr), Q = diag(Qr, Qr). The total superpotential, including mass terms for ®5 and quarks,

W = ~Trace[[®1, $a]®s + 583 + Q23Q — p(Q1Q1 + QrQr)), (11.10)

yields, after the Higgs field ®3 = diag(¢s, —gz~53) is integrated out, the N' = 1 flavoured Klebanov-Witten gauge theory
superpotential in Eq. (I.8), with the anti-diagonal matrix ®; o = diag(A; 2, £B%*!) and m ~ (B'A; — p).

In order that the moduli space of vacua of the supergravity theory matches that of the flavoured gauge theory, one
may need to activate classical fields in the D7-branes gauge sector [40, 41, 57]. The case where no classical gauge
fields are present corresponds to having only @ g-type quarks coupled to the lower rank gauge theory factor SU(N).
We shall specialize here to this case which then involves the single species of quarks Q ~ (1, N, N¢), Q(l, N, Ny) of
SU(N+ M) x SU(N)® SU(Ny) with the total interaction superpotential W = Wiy — h[Q(B*A; — %)Q + %(QQ)Q]

B. Dp-brane action

The dimensional reduction of the D7-brane action on Kuperstein 4-cycle gives rise to an effective field theory in
M, with meson modes added to the glueball modes from the supergravity multiplet. The geometrical tools needed in



applying the Kaluza-Klein approach for submanifolds embedded in curved manifolds, are well documented [58, 59].
To prepare the ground for this discussion, we introduce here general notations that will be used throughout the text.
The target spacetime Mo = My x X¢ is parameterized by world coordinates X with a metric tensor gasn describing
the (diffeomorphisms invariant) proper distances squared,

d52(M10):gMNdXMdXNa [XM: (X#7 Xm)a M=0,---,9, U:Oa"'73a m = 1576] (1111)

The coordinates X for the (flat) tangent spaces of (constant) metric tensor nap = diag(—1,+1,---,+1) are related
to the XM by the transformations X4 = e, XM XM = 2 X4 involving the components e4;, e}l of the dual bases
of (local inertial vielbein) frame vectors (e?, e4) which satisfy the properties

9
ds*(Myg) = Z(eA)2, [e? = el dX M ey = el o, napeired = gun]. (I1.12)
A=0

Similar definitions are adopted for the world and flat bases of Dirac gamma matrices obeying the Clifford-Dirac
algebra,

{TA, T} =2nap, {Tar,Tn} = 290w, [[4 = ey, TM, TM = N4 (I1.13)

The world volume M,,1; of parallel Dp-branes in M is parameterized by the intrinsic coordinates £* = (§#, £7), [a =
0,---,p, pu=0,---,3, r=1,---,p—3]. Its embedding along the directions of M4 and the (p — 3)-cycle £,_3 C Cq
splits up the coordinates into tangential and normal subsets, X = (X, X%) = (X*, X", X%), [a=0,---,p, p =
0,-+,3, r=1,--,p—3, u=1,---,9 — p| regarded as fields XM (£%) on the world volume M, ;. On the Ny Dp-
branes stack, the coordinates fields are promoted to N x Ny matrices in the adjoint representation of U(Nyf) with the
X% /o' identified to gauge fields A* and the X* to moduli fields. We shall restrict consideration to diagonal matrices
in the Abelian subgroup U(1)"/ corresponding to Ny copies of single Dp-branes.

The D7-brane action includes the familiar Dirac-Born-Infeld and Chern-Simons bosonic terms, built from the
embedding coordinates XM, the brane pull-backs of bulk fields By, C, and the brane 1-form gauge field A; = A,d¢*.
The fermionic action is constructed as an expansion in powers of the pull-back of the spinor doublet field © of 10-d
type II b supergravity [60]. We restrict hereafter to the quadratic order action in © coupled to the NSNS 2-form
and RR 4-form background fields and the brane gauge field strength F5, = dA;. The combined bosonic and fermionic
action for Dp/Dp-branes in Einstein frame

S(Dp/Dp) = —Tp/ dp+1§e(p73)¢/4(—Det(’y + eﬂb/z]:))l/2
Mpi1

X1 1OPLY (M )T Dy + 4" T sl © 02)0] & iy /M
pt+1

[Z Cq A efz]p-i-lu
q

2 A
[y = ptp = lp% Fo=By+ Fy, Fy=dA(¢), Fyiq =dC,, O(¢) = (é) 6 =0'r°,

1
Mag ="vap + ¢ "2 Fagl10) ® 03, PL7(F) = 5 (14 Tpy(F))] (I1.14)

is expressed here in same notations as [6, 49] with 7, = 27/ [§+1 and g%p = 4wgsi§_3 denoting the brane tension and
gauge theory coupling constant. The action is built from the covariant derivatives along Mg : Dy = Vo + Aq, [Va =

Oa +wa| and the pull-back transforms of the bulk spacetime metric and Dirac matrix fields gysn, T'ar, the axio-dilaton
scalar fields (¢, Co) and the g-form fields Ba, Co4, [F5 = dC4]

Vs ) = 9, xM(€)ax N (e) (SN XN b Z g xMTy, = EYO,XAT . 1115

(Ba,@) o (5) B (5) Bun(X(€) ) @ a M A Yo A ( )
The self-dual field strength 5-form has the classical value F' = 8.h~*(7)dr A vol(My). The (anticommuting, Grass-
mannian) bulk spinor field, ©(X (£)) = (81(X(€)), 02(X(€))), of Dirac conjugate, © = OT2 = OTTY, consists of
a pair of Majorana-Weyl spinor fields 6;(X) € 16 of SO(9,1) doublet in the Pauli matrices o123 space. The Weyl
spinor fields of fixed 10-d chirality, I'(10)0; = 6;, [['(10) = [919] satisfy the Majorana reality condition,

BO; =6, [BTyB*=T%, B B=1] — 0, =601'C, I, = -CT,C7', C=CT=C""] (I1.16)

where the matrices B and C', which transform the Dirac matrices to their complex conjugate and transpose versions,
respectively, are related (up to convention dependent choices of relative signs) as, C = BTTy = —BTT?, B* =T'(C =



I'yC~'. A comprehensive presentation of tools for supersymmetry and Dirac matrices in various dimensions can be
found in [61].

Finally, we hope that no confusion should arise between spinor indices of gamma matrices (I'yr)qs and the induced
brane metric components .3 in the effective metric Mg and likewise in our use of same symbols for 1-forms and
differentials in the cotangent and tangent spaces. Note also that the transition from our Einstein frame to the
alternative Einstein frame in [42] is realized by replacing gyn — gMN/gi/Q, VI = Vg F oo g§/2]:, T, —
a7l

III. BOSONIC SECTOR OF D7-BRANES

We examine in this section the bosonic modes on D7-branes wrapped over Kuperstein 4-cycle [34] of the deformed
conifold. After discussing properties of the classical embedding, we derive the wave equations for wave functions
of mode fields in M, arising from fluctuations of the scalar moduli and gauge vector brane fields decomposed on
harmonics of radial sections of the 4-cycle compact base of geometry S®/Z,. We apply the semi-classical JWKB
method to evaluate the mass spectra and wave functions of meson modes. This information is used to compute their
self couplings and boundary couplings to graviton modes. (The fermionic action will be examined in Section IV.)

A. Classical embedding in the warped deformed conifold

The Kuperstein 4-cycle [34] X4 : w4 = p, is invariant under the diagonal group SO(3)p C (SU(2)r x SO(4)/Zs
of the conifold isometry group which comprises rotations of the complex coordinates wy 2.3. We see from Eq. (IL.3)
that this cycle intersects the fixed-7 subloci of the conifold, 6 =0, ¢ =0 = 60, =03 =0, ¢1 = ¢ = ¢,

generated by the restricted form of the coordinates matrix W = g Wo(7)gl, [g1 = g2] [49]. The initial study [34]
invoked this observation to parameterize the deformed conifold by combining the coordinates 7, 8, ¢ with the angles
5, 6 of the SU(2) matrix, S(7,8) = g1Wo(7)gl. Instead, we shall consider the alternative parameterization of the
deformed conifold as a foliation by ¥4 leaves [42],

wy = in(x)(Cococo +i9p54), wa =in(x)(~Cpssco +iS,cs), ws = —in(x)Cpse, wa = (n+ x),
p+iy, 4 Y e
5 ), S, = sinh( 5 ),
X €C, pel0,00], o* = (0 €[0,7], ¢ €[0,2n], v € [0,47])]. (IIL.1)

[cg = cos@, cg =cosl, sy =sing, sg =sinb, C’p = cosh(

The D7-brane splits up the spacetime M, x Cg coordinates X™ = (z*,y™) into 8 longitudinal real coordinates
X = (Xt X*=(p, a*)), [a=0,---,7, a=1,---,4, k=1,2,3], and the single transversal complex coordinate,
x. The bulk bosonic and fermionic coordinates, X™ and ©%, are regarded as brane fields on the world volume Mg of
intrinsic coordinates £€¢. The invariance of the theory under coordinates diffeomorphisms can be used to choose the
so-called static gauge, X*(§) = £%, with the complex modulus field x(£%) = x(p, @) describing the brane location
along the transversal directions. Upon substituting Eq. (III.1) into Egs. (IL.1) and (I1.2) for the conifold and its radial
fixed-7 sections, one obtains the pair of matching equations linking the conifold and 4-cycle coordinates,

Yowp == (u+x)>=n*(), D |wal® = |e* coshr = #* = [n(x)[* cosh p + | + x|, [#* = (;)3/27"31111-2)

a

where the first equation defines the complex function n(x) = (% — €2 4+ 2ux + x?)'/? and the second defines the
1-to-1 correspondence between the radial variables p and 7 at fixed y, with |u| measuring the distance between the
apexes of Cg and ¥4. To lighten the formalism, we introduce in the sequel the dimensionless complex parameter
L = pi/e along with the auxiliary complex functions Y (x) = 1/X(x) = m/tys [ = 1(X), ty = p+ x] which satisfy
the relations

Lo L - i)

Hx =
Yoo - (- - LT T aer

™= X0 Y (x) = dny = Xdx = d—X7 [X(x)

Y

For real values of the parameters 1, € and the variable x, one finds that 1, ~ x/X (x) = x(1—€2/x®)"? at x >> u
and 7, — p(l — €2/u?)Y/? at x << p. In the parameters interval, u < ¢, these functions develop imaginary parts
with n, — =+ile/u| for values of the coordinate variable in the ranges € > x >> p and x << p < e. The matching



equations in Eq. (II11.2) can be combined into the x-dependent functional relation, linking the radial variables T and
P

2 2
cosht = |&|2(|Y|2COShp+ 1) = |M—;‘ — 1| coshp + |M—;‘| (I11.4)
€ € €

Since the classical solution for the brane modulus field is expected to coincide with the 4-cycle locus, x(p, &™) = 0,
as we show below, then at the on-shell value x = 0 the change of radial variable from p — 7 and vice versa can be
written as,

cosh T dr 9 sinh p
2 )a [_ = | - 1| —]
|L] dp sinh T

cosh7 = |L|*(]1 — L™2|coshp + 1), coshp = |1 — L7271 ( (I11.5)
where L? = p2/e? and Y = 1/X = (1—L~2)Y/2 are now regarded as complex parameters. Note that lim,_,o d?7/dp? =~
cosh p/sinh p diverges as 1/p. Along the real L?-axis, X is pure imaginary inside the segment 0 < L? < 1 (with
X =~ 44L for small L?), and real elsewhere. At large |L?|, the limits X — 1, coshp — (cosh7/|L|?> — 1) show that
the radial region 7 < 79, [coshy = |L|?] is forbidden. The minimal radial distance 7;,i, from the conifold apex (at
7 =0) to the 4-cycle apex (at p — pmin = 0),

1 dr |L2 —1lp

hmin—_ —ry 1 L21 1——,—7_._

(I11.6)

measures the extent to which ¥4 protrudes inside Cg. Inside the three contiguous intervals along the real axis of the
L2-plane this can be expressed by the formulas

Tmin = [cosh ' (=2L% + 1), 0, cosh™ " (2L% —1)], [L> <0, 0 < L? <1, L? > 1] (IT1.7)

which can be rewritten in a more familiar way using the elementary relationship, cosh™ A = In(A + vA2 —1). For
L? > 1: coshTpin = 207 — 1, sinh 7, = 2L(L% — 1)1/2. Inside the real axis segment 0 < L? < 1, we see that
Tmin = 0 saturates the lower bound, 7 > 0, and that its value elsewhere, Ty, = In(2|L|? — 1 4 2|L|(|L|? F 1)'/2),
grows as Tmin =~ 2In(|L|) at large |L?|. Note that 7, (L) is a regular function of the variable real L except for a
discontinuous derivative, dynin /dL ~ 2v/2L/(L? — 1)'/?, near L = 1, forecasting a possible cusp behaviour there.
The undeformed conifold limit ¢ — 0, 7 — oo must be taken at fixed r and fixed p. In the change of variable
7 — r, the residual dependence on € gets absorbed inside the product eL — p. The minimal distance to the conifold
apex sets at the conic radial variable value,
Bin = ()02 = el cosh nin = (15 = )|+ |ul?) = 21 (I1L.8)
With the definition of the conic radial variable r in Eq. (II1.2), the radial warping profile function reads h(7) — h(r) ~
(R/r)*. Our rescaled conic variable 7 coincides with the r of [42] while our h(r) = (4/9)h(#) is (4/9) times their h(r).
Having dealt with the algebraic properties of the 4-cycle embedding, we now focus on its geometrical properties.
The unwarped metric is evaluated by substituting the parameterization in Eq. (II1.1) into the defining formula [51],

. 10F 1 0%°F
82(06) =35 48(A3)

2 073
where the coefficient functions Fi(p), Faz(p) correspond to the single and double trace terms for the differential dWW
of the coordinates matrix W in Eq. (IL.1). To take advantage of the isometry group SO(3) = SU(2)/Zy ~ S3/Z5 of
the 4-cycle fixed-p sections, it is useful to trade the angular 1-forms da™ = (df, d¢, dv) for the left invariant 1-forms
b, [k =1,2,3] of SO(3), satisfying Maurer-Cartan relations, dh; = %eijkﬁj A hi. The resulting basis of left invariant
1-forms [42] is found to be given by the (angle dependent) linear combinations of angular differential forms day,,

Tr(dWTdWw) + —— = [Tr(WHdW)|* = (2F164 + 4F2waws)dwduw’, (IT1.9)

) . d
hy = (cos—d9 +sm5 sinf dg), hy = 2(—sin% do —l—cos% sinf do), hs = 2(77 +cosf do),

1 . .
[do = —§(cos§ hy +s1n§ hy), dp = (— sing hy —i—cos% ha), dy = hs —cot § (— s1n— hy +cos—( 1d)1.0)

2sinf

Note that our sign conventions for the w, in Eq. (II1.1) and for the above h; differ from those of [42] by the replacements
0 — —6 and ¢ — (;5 and w3 — —ws. One can now use the above relations to express the conifold metric as a diagonal
quadratic form in h; (up to cross terms dy(dp — ih3)) weighted by p-dependent functions,

1 A .
52(Ce) = F1|2(dxdx + dijdn cosh p) + =iy (h2 — B2 + (2dp?® + h? + h2 + 2h2) cosh p)
4



+dn(dp — ihs)ijsinh p + dij(dp + ihs)nsinh p + R |2, dx + (2 cosh pdij + 7, sinh p)(dp — ihs)|?],

10F e 23K(r) po 2 1 2

= — = —7(COShT — 3K73(7'))]

==L = ,
[F 2 0p? 2 Iy 2€2 sinh? 7

(ITL.11)

The factor of R = F5/F; in the last term inside brackets has the expected perfect square form. We rewrite for
convenience the expressions for the unwarped metric tensor components,

. - F . ~ Fy - . . 1,
Gpop = Gjghs = 7|WX|2A17 [gfllin’ g}}2}”l2] = Z|77x|2(3|:1 +Cp)s Gxx = F143, Gox = Yhax = §F177XSpA27
X - X
[A1 = Cp + 20 RS2, Ay = X +2[i,n R(1 + C, f), A3 =14 C, XX +2u, i R |1+ C, 3 2] (I11.12)
where we introduced the useful auxiliary functions A;, Az, As and the abbreviations, C, = cosh p, S, = sinhp. For
0 < L? < 1, X becomes complex and Ay pure imaginary. The restriction to ¥, at constant y removes the derivatives

dx, dn and reduces the metric to a diagonal quadratic form in the S? tangent vectors hi 23 with p-dependent
coefficients,

1 R R N R R R
d5*(Ce)ls, = M| Fa(7) (Y — h3 + (2dp + i + i + 2h3) cosh p) + R(7)(dp” + h3) sinh” p]

[y [*K (1) i Pio 2 Pi
= "26f/3[l(2(p)(dp2 + h2) + cosh? §h§ + sinh? §h§]’
2 12
) Ty |” sinh” p 2
[Ka2(p) = cosh(p) + 2|n|* sinh? (p) R(r) = coshp — ||€X|lSW(coshr - W)]' (II1.13)

One must not confuse the c-number frame vectors hy, = ﬁ?dam above with the corresponding differential 1-forms
hk = hk da™. These quantities admit similar decompositions on the angles differentials, h% da™, but satisfy different c-
number and wedge product composition laws, hyhs and h* AR!. The basis of derivative operators hy = O, = hg‘@/ aa™

is dual to the basis of 1-forms k¥, as made explicit by the expressions of components h%,, h}: in Egs. (A.5). In most
parts of the text we choose p as the independent radial variable. The transformation from 7 — p via the change
of variables in Egs. (IIL5) must then be accompanied by the substitutions, g,, — 72grr, 0, — 70., Det(y) —
72Det(v), [f = 01/dp]. More details on the formalism are provided in Appendix A 1.

B. Meson scalar modes from brane moduli fields

The bosonic brane action in Eq. (I1.14) depends on the moduli field x and its spacetime derivatives through the
bulk fields pull-back transforms. The induced metric on the brane

ds*(D7) = Yapde®de? =y datde” + Yppdp® + Ynon, hihj + 2(Vupdzdp + Y, dz™ b + Ypn,dphy), (111.14)

can be calculated from the bulk metric in Eq. (A.11) either using the definition, Yag = O XM9es XN gprn, or

substituting in ds?(Mig) = gundX™dX"N the decomposition of the spacetime coordinates differentials, dX™ =
YL (OXM/9¢™)de™ in ds?(Mig) = gundXMdXN. In the static gauge, £ = X, the induced metric acquires in
addition to the bulk metric restriction *ngB) = gap the extra part ang = Va3 — ”ygg comprising linear and quadratic

order terms in dy(z, p, he). The unwarped induced metric components 4,43 (distinguished by tilde symbols) are related
to the warped ones as, v = 23,0, Yua = BY*Yuas Yab = h'/?Fap. The general formulas for the induced metric
including the dependence on 1, = p, Y = p, /X and d,x, 9,x, On,Xx are given in Eqs. (A.14). We select from these
results the following formulas for the induced metric components along M, and radial direction of ¥4, that will be of
direct relevance to us in the applications,

Vo = Guv + 2F1h(T)A38#Xa,,)2, Yoo = Gpp + Fl[(ﬁxapXSpAQ +H.c)+ 2apX8p>_CA3]a

1
Vup = EFl(ﬁxﬁﬂxSpAg +20,xX0,xA3 + H. c.), [C, =coshp, S, =sinhp]. (II1.15)

The auxiliary functions A;, Ay, As were defined in Eq. (II1.12) and the terms linear in d,X, J,x originate from
the off-diagonal dpdx components of the conifold metric. The pull-back transforms to ¥, of the classical solutions



for the Kahler and potential 2-forms J, Bs and the complex field strength 3-form G3 are quoted in Eq. (A.18) of
Appendix A 2 where one can find complementary details on the formalism.

The determinant factor in the D7-brane action can be evaluated as a power expansion in field derivatives 0, n, X
using Eq. (A.15). Since the leading order part of the induced metric is diagonal, gog X gaadag, one can make use of
the simplified formula

D€t1/2 (g + Oé) 1 (07" 1 aaﬁaﬁﬂé 1 Qoo
Ly e LN~ Qepse 1 40 11116
Det1/2(g) 2 = Yaa 2 az,ﬁ Gaadpp 8 (Z Jaa ) ( ) ( )

o

We ignore momentarily the contributions from BS! and, instead of the general intricate formula up to O(9,, , 4, x)?
in Eq. (A.16), quote below the approximate expression retaining the dependence on 7, but neglecting contributions
of O(e/u) (relative to unity),

5(2 (D7) = —/W/d w/dphl A hg A hze?/—5(©) (1 + B |2T (Nx9pX + 1y OpX)
T2 T2

HRR)T, = ) OO+ T (T = 22 >8pxapx>,

[Ty = (14 C,)T, To = 8,T, Ts = C, + 20 [’ RS, T = (14 2|ny[*R(1 + C,)),

!
h= %6_2/31{(7)7 R= F2 1 2 coshr) = K(r)

2 B © 2e2sinh® 7 ( 3K3(T) 262K (1) sinh? 7’

sinh®p. |yl .
coshp) = g F1(1)Ts(p)sinh(p)]. (ITL.17)

(Ty -

— F2
Vip)=V-70 = 1—% sinh(2p)[ny |*(1 4 2R|ny |?

The radial integral measure, V (p) = (=5(®)/2  includes the contributions from the sub-determinants of the induced
metric along M, and 4. Only the real quadratic order terms |8, ,x|? are present while the complex terms (9, ,x)?
cancel out. The field components in the decompositions, x = ¢ + iga = |x|e!®, are thus associated to decoupled
degenerate modes in leading order of the derivatives expansion. (Note that the first and second terms in the combina-
tion (11 —T2/T5)|0,.,x|? originate from the determinant correction terms, dtaq g™ and psasag®®g°? in Eq. (I11.16),
respectively, and that the second term inside parentheses is missing in the results of [42].)

In the limit [p/e] >>1: Y =1/X =ny/py = (1—(L+x/e)" 3?2 — (1—(L)~2)"/2 ~ 1. The results prior to taking
the limit of large L* are obtained from Eq. (A.16) by replacing (T1 — T3 /T3) — (As — |A2[*S2/T3) in Eq. (IIL.17).
The correspondence between the auxiliary functions A; 2 3 in Eq. (II1.15) and the real functions T, T 2 3 is given by
Ay = Ts, Ay = T, A3 — Ty, Agsinhp — To. In order to describe accurately the off shell dependence on x(p) < u of
the fluctuation field derivative in the wave equation, d,x/ny =~ 9,x/(1t + x(p)), it is useful to retain the dependence
on x in 1my.

We are now in a position to discuss the D7-brane stability. The brane effective scalar potential is expected to vanish
at its minimum due to the preserved supersymmetry. This is verified upon combining the O((dx)®) contribution from
the scalar potential V(p) with the linear order (tadpole) term O(x) from integration by parts of the p-integral in
Eq. (ITI1.17), and expanding in powers of ¥,

V(o) =Volo) - (- + ) ()
Y 4
~ Vo(p) + (nl + %)%[2& Sp(Cp + 3RIp|?S2) — 9,(FES2(1 + 2R|u*(1 + C,)))] + O(x),  (IIL.18)

where Vo(p) = V(p)|y=0- The verification is easier in the singular conifold limit where the net effective potential
admits the expansion in powers of y,

(6) = 11 [/ =7 + /=305 ] = re? Vo(p) — (% + 50 Hot)

0 T:
lw+xI® 4P X | X8 =21 ’ 3
X

~ pre?|

showing explicitly how the linear order terms in V(p) oc |u|*/®x cancel out after integrating by parts the O(x) source

term. Since the finite term V{) can always be removed through a constant shift of the action, the net brane potential
of O(x?) is minimized at the stable vacuum (on shell) value for constant x(p) = 0. Whether the cancellation still
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holds upon switching on the background 2-form field B! is verified by combining the Born-Infeld and Chern-Simons
actions and replacing the metric determinant 4(°) — §, as detailed in Appendix A 2,

Vo(p) + Vo (p) = prle? /=G — —04 A BY (V=4O +e ~F f(T)) ) — P Af((j )] = p7e®Vo(p). (I11.20)

We now return to the diagonal terms in the reduced D7-brane action in Eq. (III.17) and express the quadratic
order in |dx| in terms of the effective brane inverse metric components G**, G*?,
5Sg) (D7) = —M7/d4$/dpiL1 A ]All A ]A7,36¢V0(p)(G‘uUaHX6u)Z + Gppapxap)Z),

2P 24 | Ay[282
)~ 200 Ay = (4 - 2
I |? Iy [2T5 Ay

[GH = G Q(p) = §" Fy(p)h(T)A(p), GPP = )]. (II1.21)

The Kaluza-Klein decomposition of the complex moduli field

X(©) =Y x"™ (@)t rw, ZX ™ (z)e* T fo, () B, L (@), (I11.22)

m

introduces mode fields ™) (z) in My, labelled by the radial and angular excitation indices k,,, whose wave functions
U (p, @), [a= (0, ¢, v)] are linear combinations with radial coefficient functions f,, ;(p) of the S* = SO(4)/SO(3)
scalar harmonic functions ®, . (a) ~ %12,%2(04), =5=0,1/2,..., (my, my) €[4, -, ]]]

Substituting the decomposmon in Eq. (I11.22) into the perturbed action in Eq. (I11.21) yields a coupled system of
second order differential equations of Sturm-Liouville type for the radial wave functions fy, ;(p). We shall restrict our

study to the (angle independent) singlet modes described by radial wave functions fi,(p) = fm,j=0(p). The volume
integral over the compact base [ hi A hy A hs = 6472 can then be absorbed into the overall constant factor including
the brane tension, C' = 647%u7. One convenient way to derive the wave equations is by adding and subtracting the
diagonal terms w2,0,,, S0 as to separate the quadratic order action for the x (™) (x) into kinetic and mass terms and
on-shell constraint terms,

s om0 =C [ adpet /T 3 @ AIQUNTE =

HQPwbn + ﬁfw@p)}x Ve o)
[Q(p) = Fi(p)h(T)A(p), G = G/ -7 = LFZ(O)P@), Py =20 2 g2 (I11.23)

|77x Ts ’

The classical field B§' can be included at this stage by simply replacing A(p) — [A3 — (|A25,|?/(A1Rs))], as explained
near Egs. (A.24) or (A.27) in Appendix A 2. The rescaled fields x (™ (z) — x ™) (z)/+/C with canonical kinetic actions,

653 = [d*ax(™ (x)(Vi—w2,)x™ (z), are associated to orthonormal modes of squared masses w2, and wave functions
fm(p) satisfying the wave equations and normalization conditions,

0=v-30(Q(p)w?, + 7%3;39(%)%(;)) = g(%(,i)wm - éapgap)fm(p),

[ / AN =TOQ(0) £1,(0) fo (9) = b (111.24)

One could have reached the above results also by requiring the stationary condition Sz (D7)/0x\™) = 0, subject
to the mass shell constraint, V3 — w2,. The wave equation can be transformed via the wave function rescaling
fm = fm/GY?(p) to the Schrodinger type form

= w2 9 1/2\n
(0 = Vers)fm(p) =0, [Veps =G1 — "&Lp,f”) =G - %, G = (ggl—/ﬁ P(p) = %InxlzGPP,
13352, o A
= o Qo) = L300, Q) - 211/3 (NI (1L.25)

where the prime denotes the 9/0p derivative and the normalization integral for wave functions is changed to,
J dp/ =7 (Q(p)/G) f1(0) fumr(p) = Omms. The dimensionless effective potential V.;; depends on the ratio pa-
rameter L = N/E and the rescaled masses @2, = ¢ 4/3(g;Ma')?w?,. Note the naive energy dimensions, [f,(p)] =
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E=3/2 [fm(p)] = E°, [u] =[] = E~2/3 and the fact that A(p) cancels out in the mass dependent term, w2,Q(p)V (p)/G
w2 F1h|n|?T3/2, but not in the term G.

The discrete mass spectrum for the ground state and radially excited modes is evaluated by applying the semi-
classical Bohr-Sommerfeld quantization rule,

1 5W PO
(n—5+—)m= / dp(—Ves (D)2, [n=1,2,-+, Vers(p0) = 0, prmin = 0] (11.26)
Pmin
with corresponding wave functions in the inner well region before the turning point pg of form
~ C T Po
m(0) = oy oy (g dp' (~Verr (0)'?). 11127
Fnlo) = o g+ [ Ve o)) (m.27)

The barrier parameter dy in the phase integral is set to 0 if the potential slopes at the turning point near threshold
pmin = 0 and to 1 if the potential is finite there which amounts to impose a hard wall forcing the wave function
to vanish at the origin. At large p, the two terms in the effective potential V. vanish exponentially. Near the
origin p = pmin = 0, the second (mass dependent) term is regular but the first (mass independent) term diverges
as G — —ﬁ. The quantization rule in Eq. (II1.26) is thus invalidated due to the divergent contribution to the

phase integral near the origin diverges, fpm_n dp(=Ver(p)Y? = 1/(4pmin)- The divergence is still present if one used

7 as the independent radial variable [36] in place of p. Analyzing the limit in the case L? > 1, in terms of the
limited expansions in powers of T — T,,;n, one finds that the contribution to the phase integral near the origin diverges
logarithmically,

dr 1 L/2
p=2elr =t} 5 g = (= Tmin) 5 60 = oy O T oA
dT 1/2 / 1 1
_ _ d — —n(r = Toin). 111.28
Tmin dT/dp( gl) Tmin T4(T - Tmin) 4 n(T ! ) ( )

Since the divergence is mode independent, one could consider the artificial cure of imposing an infrared cutoff p > pf.
However, the natural way to remove the singularity is by choosing an appropriate boundary condition on the radial
wave functions. Proceeding along same lines as the modified semi-classical approach of [63, 64]. we are led to consider
the wave function rescaling and change of radial variable, fm = (p/G)Y2fm, p = €Y, [y € (—o0, )] transforming
Eq. (II1.25) to the equivalent wave equation,

W), Gi=0G + L] (I11.29)

4p?
where the modified effective potential W, is everywhere regular, thanks to the shift transformation G; — G; with
G1(0) = 0. (For the sake of completeness, we note the alternative choice for the radial variable made in [47] ¥ = e —1.
We also mention the similar kind of singular wave equation encountered in the analysis of scalar glueballs in [62], where
taking advantage of the supersymmetric type structure of the wave operator as a product of first order operators,
Q1Q2w = m?w, the authors replaced the initial wave equation by the regular one, Q210 = m2d, retaining the same
mass spectrum.) Substituting the power expansion near p — 0 of the wave function f,, into the wave equation,

N 1 ~
0=e"20] = Weps) fm, [Weps = vl Werp = p*(G1 —wp,

0= (65 — Vep ) fom = (35 + %pQ)(Pl/Qfm)a [fin = fiVG = pY2 o = p"/? (20 + x1p + 22p% + - - )] (I1L.30)

requires imposing x1 = 0 while leaving zo, x2 arbitrary. It follows that f,,(0) # 0, 9, f(0) = 0 are allowed boundary
conditions at the origin. The quantization rule for the modified wave equation in Eq. (IT1.29),

=5+ 0m = [ g )72 = [ g o) sl =0, = 1,220
- 1 Q(p) QULVo(p) 1y G

=G — wfnT, G = 2| (IT1.31)

Vers(p) = T3) W
ff(p) (gl + 4p2) W Gre %(P)
is seen to take the standard form when expressed in terms of the auxiliary potential, V, t1(p) = Weps(y)/p?. We can

then compute the mass spectra by applying the standard numerical procedure [65], used in our earlier work [49], to
the modified potential Vs ;(p) and evaluate the rescaled wave functions using
A Cm

fmlp) = pY AR sin( +/p dp' (=Vers (PDV?)s Vers = —52). (I11.32)
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We now examine the couplings for scalar modes x(" (z) inferred fron expansion of the action in powers of y of the
overall factor in the effective potential

Vers(p) = Vo(p)lp + xI* = Valp) (1 + (2x/p+ (x/p)* + H. ) +4x/pl* + - - [%(p)=%1’125p141(p01]11-33)

This is seen to contribute mass terms to the meson modes, replacing in the wave equation, &% — w;g = @2 -
4/(IL1Q(p), [Qp) = 273K (r)I(1)(As — |A2S,|>/A1)]. The correction to the squared mass parameter has a
negative sign and is sizeable at small L where Q(p) — 0 at large p. The kinetic energy term in Eq. (IIL.23) produces
couplings of meson modes to massive gravitons. These are derived by substituting g, — §u. + huw and decomposing

the graviton field into modes hfﬁf) (x),

1 m 213/6,/3¢-2/3 1 WV 2027m)3n3, R3
h,uu(X):—)\22thfw)(:zr)Rm(7')<I>m(®), [Ny = , _ VW 20@7) nw |

gsMa' Iy 7 Ao M, M,
nw = Lg Ty = ([ dr K§ (i) B! B.(t)?, Ry, = (]; =175 (111.34)
in same notations as [53]. Starting from the kinetic action,
385 (D7) = /M d*z / dpW () (3" — )8, x D, x,
4
W) = V(@) = L Eonr)s, 1A, € = Cet = banurg, = L% (11L.35)

and expanding the factor |u,|* in powers of x, as detailed in Eq. (II1.33), yields interactions for graviton modes

coupled to canonically normalized mesons mode fields, (™) — (™ /([ dpWo fﬁl)l/ 2. represented by operators of
dimensions 4, 5, 6,

S fn(p) Bp(T)
Hx:m,n(f deOfmz)l/2

~ v m m N v m n
SS(DT) = +/M d4x(—g“ Aux ™10, x ™ () + \/—Aih(p”‘ ()0, ™10, X >(x)/deo(p)

2

fmfnfl(p)Rp(T) )
Hm:m,nl fde f£)1/2

AW, 6,
F2h(T)S,(T\Ts — T2), Wy = MO Wy = u20]

+RP (2)9,x ™10, x ™ () (x) / dpWi(p)
C
8

Wo = (I11.36)

The kinetic energy term in Eq. (IT11.35) for the D7-brane action also contributes self couplings for the x (™ (x)
represented by operators of dimension 5

f dpWh fm [ S
[amimn (] dpWof2)H /2

05} 5(DT) = — /M d*zg" 0, x ™10, X" (2)x P (x) (IIL.37)

where W1 is specified in Eq. (IT1.36). Substituting y — x(" in the radial derivative part of the D7-brane action,

SSEMUDT = [ ate [ dpS (oo,
My

_ C'luxl® 0 2 X2
[S(p)— 1 Flst( ) S0|1+—| =50 +(M+H. C.)Sl+|;| SQ] (11138)

yields, via the factor |u,|?, local self couplings represented by operators of dimensions 2, 3,4,

)
58} 5(DT) = = / d*zx ™" (x) / dp[So(p)9p f1,0p fn + (X pf) S1(0)0pf10pfufs + H. c.)
+x ) (:v)x(q”(w)i—ﬁg)apfmapfnfpfq*], (I11.39)

where we absorbed the normalization factors inside the wave functions by substituting, f, /([ dpWo Y2 = fo.
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C. Meson modes from D7-brane gauge sector

We here examine the mesons modes descending from the D7-brane gauge connection 1-form field, A = A,d{~. We
shall include from the outset the 2-form classical field B; inside the brane effective metric tensor, ¢gog = Vap +e~ ¢/ 2]-"35.
The contributions from the Born-Infeld and Chern-Simons parts in the Einstein frame action

1
Sp(D7) = ur / d¥¢[—e?Dett?(— (v 4+ e /2 F)) 4+ (Cs + Cs A F + 5CaA F3), (I11.40)

depend on the 2-form combination of the gauge field strength F' = dA and NSNS sector By potential, F = B+ F, F =
dA, and the RR sector Cg g 4-form potentials [66]. In the present classical background solution, Cy is absent, Cg
vanishes identically, F7 = dCs = *10F3 — C4 A Hs = 0 [34], and C4 takes the simple form

Cu(r) = /07' dr' Fs(7') = [4e73/3 (g, M o/)? /T dr' (1(7") /(K (1) sinh(7'))?)] " tvol (My) = vol (My)/h(7){II1.41)

0

The determinant of the matrix g separates into two factors associated to the two diagonal blocks in the M, and X4
vector spaces,

Det*?(—(y + e ?2F)) = Det'/?(—q)apDet*/*(1 + e */2¢*F Fp,)

= DetY?(=3) Det*?(3 + e ?2h=Y2B),y, Det'/?(1 + e~ ?q 1 F) 0,

[Q,uu = h_1/2:ﬂw + 8_¢/23m/7 ab = hl/z:}/ab + Fabs

Det'/?(=q)as = Det' /(=) Det2(@)ay = /-3 (Det2(3) + e~ h~ (1) Pf(B))w]  (I1L42)

where we have ignored in the final line entry above the components B,,,, along M. The expansions of the determinant

Det1/2(1 + e_¢/2q_1F) and exponentional factor e in powers of F yields the 4-d gauge action of quadratic order in
F

. . - 1 1 1
5SP(D7) = py / d*z Adp A hy A by A hg[—/—G(e? — ZTr(q—qu—lF) + g(Tr(q—lF))?) + 5Ca N F ATHL43)
The Kaluza-Klein ansatz for the gauge connection components, Ay (X) = (A, Aa) = (Au, A, Ar),

Z a m) am J )(I)j (O‘)v p,k] Z a[p k gm i )(I){pﬁk] (a)a (111-44)

introduces fields in My belonging to a single tower of vector modes and three towers of scalar (gauge invariant) modes
[aﬁm)(x), af,m)(x), a,im)( )]. The wave functions are given by linear combinations of radial functions [am, ;(p), gm,;(p)]
times scalar and vector harmonics ®/(a), @i (a) of the compact base manifold S3/Z5. Upon removing the classical
part —u7 [ d*xy/—Ge? and using the relations, ¢*” = h/2ghv, q°r = h=Y2grP, \/—q = /=4, the reduced action for

vector modes a&m) in Lorentz gauge (?#a(m)“ = 0 becomes

7 7 7 1
55 (0,) = +17 /d4x/d”h1 N b A hse?V=4(0" Foy0" Fro = 5(4°° Foa)?)
_% /d4:v / dphy A by A hse® /_q[gu@APh(T)auA)ﬁuAp + 3G 0,A,0,A,]. (IIL.45)

Selecting in Eq. (II1.44) only the singlet modes A, — aﬁm)(x)am(p) of squared masses @421 — w2, and separating the

terms in the sum over modes into kinetic and on-shell constraint parts (by subtracting and adding the mass terms
w%|a§tm)|2) yields
552 (ay / e [ doy/ g o™ el (0 (7) (T - 2

1
+(h(r)wp, + ﬁapqpp V=30,)1a5 (z)am (p), [C = 6477 = FW?]' (II1.46)

One can now deduce by inspection the equations for the modes wave functions and their normalization conditions,

w? 2
Wil [*Q@p) | 1 9pGa0plam(p) = [L om L2K (1)I()Rs + i‘91991160]"7”(9)’

0=I 2P(p)  CGa 24/3 Ga
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250p 25.pp
W2 = (g Ma)) %02, Q= h(r), Plp) = LT I T
2 2Rs

q 11
Vi Re = YL 5 = ORI [ AoV =iQal o () = ] (1L47)

where only the first term involving the mass parameter w,, depends on the classical field B§!, unlike the second

term, Ga(p) = vV—343"" = v—37"°, as inferred from Eq. (A.23). The wave functions rescaling am(p) = @m(p)/Ga’>
transforms the wave equations to the Schrédinger form, (85 — Ves)am(p) =0,
“nfls ;12 (62" ()"
= Gon =~z LMK (M) A1 (p), [Gan = W](.IIIAS)

Qw

Ve(fj( )= =Ga1 — |77x|

2Pm

The dimensionless effective potential Ve(;}) is formally similar to that of xy modes in Eq. (I11.25) but with different
auxiliary functions Q(p), P(p). The mass independent contribution again diverges near the origin, G, ~ 1/p, Ga1 ~
—1/(4p?), so the semi-classical method must be modified by changing the independent variable p — y = Inp and
the wave functions a,,(p) — (p/Ga)/?am(p), as in Eq. (I11.29). One can then evaluate the masses by applying the
familiar quantization rule to the modified effective potential, similarly to Eq. (I11.31),

m 1 5 1
Ve(ff)( ) = (gal‘i‘_)_wfn%iﬁ) =Ga1 — an( é:/_ [gal Ga1 + 4p 2]

4,2
The coupling of gravitons to pairs of brane modes can be obtained by substituting in Eq. (II1.45) for the reduced

(I11.49)

action the decomposition on singlet modes, a&m), [a&m)k“ = 0]. The resulting 4-d effective gravitational action is
given in same notations as Eq. (I11.34) by

@) _ 4k ba (M) AA(n) WA J dpV (p)Rsh(r)a},an(p)Ry(7)
ISEADT) = + [ Xl WO Ora 00, Wy = 5o P

We consider next the components of the gauge field 1-form A = A,d{* = A, dx" + A,dp + A;, R along the radial
and angular directions of the tangent space of ¥4 in My x ¥4 and settle again to the static gauge Note that these

are linearly related to the tangent frame vielbeins components, A = Aze? + Age® = AsnPdp + Aknkhk da™
A, = AP, Ay = Aekn , Ay = Akhfn. Substituting the decomposition for the field strength 2-form F' = dA =
1F,pd&> NdEP,

. (IIL50)

1 y S R
F = S Fyuda” A da + Fyudp A da’ + Fpdp N h* + 5th’“ AR,

1
[FVM = 26[,,14#], Fo = 28[pAV], Fp]; = 26[pAk], F;= 2(9[1;14[] + gemklAn%] (II1.51)
yields the diagonal form for the reduced action,
5S(B2)2(D7) _ 2 /d8§6¢ /_ ququpF2 + quuqkkFQ + q qppF2 + qllqmmF2 + qllqmm] (11152)

We consider the U(1) theory in the gauge A; = 0, substitute the Kaluza-Klein decompositions of the fields A; in
Eq. (II1.51) analogous to those in Eqs. (II1.44) and restrict again to the (purely radial) singlet modes A;(p), hence
ignoring angular derivatives. The contributions to the reduced D7-brane action from the symmetric part of the metric
tensor ¢(*?) in Eq. (I11.43) takes the diagonal quadratic form,
C 1 1
5S2,(D7) = -5 / d*adpl/—a(q" ¢ 0, A;0,A; + "7 q"0,A,0,A; + = q”qmmA2 )+ ( )Aka,,A,;K,III.E)i%)
’ T

where the third term inside parentheses is summed over cyclic permutations of the indices (lAc, [ , M) running over the
basis [3,1,2]. The Chern-Simons contribution in the last term above is expressed through integration by parts (and
neglect of boundary contributions) by the effective mass term, —(C/ 4)8p(h’1(7'))A%. After integration by parts and
substitution of the expression for the inverse effective metric tensor, one finds the action for singlet fields,

C Vo
551(927)2(D7) = —5/d4wdpgk[ WA WVid; - A A,;@,,QMPA,;
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Af +

i1 ey L g2, g - Y Vi
TG I, (g2 & 2gkh(T)ap(A,;)], G h(T)(nﬁan%,R _ﬁ]. (I11.54)

The wave functions of singlet modes a; . (p) satisfy the wave equations

=i 4 _ V=4 dph (1) o\
G gk|nk|2RS+gkagka h(T)QkR%(n[nmPJr 206k Oplti m
~ ];j 71
— LB QRs + 20,010, - 2(Lyp 10 1o = mr)wy?) (11L55)

gk , 5 ninm 2gk

where the summation over cyclic indices k, I, 7 in the third term inside the brackets yield —(77f377iC / (ninm))z, for the
modes as . The rescaled wave functions a;, . = a;, mg,i/ 2 satisfy the Schrédinger type wave equations,

‘ 1 onm 5 Dp(h7Y) (9,%)"
02—V, m =0, VI = —Qu2,Rs + G + 5(- -2 . Gra = : 111.56
( )iy [ s+ Gk 2(%%) 2%, k1 e ] (I11.56)

The singularity near p = 0 in Vess(p) from Gy 1 is again removed by the changes of variable and wave functions,

p=¢eY, a;, = (p/Gr)'/?a; , . The resulting Schrédinger wave equation with the regular effective potential Weyy(y) =

% + eV, ¢ and the quantization rule for the modes potential V. rs and masses w2,

ol Lo p(hH(D) 1
92— W, m=0 Vi ==L = QU2 Rs+Guy + 5(-m)? — 2 , Ok1 = Gr1 + 5,
( b1 Vers =—5 Quy Rs + Gk 2(%%) G, =Gt p
vo 1/2 Po Ok 1/2 Ok Wfff 1
(n— 1/2+5W/4)7T:/ dy(— Weff( ) —/0 dp(=Ves5(p)) Verr = 2 4p Veff] (IIL.57)

are derived in a similar fashion as Eq. (II1.29).

We turn finally to the contributions from the antisymmetric part of the effective metric of quadratic order in
¢1*Pl = h=1/2(7)gl*f) and linear order ¢l*?lg(®®)  given in the notations of Eq. (A.23) by §l*?! = (B=1)45/Ra, §% =
(7)*% /Rs. Retaining for simplicity the leading contributions at large p which are included in the metric components,
gleh21 glhihsl adds the following part to the reduced action,

2p hsp hlthshz)

~ —%/d4x/dp\/—(jq[p%]qugﬁl]AkapAk, (IT1.58)

where the second entry is obtained by restricting to the singlet modes.

5555(D7) = —u / &6/ —qet Pl (R, L 4 Fy F o+ F

D. Properties of meson modes
1. Parameter space

The data needed to evaluate the properties of meson modes consists of three sets of inputs: (1) the string theory
and internal manifold volume parameters, gs, o/ = 1/m? and Vi = (2nLw)'/%, (2) the Klebanov-Strassler throat
parameters €, p, associated to the confinement scale and the quarks bare masses of the dual gauge theory, Ajy. ~ €2/3 /o
and mg ~ w23 /o’ and (3) the throat ultraviolet cutoff 7,,. To ease the contact with phenomenology, we trade m;
for the Planck mass M, and e for the mass hierarchy warping factor w = meys¢/M, = wsms/M,, using the relations

21/3a gsM 1/2 Ws
me = ( 1/8 M l m s %0 Is )3/4(U}V1/3)3/2 _ (21/3a0/ gsM)3/4(m)3/27 (11159)
where the dependence of € on the compactification manifold Xg in string units, V = €% = Vi /I® = (L /1,)S,

results from our definition for the warping factor [49], ws = e“h~1/%(0). (Note that the power index change from
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V=1/4 5 Y1/2 upon going from w, — w.) The dimensionless mesons masses W,,, depending on the parameters ratio
L

)

G = €23 M Yo = p? (g M/ )L 2oy = (9, M) 2V 0wy /(21 00y Mow), (L = /e~ (52)f(BL60)

are defined with the same rescaling as for glueball masses E,,.

The complex fields x and A; + A5 belong to chiral supermultiplets of A" = 1 supersymmetry and the real fields
A, and Az to vector supermultiplets. The components in each supermultiplet have equal masses but not necessarily
same radial wave functions [41]. The gravity-gauge holographic correspondence between bulk and boundary theories
in AdS; and My, spacetimes relates the mass w of normalizable modes to the scaling dimensions A of operators of
same spin s and quantum numbers) by w? = (A —s)(A —d+s). For bulk spacetimes asymptotic to AdSy x X109_4, one
can use the asymptotic expansions near the boundary for the non-normalizable (NN) and normalizable (N) classical
fields of fixed mass,

2
0B, o(x,7) ~ 1 (ennT> "4+ enr™), [(—2)1/3f ~ /3 ~ [3/2eP/3) (IT1.61)

€
to determine the scaling dimensions A from the radial profiles and hence identify the structure of the dual gauge theory
composite operators in the quark superfields. The following table shows the correspondence between the superspace
6, 6 components of vector and chiral bilinear quark operators and the asymptotic radial wave functions @, s(z,r) of

(m)

the modes Aém) and Aﬁm) part of the same vector supermultiplet and the modes Ai 5 and x(™ part of the same

chiral supermultiplet.

Operator O |OY: = ¢70.q — 70,4 OYogo = a'a—i'q (QQ)go0 (QQ)e
A, s 3.1 2.0 3/2,0 5/2,0
AdS Field A# Ag (Ai’ Aﬁ) X
lim, o0 6Pa s(x,7)| ennt® +enr™2  |eynr 2 +enr2Inr ennT "2 4 enrT32 e nr3/2 + onrT5/2

The independent (non-normalizable and normalizable) solutions for the classical bulk fields perturbations 6®,, s(z, r) =
(r‘3/ 2y, Aq, A,)(z,r) have asymptotic series expansions at large radial distances 3/2 /i >> 1 whose leading terms
are assigned the constant coefficients cyn, cny. The correspondence to the gauge field theory bare action associates
enn to the source perturbation, 6L = cynOa s(z), and cy to the perturbed operator VEV, ¢x ~< Oa s >. (Note
that the radial variable rescaling factor for x is necessary to transform it to a canonically normalized field and that
the components cyy and ¢y are leading and subleading for x, Az, A, with the reverse holding for A;>.) The fields

Aém) and A,(Lm) are part of a vector supermultiplet whose dual counterpart is the flavor U(Ny) current superfield

operator, OV = QTeVQ — Qe VQ, [Q =g+ 01, + 62 F,]. Since current conservation entails non-renormalization (or
vanishing anomalous dimension), one is led to assign the unperturbed scaling dimension, A(OXOEO) = 2. The chiral
operators are renormalized with their dimensions determined from the superconformal symmetry by the additive rule,

A(Q™)go = 3n/4. The fields Ag’g) and x("™) thus correspond to the superspace components of the chiral superfield
operator 0Q, [A(QQ)g = 3/2).

In order to gather existing information on the supergravity parameter i, we consider first the possibility [36] that
the mesons in the flavoured Klebanov-Strassler background correspond to the ¢ — ¢ quarkonia of QCD. To pursue
with this comparison one must specify the matrix p in the quarks flavour space of dimension Ny. We specialize
to the simplified case of an U(1)"¢ group for which L = /e is a diagonal matrix with entries related to the bare
quark masses and the dynamical scale as, L; = p;/e = (771@13//&-“]\/]0)3/2 ~ (mg/Nir)3/?, assuming equality of the
dynamical scales for the pure and flavoured gauge theories. The extension to a non-Abelian flavour symmetry group
involves tools whose implementation exceeds the scope of the present study [74, 75]. The lattice simulations of 3-
flavour QCD using chiral perturbation theory assign the following values to the up, down and strange quark masses,
Mg = (Mmy +mq)/2 = (3.39 £ 0.04) MeV, ms = (92.09 £ 0.7) MeV for the (renormalization scheme dependent)
scale A = 200 MeV. The experimental data for heavy flavour quarkonia set the charm and bottom quarks masses at
me = (1.280 £ 0.025) GeV, my, = (4.18 £ 0.03) GeV. The resulting values for L, for the two choices A =200 — 770
MeV, utilized in lattice simulations and holographic quark models, are displayed in the following table. Note that the
estimates for L; in the two line entries differ by a constant rescaling factor.

A (MeV)| Ly L, L. L
200 [221x 1073 0.312] 162 955
770 | 3.4 %107 0.0413|| 2.14 126




17

We postpone a further discussion of this application to Subsection (III D 2) below and proceed now to the cosmolog-
ical type constraints on the parameter . The analyses [69, 70] of the inflation model of KKLT [68] are concerned with
the slow-roll of a D3-brane in Klebanov-Strassler throat attracted to a D3-brane located near the warped deformed
conifold tip. The potential energy arises from three sources: (1) The superpotentials Wiy, (S) and Wy, (p) from
the [F3 ~ M, [Hs; ~ —K fluxes [50, 77, 78] and the non-perturbative Euclidean £3-branes (ny = 1) or gaugino
condensation on ny D7-branes, necessary to stabilize the axio-dilaton and deformed conifold complex structure and
Kahler volume moduli 7, S, p. (2) The D3 — D3-branes attractive Coulomb potential Ve o (3) The Nz D3-branes
potential energy V(D3) = 2¢44(") 13 necessary to produce a de Sitter metastable vacuum with spontaneously broken
supersymmetry. We quote for definiteness schematic expressions for these three contributions

M A3 K
72 uv . ng —a
Wit (S) = EMIS (5o (In =g 4 1)+ i), Wap(p) = Aof /"7 (wa)e ™,
4 wR _ 54/3
oul = 2N pzw* (1 — — (—=)* D3) ~ I11.62
Veout p3w”( 9N( " )%, V(D3) (g 02’ (I11.62)

but refrain from quoting the Kahler potentials for the moduli superfields [76] which are significant inputs in this
problem [69, 70]. The D3-branes play a critical role regarding the supersymmetry breaking mechanism and the adverse
possibility that their back-reaction on the metric and 3-form fluxes produces non-physical singularities. Favourable
answers to both issues were reported in the extensive literature on this subject. Firstly, it appears that the de Sitter
uplifting can be described in terms a linear realizations of a (global or local) supersymmetry coupled to a nilpotent
superfield [72]. Secondly, it seems that a proper account of the constraints from warping and off-shell effects on the
scalar potential of the modulus S can remove singularities [73].

There are two possible (angular and radial) inflation scenarios depending on whether the D3-brane moves along
an angle direction of the S® at the conifold tip or along the radial 7 direction. Both were analyzed for ny D7-
branes embedded in Kuperstein 4-cycle f(w) = ws/p — 1 and in Ouyang 4-cycle [33], f(w) = z4/u — 1 = (—ws +
iwg)/p — 1. For angular inflation, the condition that the D3-brane mass term from compactification effects [79],

MZomp =~ w28 /(gsMa'), is dominated by the mass term from moduli stabilization m?, ;;, yields the bound on 4 [80]
my, = we/(unrgsMa') >>m?2,, = Lng = pns/e << w25 (II1.63)

The alternative analysis using the large volume limit %(p) >> 1 [81] finds a comparable bound for both Ouyang and
Kuperstein embeddings, nsL = nsu/e << (goMc/ /e4/3)2/3 ~ w3 */? (setting for convenience w032 — w~1/3),

The status of the radial inflation scenario is inconclusive due to insufficient cancellations in the radial scalar potential
V(D3 — D3) to guarantee slow-roll. An independent information on p can still be inferred from the annihilation of D3-
branes with 3-fluxes [82] in the adverse case where this process occurs before the D3-branes tunneling to a metastable
supersymmetry breaking vacuum. The condition that moduli stabilization dominates over brane-flux contributions
sets the upper bound [83], In(u/Va/) << 2VV/3/(3M)(€%/3 /v o).

Useful constraints on p are provided by the holographic gauge mediation model [42] in which the deformed non-
supersymmetric Klebanov-Strassler background (in the large radius limit) is used as a hidden sector with a sponta-
neously broken supersymmetry set by the scale parameter S [84]. The observable sector is the grand unified SU(5)
gauge theory on a ny D7-brane stack (n; = 5) localized near the ultraviolet boundary of the throat. The massive
gauginos of D7-branes in the throat with broken supersymmetry mediate soft contributions to other brane modes via
their coupling with pairs of messenger meson modes (™ ~ QO,,Q. The bound on the gauginos mass for low energy
supersymmetry breaking, where a(A,,) is the ny D7-brane running gauge coupling constant at the scale A, ~ u%/3/a/,
yields the condition [42]

’

Sa’? Sa’3
~ 10" x % x 1072 > 0(100) GeV = 2%

112

a(A)ny Sa' 1
dr - p? (4dmgsN)Y/2

my =~

> O(1) TeV, (IIL64)

which translates in the case of an intermediate scale breaking of supersymmetry, S/4 ~ 10° GeV, into the conditions
on y and L,

1011 GeV
p?? < —
mS

v ( S )3/2'
(w5 (1gs M)1/2)3/2 1036 GeVa

— L="% <0722 (I1L.65)
€
The scale evolution towards the ultraviolet of the ny D7-brane running gauge coupling in this model [42] provides

an additional constraint on . As the floating energy scale exceeds the mesons mass, A > A, ~ u?/3/a/, a(A) picks up
positive logarithmic contributions from 1-loops of virtual pairs of messengers that could produce a Landau pole (LP)
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a(A) — oo invalidating the model. The flow of 2:(A) = 27/« (A) towards the ultraviolet is expected to proceed through
pairs of self-similar Seiberg dualities of the Klebanow-Witten gauge theory, SU(N) — SU(N + M) — SU(N +2M)
in steps 0t = d1ln Q = 27 /(39 M)dk, [t = In Q] with the D7-brane gauge theory beta function Sy (z) = —3kM/2, [k €
Z,]. The integrated increase of the SU(N) gauge group rank from N, = k,M — Ny, = kyM induces the growth
of the SU(ny) gauge theory coupling constant,

Fuy
Az =2m(a” (Aw) —a ' (A) = =) bt = _%(kiv —kp) = (a7 (A) — a7 (M) é(’ffw {IEL§6)
k“ S S

For an initial coupling constant at the GUT value, o(A,) >~ 1/25, the Landau pole a(Azp) >~ oo occurs at 1/a(A,) ~
(k% p — kﬁ)/(élgs), corresponding (for gs ~ 1/4) to krp < 5. The resulting upper bound on the ratio of mass scales
(for 87/3M ~ 1),

Arp 2m S8ra~t(A,) 25 _
Mol A=t p—t, = — (kpp — k) = e ) 20 Ay /ALp < e ~ 10THL
"A, Lp =t 3gsM( e = k) 3M(kop + kn)  kip 25 = Au/hip=e 0THL6T)

implies a problematic narrow window of scales from A, — A,,. For the values w, ~ 1074, A, = u2/3m§, App =

ms: Ay/ALp <1072 = L < 10’3w5_3/2/V1/4. As discussed in [42], one can widen this bound via the conifold
orbifolding. For the orbifold Cs/Zg, the flux parameter gets reduced, M — M/Q, hence By — Bi/Q, but the scale
evolution 0t/6k = 27/(3gsM) is unaffected. The modified bound for @ = 5 reads, 1/a(A,,) ~ (k7 p —k2)/(49,Q) =
AM/ALP < e 9@ ~ 10710,

We conclude from the above comparisons that the conditions on L = p/e favour values L = O(1) in hadronic physics
applications and larger values L > O(10?) in particle physics applications which feature a sensitive dependence on
the string theory and compactification parameters o, €, V.

2. Mass spectra of scalar and vector mesons

Our applications were all developed within the semi-classical approach using ‘Mathematica’ numerical tools. The
predictions for the mass spectra of the radial excitations of scalar and vector mesons are listed in Table I and displayed
as a function of real L = VL2 € [0, 100] in Fig. 1. Tt is clearly seen that scalar modes are significantly lighter than
vector modes. The masses are nearly constant for L € (0,1) with a weak inflection point at L = 1 and a slow growth
until L = O(10) beyond which they follow the asymptotic power law regimes @; ~ (0.8 — 0.6) L?/3 for scalars and
wr ~ (1. — 0.7) L?/3 for vectors. The masses grow with the radial quantum number as @, x n, as expected for low
curvature throats and previous results for N' = 2 backgrounds [20]. This contrasts with the growth law @y, o nl/?
in strongly coupled gauge theories [85] and the mixed law &, ~ (a + bn) in analyses for multidimensional fields
spaces [62, 86, 87, 91]. The mass ratios [W2/d1, @3/w1] are approximately independent of L, ranging inside [2, 3] for
scalars and [1.7,2.4] for vectors.

The mass gap, defined as the ratio of the mesons mass wyes =~ u2/3m?2/(gsM) (at L >> 1) to the open string mass
(in flat spacetime) mq ~ p?/3T(F1) ~ p?/3/(21a’), sets typically at wmes/mg ~ 1/(gsM). Note this is smaller than
the ratio in the undeformed conifold case [35], Mpes ~ mq/+/gsN. If one used instead the Fl-string tension near
the conifold apex, T(F1) ~ wsm2V~1/3, a substantially larger mass gap wold result, wWyes/mq(F1) =~ (¢2/3mg) =2 ~
V3 [(gsMw?).

For completeness, we compare in the table below our semi-classical predictions for the reduced masses of (ground
and first radial excitation) scalar and vector mesons Wy, (X), @Wm(A4,), [m = 1,2] with those of other authors which
made use of the shooting technique. Four cases A, B, C, D are considered in the successive columns. The results
refer t0 wp /mgy = 230y, in cases A, B and t0 Ay = wn L2/ p/® = (81In(ry/ro)@2, /(8LY))Y/? — 5130,/ L*/?
in cases C, D. In all cases but case B, we set BS' = 0. The comparisons reflect on the numerical evaluation scheme
used but also on the parameter choices, since the previous studies considered the limit ;4 = 0 in A and the limit e = 0
in C, D. The results show some disparity but they roughly agree within a factor 2.

A(p~0)— L~0.1[34]|B(L =1.5) [36]||C(pr >> 1) - L =50 [41]|D(n = 10,e = 0) — L = 100 [42]
250m(x)  25Wm(Au) 23 0m(Ap) Am (X) Am(Ay) Am (Ay)

Shooting| (3.38,4.92) (4.32,5.8) (1.62,3.04) (1.89,4.39) (2.56,4.97) (1.89,3.73)

JWKB | (1.37,2.70) (1.85,3.13)| (2.03,3.39) (3.08,6.16) (4.09,7.11) (3.83, 6.69)
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TABLE I: List of masses @32)3 of the scalar and vector ground state and two first radially excited mesons at a set
of real positive values of L = pu/e € [0, 100].

L 01 02 04 07 08 09 09

1.5 3 5 10

20 50 100

™ ©?|1.187 1.181 1.161 1.124 1.131 1.273 1.367
©3]4.610 4.595 4.535 4.367 4.290 4.241 4.350

1.620 3.221 5.408 11.19
6.307 12.70 21.40 44.51

23.84 67.07 149.6
95.17 268.7 600.2
212.7 600.76 1366.3

@310.25 10.22 10.09 9.72 9.516 9.26 9.170

14.03 28.31 47.73 99.41

Ag”) w

~2

[y

w3
@3

2.161 2.146 2.206 2.316 2.519 2.648 2.673
6.19 6.13 6.13 6.10 6.12 6.37 6.68
12.39 12.27 12.20 11.99 11.86 11.80 12.20

3.276 5.938 9.75 19.90 42.01 117.2 260.5
8.807 17.14 28.64 59.18 125.9 354.2 790.4
17.40 34.4 57.87 120.0 256.17 722.3 1614.0

The results in Fig. 1 and Table II show that the classical field BS' has a negligible effect at L < 1 but contributes
significantly at L > 5, where masses are reduced by a factor /2 while mass splittings between radial excitations are
enhanced. We have also evaluated the mass spectra in the region of the parameter space L? < 0. The results in
Table III show minor changes relative to those for L? > 0 (in Table II). The variation in |L| < 1 is weaker but the
growth @, ~ |L[?/3 is stronger for |L| >> 1 and more efective for x™ relative to A"

Before addressing the holography correspondence [36] to the QCD (Quantum Chromodynamics) hadrons, it is
useful to recall that the space inversion and charge conjugation parities assigned to meson modes are linked to the
choice of boundary conditions near the origin p = 0, 2 = 0. The transformations under P, C of the 4-d fields

scalar (B_2=0) n=1,2,3 Vector(B_2=0) n=1,2,3

o_m o’_m
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20f
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(a) Scalar modes for B = 0. (b) Vector modes for BS' = 0.
scalar (B_2) n=1,2,3 Vector (B_2) n=1,2,3
o_m o_m
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(c) Scalar modes for BS' # 0. (d) Vector modes for BS' # 0.

FIG. 1: The scalar x\™ (left) and the vector Aﬁm) (right) mesons masses &, are plotted as a function of the
parameter L = p/e € [0 — 100]. The curves from bottom to top refer to the ground state and first two radially excited
modes n = 1,2,3. The upper panels (a), (b) refer to the case BS' =0 (ignoring the NSNS field) and those in the
lower panels (c), (d) to the case B # 0 for the full background solution. We set gs = 1 in numerical calculations.
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TABLE II: Scalar and vector mesons masses of the ground state and first radially excited mesons including the
contributions fom NSNS BS' solution evaluated for a list of real values of L? > 0.

L 01 02 04 0.7 08 09 095] 1.5 3 5 10 20 50 100
™ @%[1.20 1.19 1.14 1.41 1.77 2.60 3.05 || 2.26 3.31 4.37 7.76 13.4 31.1 65.4
@3|4.75 3.18 4.95 4.95 5.70 6.53 8.57 || 7.56 9.83 14.6 30.3 51.7 106.6 245.5
AEZ") @?|2.15 2.14 2.10 2.14 2.32 2.44 247 || 2.62 3.84 548 9.45 17.18 40.41 80.09
©3(6.17 6.13 5.88 5.71 5.69 5.93 6.245|/7.278 11.68 17.21 30.62 57.12 137.8 277.5

TABLE III:  Scalar and vector mesons masses of ground state and first radially excited modes with NSNS BS!
solution for a list of real values of the ratio parameter L? = j?/e? < 0.

—iL 0.1 02 04 0.7 08 09 095| 1.5 3 5 10 20 50 100
™ @%[1.21 1.22 1.25 1.35 1.39 1.40 1.42|| 2.83 4.51 6.58 11.5 21.2 50.3 100.2
@3|4.77 4.43 5.36 5.86 5.84 5.85 5.96{|11.75 19.17 28.5 51.2 96.2 233.3 470.3
A,(Zn) @?|2.16 2.17 2.26 2.35 2.40 2.46 2.49|| 2.86 4.00 5.58 9.50 17.2 40.4 80.0
@316.20 6.25 6.54 6.83 7.01 7.20 7.30|| 8.51 12.3 17.5 30.8 57.2 137.8 277.5

fm(p)x™ (2) and am(p)aﬁm)(x) follow from the induced action of these symmetry operators on the (transversal)
spatial and (longitudinal) gauge coordinates x ~ Xt A, ~ X,]in the D7-brane theory, P: [x — —x, 4, — —A4,)]
and C': [x ~x, A, — —AE], as discussed in [17, 38, 62, 92]. One can choose, for instance, radial and angular wave
functions fin(p,Q), am(p, ) that are even or odd under the reflections, p — —p, Q@ — —Q. The angular dependence
(on Q) can be ignored for singlet modes. For radial wave functions f,, ~ fm, Gm, ~ G even under p — —p, hence
obeying the boundary conditions at p=0: f,(0) # 0, 9,f»(0) =0 and a,,(0) # 0, dyam(0) = 0, the assigned JFC
quantum numbers are 0~ for scalar mesons and 1™~ for vector mesons.

It is safe to restrict our study to S-wave quarkonia and their radial excitations, ignoring the 0%+ scalar hadrons
which exhibit large decay widths attributed to mixing with glueballs. We focus on the natural parity vector and
pseudoscalar hadrons of spacetime quantum numbers J©¢ = 17~ 07T, and their radial excitations and restrict to
the electric charge neutral members of SU(3)y; multiplets. We also discard the 7°(140)-meson, since spontaneously
broken chiral symmetry is definitely absent in the present model. We thus consider the masses (in MeV units) of
(1) the ground and radially excited vector mesons of u, d flavours for p : [770,1450,2100] and w : [782,1420, 1650]
and of the mixed (u,d, s) mixed flavours for ¢ : [1020,1680,2170] and (2) the excited pseudoscalar mesons of (u, d)
flavours, 7 : [1300, 1800] and of (u,d, s) mixed flavours, n : [958,1295, 1405, 1475]. We include in our test the heavy
flavours hadrons of same quantum numbers.

The comparison of holographic mesons to QCD hadrons reveals two discouraging features given that scalar mesons
are lighter than vector mesons and the masses for mesons with light quark flavours change little in the relevant
parameter range L; = p1;/¢ < 1. With the choice L; =~ (mg, /A)3/? = [0.1,0.2, 10, 100] for the (g, s, ¢, b) flavours, fitting
the predicted vector meson ground state mass w1 = Ay@1/(gsM), [@1 = v/2.16] to the p-hadron mass determines
Air/(gsM) = 524 MeV. The resulting mass predictions for the ground state mesons [(770),767,2336,8454] MeV
compare poorly to those of the lightest 1=~ hadrons, m[p, ¢, J/¢, T] = [(770), 1015, 3097, 9460]. The predicted scalar
meson mass w1 (0™F) = 629 MeV also misses the observed value by a factor 2. We turn next to the ratios of mesons
masses where one expects a weaker sensitivity to the parameters. The predicted ratios of the first and second radially

TABLE IV: Comparison of ratios for the ground state and first or second radially excited modes between mesons
and hadrons for L =[0.1,0.2,10,100] assigned to [(u,d), s, ¢,b] quark flavours. No data is available for the second
radial modes of the n., ny hadrons.

17~ |2 p ¢ JW T p 4 JUT
Hadrons|  1.88 1.65 1.19 1.06]  2.73 2.12 1.21 1.08
Mesons | 1.69 1.69 1.72 1.74|  2.39 2.39 2.45 2.49

O B oo M m |2 ne m
Hadrons 1.39 1.35 1.22 1.04 - 147 - -
Mesons | 1.97 1.97 1.99 2.0 |  2.94 2.94 2.98 3.02
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excited meson modes relative to the ground state mode are compared to those of quarkonia hadrons in Table IV. In
spite of the improved agreement, we fail to account for the uniform decrease of hadronic mass ratios upon going from
light to heavy flavours.

Two main drawbacks of supersymmetric holography models for hadrons are the presence of fermionic superpartners
and the absence of a spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetry U(Ny)r x U(Ny)r — U(Nys)v (excluding light Nambu-
Goldstone pseudoscalar mesons). To estimate the uncertainties one could examine from the gauge theory side how
soft supersymmetry breaking effects affect the transition to the non-supersymmetric theory. Unfortunately, the
contributions from F-term components of spurion superfields at small energy scales are understood moderately for the
gauginos and scalars mixing [88, 89] and poorly for the scalars masses. On the other hand, relaxing the supersymmetry
constraints on the supergravity side (holomorphic 4-cycles with anti-self dual, primitive gauge fields, F = — xg,
F, FAJ = 0) [38] entails starting anew from U-shaped embedding of D7 — D7-branes in the ultraviolet joining
together towards the infrared [17] which also require activating gauge and dilaton-axion fields [5, 37-39, 90]. We
here consider the non-supersymmetric deformed Klebanov-Strassler background embedding a smeared distribution
of p(D3 — D3)-branes near the conifold apex which is dual to the SU(N — p + M) x SU(N — p) gauge theory
in a metastable supersymmetry breaking vacuum [84]. The dilaton, 2-form and energy-momentum tensor fields
O ~e™® O_ ~e? sz (B2 +1iC3), ©,, acquire finite VEVs in the deformed solution of size set by the warped
vacuum energy scale, S = %(wsms)‘l. The corrections to the vector mesons masses in this background were actually
evaluated in [42)

Sa'4r,, 9 pV2/3r,,

2 2 _ — Y S
Wy — W (1 /L8/3 ) wm(l N(gsM)2L8/3)7

m

(I11.68)

where the constant coefficients 7, = 68,/)\2, take numerical values of O(10) increasing with the radial excitation.
The negative sign correction reduces the masses of light relative to heavy flavour mesons, owing to the factor p=8/3,
while the factor 7,, = O(10) reduce the ratios w3/w? o (ro — r1)'/? upon going from light to heavy modes. Both
features have the potential of removing the disagreements found in the above comparison using Table IV.

3. Interactions of scalar mesons

The tree level couplings of modes are obtained by expanding the D7-brane action in powers of field fluctuations
and evaluating coupling constants in terms of overlap integrals of wave functions. It is useful to first have a look on
the radial profiles of the effective potentials and wave functions which are displayed in Fig. 2 for scalars and Fig. 3
for vectors. The plots of the potentials Weys(p) in panels (a) feature 'well’ regions getting deeper and broader with
increasing radial quantum number n (or mass) with monotonic growth beyond the classical turning points pg. The
potentials for vector modes are deeper and narrower than those of scalar modes.

The semi-classical wave functions f,,(p) and a,, (p) in panels (b) are peaked at the 4-cycle tip and decrease with long
tails beyond the turning points. The previously announced boundary conditions near p = 0 are visible on these plots.
One sees the expected oscillatory behaviour at large p for radially excited modes with exponentially decreasing tails
beyond the turning points. The vector modes have smaller amplitudes. The radial profiles of the effective potentials
Verg = Wesg/p?, displayed in panels (c), shows that the L-dependence significantly saturates beyond L ~ 10. The
smooth dependence of the predicted masses on L is a consequence of the slow variation of the parameters X and 7,,,in
and of the effective potentials turning points pg, as illustrated in the following table.

L Tmin X PO(X) pO(A#)
0.— 0.9 0 0.1 - 2.0{6.7— 9.6(5.4 — 8.2
1.5 —+100({1.9 - 10({1.3 =+ 1.0{7.2 —» 6.0{6.1 — 4.8

For imaginary parameter values L = (0.1 — 0.9) the variations are Tpin, ~ (0.2 — 1), X ~ (0.1 — 1.7). We also
note that the predictions depend weakly on the auxiliary ultraviolet cutoff parameter values as long as one chooses
Tup < 25 Or py, < 15. For example, increasing p,, = 10 — 12 changes the mass at L = 100 from wfn = 152 — 149.
The 7-profiles are similar to the p-profiles except for the successive thresholds at 7., = 7(p = 0) which grow with
increasing L.

The glueball-meson coupling constants )\g of dimension A = 5,6 and the mesons self couplings A% of dimension
A = 2,3,4 are described by the Lagrangians

Lpppr = )\Z{anh(m)uuaux(n)aui(p) + /\Z{mlph(m)uuaux(n)ayx(p)x(l)
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(a) Potentials Weys(p) of the scalar mesons

ground and first two radial excitations n = (0,1, 2) (b) Wave functions fn(p) (in JWKB
at L = 1.5, with the indicated constant rescaling approzimation) of ground and first two radial
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(c) Potentials Voys(p) = Weys(p)/p* of ground
state mode at L = [1.5, 5,10, 20, 50, 100].

FIG. 2: Plots versus p of the effective potentials West(p), Vers(p) = Weps(p)/p? and wave functions fn(p) (in units
of e =1, gsMa' = 1) of the scalar meson mode fields x™ (z) at fired values of L = ju/e in the case BS' = 0.

FAS M) A5 gy () L3S )5y ()@, (I11.69)

using Eqs (TII. 36) (I11.39) and (II1.50). We associate to A4, AX the reduced dimensionless coupling constants

Xﬁ = M/RA, S = A /R3 by factoring out the dependence on parameters in the coefficients R4, R (which
differ from one coupling type to the other and may include powers of L). Our numerical predictions for the reduced
coupling constants j\i’s are listed in Table V for 3 values of L = [0.5, 1.5, 3] where the expressions for the coefficients
Ra are displayed in the second line. We see that the gravitational couplings are strongly suppressed for L > 3, owing
to the negligible overlap due to the widened distance between glueballs and mesons. The reduced coupling constants
are seen to be O(1) with the exception of Ag. Inside the interval L € [0, 3] the gravitons-mesons coupling constants
decrease by a factor 5, while the derivative mesons couplings Ag and the non-derivative reduced couplings S, S3, Sy
increase by a factor < 2. However, upon taking the L-dependence in R into account, one finds that also )\g) 4 decrease
slowly with increasing L > 1.

The term Sy ~ A5 |x|? corresponds to a mode independent tree level contribution to the scalar meson masses coming
on top to the squared masses wy,. The mass shifts, dm?2 = R5AS ~ (M, w)2/(gsMV'/3) are typically smaller that the

masses w2, = mie*/302, /(g M)* =~ (M,w)?2, /(g5 MV1/3) and are strongly suppressed at large L since &2, oc L*/3.

IV. FERMIONIC SECTOR OF D7-BRANES

We examine in this section the fermionic modes on D7-branes wrapped over the Kuperstein 4-cycle ¥4 of the
Klebanov-Strassler background. The towers of 4-d spinor fields from the Kaluza-Klein decomposition of the 10-d
bispinor field ©(X) on My x Cg are examined for the (linearized) wave equations derived in [6]. The Dirac operator in
the simplified action in Eq. (I1.14) (dropping the contributions from classical form felds except the Fs-form) is utilized
in a truncated version ignoring the twisting effects from the normal bundle and the extrinsic curvature of ¥4 [58, 96].
Motivated by the similarity of the present model to that of non-compact conic manifolds of G5 holonomy [10], we also
address the possible existence of normalizable massless fermion modes.
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TABLE V: Reduced coupling constants Aa = (S\AQ, Mo, 5\3“) for the dimension A =5 operators Agn)(ha)’gax) n
the ground and first two radial modes n = (0,1,2), the dimension A =6 operator Ag(hx0x0x)and the dimension
A = 2,3,4 operators Sa(x?), S3(x?), Si(x?) in the ground state mode. The ratios of the physical coupling constants
to the reduced ones, Ra = [)\;—)4)6/5\54)6, R2 = )\§)374/5\§.3)4], including the dependence on free parameters, appear in the
second line entry. The next lines entries display the reduced coupling constants at the values L = p/e = (0.5, 1.5, 3).

A Al A2 Ag Ss S3 S4

Ra — A 0.787 10%p1/4 0.899 10°%(p/g2)1/2 || 0.754(M, w)? 42.9M, w 612.
Aa (gs M3/ 2 M, w M3 L(Myw)? g Mpl /2 GBBMBIZLpl/3 gEMAL2
L=0.5 [0.171 0.181 0.182 28.78 0.954 8.741 2.052
L=1.5 [0.106 0.101 0.112 47.98 0.873 3.029 0.619
L=3 1]0.043 0.053 0.045 62.31 3.044 11.88 3.519

A. Dimensional reduction of spinor fields

The embedding of the brane world volume Mg C Mo = M4 x Cs = My x ¥4 X No involves the consecutive splittings
of dimensions 10 = 4+ 6 and 6 — 4 + 2 for the curved and flat coordinates of the M7y spacetime,

XM= (X, X™) = (X" X", X"), [M=0,---,9, u=0,---,3, m=1,---,6, r=1,---,4, u=1,2]
X% = (XL X™) = (XL XY XY, [a=0,---,9, a=1,---,4, i = 1,2] (IV.1)

where the coordinates X", X [r, a =1,---,4] indices are ordered as (p, hs, by, fzg) Similar splittings occur for the
curved and flat (constant) Dirac gamma matrices I'™ and T'4 acting in the 32 dimensional spinor of the tangent
spacetime group SO(9,1). The Dirac matrices representations adapted to the brane consist of direct products of
Dirac matrices acting on the 4 and 8 spinors of the SO(1,3) x SO(6) group and on the 4, 4, 2 spinors of the
SO(1,3) x SO(4) x SO(2) group,

M= ®@14®1s, T =y4 @3 ® 1z, I =y @4y ®F", [ay =M =, ® 15,
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(a) Effective potentials Weyss(p)/C of ground and ~*"
first two radial excitations n = (0,1,2) at L =1.5 (b) Wave functions an(p) of ground and first two

with the rescaling factor C = (1,5,5). radial excitations n = (0,1,2) at L = 1.5.
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(c) Potentials Ve s(p) = Wers(p)/p* of ground
state mode at L = [1.5, 5,10, 20, 50, 100].

FIG. 3: Plots versus p of the effective potentials Wers(p), Verf(p) = Wess(p)/p? and wave functions a,(p) (in
units of e =1, gsMo' = 1) of the vector fields modes ALn) at fived values of L = pu/e in the case BS' = 0.
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Ly = — 456789 1) @Y.y, I'sy = 4567 — 14y @Yy, vy = —ir8 = Ly ® 1y @73, I'g) = —iFOl'”EfV.Q)

The 10-d chirality matrix I'(;¢), [1"%10) = 1] factors into the chirality matrices of the submanifolds, My, Cs and 3y, Na,
Loy =Twyle) = Twl's,In, = Y1) @Y6) = Ya) @V (4) @Y (2)- We also specialize below to the matrix representations,

= (UOH —g“) _ ([waz] [—ngz])’ . ([Mpu] (i, azw]>7 57 = (r1,7),

pets e s (3 (0o )
Yay = diag(lz, —12), Yy = diag(ls, —1s), Y4y = diag(l2, —12), Y2) = diag(1, —1)]. (IV.3)

Note that our choice of the SO(6) gamma matrices representations differs from [6] but coincides with [9]. The fermionic
brane action of quadratic order in the bi-spinor fields, © = (#; ), involves the extended Dirac operator in My, ¥4
including the classical 5-form [6],

i 1
3 (ToDg + glal/sls ©02) =T"Dy, + T Dy, [Dy = Vi = i, (In h(T)) P23,

1 1 1
Dy =V + gaa(mh(T)) = 7 P=.(n h(T))T,P{3, PO = 51+ ) @ 02)]. (IV.4)

The quantities adapted to the unwarped metric (independent of the warp profile h(7)) are introduced via the
replacements

HMAL = F#D# - h1/4(T)DM4a DCG = FmDm — h71/4(7)ﬂC65 (IVS)

where the tilde symbols were suppressed, for simplicity. The projections on ¥4 of the covariant derivatives of Cg
comprise both the Lorentz spin connection w, and the gauge connection A,, with Ve, =TV, [V, = 0s+ %wgbl"&l; +
A,] but ignore the topological twisting terms from the R-symmetry group SO(2) [96] to be discussed at the end of
this subsection. Note that the pull-back transformations of bulk fields do not affect scalar quantities such as Jo(X), ¢
h(t), K and that the cross terms (dp + ih3)dx + H. c. in the conifold metric g**T', Dy — g°XT',d, drop out in the
kinetic action. The fermionic D7-brane

_ 1 1
5SP(D7) = irr / d"e/=7e?OPPT RV Dy, + h Y4 D, + @5, (In h)(g - 5Pf3)]e,
[PP7 = (1 -T(5) ® 02)/2, Ty = —T'(p)'x,] (IV.6)

includes the projection operator PP7 ensuring k-symmetry. The Kaluza-Klein ansatz for the component Dirac spinors

involves direct products of the 4-d and 6-d Weyl spinors, 95772) (z) and 95? (y) of same chiralities 41,
0,(X) = Y1607 (@) © 015 () + (Bab; )" © (Bs,’5)"], (Iv.7)

where the linear combinations ensure that the 10-d Majorana-Weyl spinors 6;(X) satisfy the reality condition which
was expressed in terms of the factorized form of the charge conjugation matrix, B = B4®Bg, [Bay* B} = v**, B¢y B§ =
—4™*] in Eq. (IV.3) for the gamma matrices. The summation over the modes index label m involves products of (same
chirality) 4-d and 6-d Dirac spinors to which are added the products of opposite chirality spinors. Consider specifically
the basis A\j 234 = [(++ +),(+ — =), (— — +),(— + —)] of the + chirality spinors in Mo : 6; € 32, [['106; = 6]
formed from direct products of the +-chiralities spinors 4, 4, 2 of M4 x ¥4 X N3. The projection on Majorana-Weyl
spinors selects the basis of spinors, Ay + Ay = A\ + (BA1)* and A2 + A3 = Ag + (BXA2)*, of chiralities +1 and —1 in
3.4, but mixed chiralities in My, N, as seen on their representations in terms of the 2,2, 1 Weyl spinors &, 7, ¢ of

o w0+ (L)L)
T O )

Substitution of Eq. (IV.7) into Eq. (IV.6) yields sums over pairs of square and cross matrix elements, (6 4+ (B6)*) [}
(0 + (BO)*) = (S1 + S2) + (C1 + Cy), which by virtue of the relations (Bf)*[}(B0)* = —nfD§, 01)(Bo)* = —(0TCD



25

0)*, (BO)*DH = 6TCDo, [BT = CT°, B* =T,C] and the identities To )Ty = DT, T = T4 Ty satisfy S; + 59 = 25,
and Ol + 02 Ol Ol =0.

The calculations are facilitated by selecting a suitable gauge for the local fermionic x-symmetry. For the simple
choice, © = (01,62) = (6,0), the wave equations for modes of mass wy,, subject to the mass shell conditions, I (4}
M, ©4 = —wi (B4Oy4(x))*, are derived from the stationarity property of the action in the form

o) [Pe, — 5, (0 A)(1 -+ 205,165 () = h/2(y)om (Bobl™ ()" (1v.9)

where the I'(4) factor ensures that the external and internal space Dirac operators commute. The 6-d massless

(wm = 0) zero modes of chirality ¥4 = +1 have the explicit dependence on the warp profile h%/8(7) and h=1/8(7), as
verified from the wave equatioons

D~ (2 )Ass o) =0 = Degi =0, 02400 =150, 642 ) = 50 (IV.10)

Note that if the classical F5-term were ignored, all modes would have the same warp profile factor, 05 + = R84 .
The kinetic energy action for zero modes becomes

552 (D7) = iy / W——ng D0 )R @ (0) + (65 Da6 ) (! 4 ()IV.11)

The correspondence between fermionic and bosonic superpartner modes is more transparent in the alternative
Kk-symmetry gauge fixing condition [6, 96], P”*O© =0 — © = (0, —il')0)". Using the relations P304 =
O+, P2?O+ = 0 in the extended Dirac equation [, + De, + @s,(Inh)(1/8 — PP?/2)]© = 0, yields the wave
equations,

M)\ % 1 m m m m
~hM (0w (BeOF™)" + Ty (D, — gz, (Inh)(1+ 2T, © 02))05™ =0, (05" = (615 6,7))]. (IV.12)

The zero modes of ¥4-chirality +1 have the same warp profile dependence, O3 , = R13/8:=1/81% | and the correspon-
dence to the bosonic superpartner modes of same warp profile dependence associates ¥, to gaugino and modulino
and ¥_ to wilsonini. Recall that for compact Calabi-Yau manifolds [6], the (SO(2)r singlet) gaugino wave function
are built from the covariantly constant spinor n©¥. If ¥, is a complex manifold of Kihler metric, v,5dW4dW? in
a suitable basis of holomorphic coordinates W4, one can then build the modulini and wilsonini wave functions by
acting with linear combinations of Dirac matrices [97], 7, = ma BFWAWB Y, nw = WAI‘WA n®Y. The independent
harmonic 2- and 1-forms map, Wa on X4 (of Betti numbers bo(34) = %0 and by (34) = 2h09) also serve to build
up the wave functions of bosonic superpartner modes, y ~ X% and A; ~ X®. The wave functions for gaugino and
modulini g 1+ ~ (A2, Ag) and wilsonini 85— ~ (A1, A4) are of form [6],

o =2 ) ()]s e = (Y avay

where the central dots refer to the terms projecting on Majorana spinors. While the above properties need not apply
to non-compact manifolds, normalizable massless fermions might still exist in the conifold case. This is found to be the
case for Killing spinors in supergravity backgrounds [31] and also for the massless axino [99] superpartner of the axion
mode [98] induced through the spontaneous breaking of the baryon charge symmetry U(1), in Klebanov-Strassler
background. For completeness, we also recall that fermionic zero modes arise typically in 4-d gauge theories with
instantons [11] or magnetic backgrounds [6, 9, 12] and in theories with extra dimensions with D-branes intersecting
at points D-branes [7], or instanton (Euclidean) branes wrapped on divisors of the compactification manifold [93-95].
In theories with anomalous global symmetries the numbers of massless fermions are determined via the Atiyah-Singer
index or the holomorphic (arithmetic) index, x(Dg,4) = Y, (=1)Ph{®P).

Before analyzing further the issue of fermionic zero modes, we review briefly the geometrical approach [96] to
embed superbranes in curved manifolds. (Generalized versions exist for superspacetimes and superworld volumes [58]).
One assumes here a linear relationship between the bulk spacetime vielbeins e2 = e%/[dX M and the tangential and
normal vielbeins of the brane world volume €* = €% d¢™, € = € d¢™, involving the local Lorentz transformations

u, (§) € SO(1,9),

. . . b J )
€@ =ufel, € =uied [ug = (ub uy) = (u%, ug) = (u‘g u‘;) , €4-€e"=10] (IV.14)
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which align (p+ 1) of the bulk tangent space basis onto the world volume tangent space basis. Similar relations hold
between the bulk gamma matrices and the gamma matrices, I'* = I'ug, I = I'%y! along tangential and normal
directions. Imposing the embedding equations €' = uieg = 0, which imply that the (9 — p) normal vielbeins are
annihilated by the Lorentz transformation aligning the €® along the world volume, makes u become auxiliary (non-
dynamical fields). The 10-d metric and the world volume embedding ,, X* determine the tangential sub-block uf =
ey OmXMem (reducing to 70, X e in the static gauge) while the orthogonality conditions u’up; = Ny — uulnap
determine the normal sub-blocks. With these definitions and a suitable choice for the gamma matrices, one can
express after some work the covariant derivatives Dm = Om + O, involving the bulk spin connection €2, in terms of
tangential and normal induced spin connections w®, A% for the reduced spinors of SO(1,p) and SO(9 — p),

. 1, 1 1,
D, = (€50, — —mera_b) =Dy, — Ju® el gy — 5KnToi, (Do = €0, - —Q“‘T ab — —A” YTy,

wb = ubeC — ugbdug, AV = uzQ@ué — uﬂidué, K= —D(ej)ul, = —(d(eb) + ubQZ)ull] (IV.15)

1
a

where K = d¢® K} denotes the world volume extrinsic curvature (second fundamental form).

B. Fermionic zero modes

We discuss in this subsection the existence of massless fermions on D7-branes in the Klebanov-Strassler background,
within the simplified description using the Dirac operator restriction on Y4, ignoring twisting terms,

~ 1 A ) A
Dls, =T™(0 + wgfrab) [T =elTa, T™ =el'T? Ty =0,;T" {Ta,T;} =23, (IV.16)

where the indices m and a refer to curved and flat directions and the spin connection is evaluated from Eq.(A.29) in
the basis of vielbeins defined in Eq. (A.32). Thanks to the SO(3) isometry of Kuperstein 4-cycle, the general formulas
for the Dirac operator in Eqgs.(A.30) and (A.31) of Appendix A 3 simplify to

A 1 N .
Dz, = =70, + = Za (In7*) + X (p)Ts, +1°T,T e, ) =n0?(9p + 50, D + X (p)T's, + PPV ),

Ny No N . L S
( )(—}+—2+n—3) D=y, Ny =—n' + 0+ 0, No=n' =0 +4°, Ny =n' +° — fV.17)

[X() =3P AT

The successive contributions refer to the radial derivative term, two potential terms (proportional to the unit matrix

and chirality matrix I's,, = l"ﬁﬁg) and the angular term IJ(S%). The latter term drops out for singlet modes, satisfying
the conditions e Lm0 (p, ) = 0, to which we restrict hereafter. In the gamma matrices representation of ¥4,

a_ 10N oo (0 =) i3 0 0ua
T4 =y x 7%, Gy =712 = (0 _1>7[a=(p,k)7 7p=(. 0),71’2’3=< Ub’y)](IV.18)

Oz,ay

quoted from Eq. (IV.2), the chirality matrix diagonal I's,, = diag(12, —12) and the 4-spinors split up into a decoupled
pair of 2-spinors of +1 chirality, ¢ = (¢4, 1¥—). The solutions ¥4 (p) of the decoupled radial wave equations,

(0p + % Zap(h”?k) £ X (p))hs(p) =0 = v+(p) = Cto(p ij"C XD, [tho(p) = WVJW
k k

are expressed in terms of the 2-d constant spinors £+ are 2-d constant spinors and the constant factors Ci, along
with the boundary values pc in the definite integrals, are set through the wave functions normalizations. For

modes of canonical kinetic actions in Eq. (IV.11), the normalization conditions, 1 = C% [ dpy/—vOh(7)|y4 ], 1 =

C? [ dp\/—7O|p_|?, determine C as a function of pc. The existence of normalizable zero modes is thus dictated by
the behaviour of radial wave functions at small and large distances.

We display in Fig. 4 the solutions for the zero modes radial wave functions. The zeroth-order factor 1o(7) is regular
at infinity but diverges at threshold. Both solutions 14 slope to zero at large 7, with %, converging much more
rapidly than ¢_. Near the threshold (7 = Ty, =~ 2.58 for L = 1.5), ¢_ vanishes with a rapid slope and 4 diverges.
Since the normalization integrals diverge for both ¢ and 1_, whether the warp profile is taken into account or not,
it follows that the existence of zero modes is ruled out. Only if one imposed an ultraviolet radial cutoff 7, could the
normalizable mode 1 _ be present.
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Similar conclusions are reached in the undeformed conifold case. The radial Dirac operator (for singlet modes)

= 090, + 20, D) + X(o)Ts,). (Do) = ninn® = (22 1)t~ 2y,

=nnn = 16\/§ X
X _ e U1 2VEs + DR - D (IV.20)
dry /dp \/(_5r5/2 12ry (r3 —2)3/2 '
admits the zero modes solutions
14 4. 31/4
Pa(ry) = Cotolr)e” Jre O o) = (v.21)

CED e

where the indefinite integral in the exponential is expressed by the analytic formula,

| ox () = gol-ovBEs
+8\/§(Arcsinh(\/;(ri - 2)1/2) + Arcsinh((%"f< —1)Y2)) + 2v/3Arctanh((

— )1/2 4\/—( )1/2

3

2(2r3 — 1)

X

)Y/2) + 9log r, JIV.22)

The series expansions near threshold z = (r — 2'/%) — 0 and the boundary ry — oo of the various factors in the

integrands of the normalization integrals, N () = f P dp/—yO[p2 h(r), 2] are displayed in the table below for
the parameter value y = 1.5. The values of the constant coeflicients C; are correlated with the value chosen for the
radial integral lower bound pc.

Limit Zx | gy, [e] 2X0 Vs N(@?) |N(@3h(r)
230 (21/6/\/_) 1/2 1.8, 1/4 eF0.32z71/% 1.8z’1/4e$0'32{1 2

—a2| ajavapvm | ((Cord YN sraiarvs| rjeeav
x O T/A2VE X x
+7x

Ty — 00 /3 2.95ry

The normalization integral for ¢4 converges at large radius but diverges near threshold, while that for ¢_ diverges
at large radius but converges near threshold, as verified from the limited expansions above. The radial wave functions
displayed in Fig.4 are qualitatively similar to those in the deformed conifold case. The solution 1 _ vanishes at
threshold ™" ~ (2u2)/% ~ 1.65, and jumps rapidly to a plateau that slopes very slowly to zero. This is explained by
our choice for the arbitrary parameter pc which contributes a large constant part to the wave function, (7, ) that is
compensated by the normalization factor C_. We thus conclude that also the undeformed conifold does not support
singlet zero modes but could allow one v _ if an ultraviolet cutoff were imposed.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We examined in this work the Kaluza-Klein theory for D7-branes embedded in Kuperstein 4-cycle of Klebanov-
Strassler background. The mass spectra and wave functions of ground state and radially excited meson modes, singlet
under the base manifold isometry group, were evaluated using semi-classical tools. The reduced masses W, (in same
units €2/3(g,Ma’)/€2/3 as for glueball masses E,,) exhibit a nearly uniform dependence on the ratio L = /e € R,
being nearly constant in L € [0, 1] and growing monotonically with the power law &, ~ L(2/ 3 at L > 5. Similar results
hold for L? < 0 with no qualitative differences are expected for complex Values of L. The classmal 2-form BS' gives
contributions resulting in lighter modes changing the power law growth from w?, &~ 0.5 L*/3 — w2, ~ (0.4—0.3) L/3.
The meson modes are more strongly bound than glueball modes with typical ratios &2 / E2~1 /3 for L € [0,1]. Scalar
modes are always lighter than vectors modes. The mass splittings between radial excitations depend weakly on L.
The mass splittings for radial excitations are independent of L.

The coupling constants of interactions between meson and glueball modes were evaluated from the overlap integrals
of meson and glueball wave functions. The gravitational couplings of meson modes decrease rapidly beyond L > 3
while their self couplings increase slowly with L. The existence of normalizable fermionic massless modes is ruled out
unless one imposes an ultraviolet cutoff on radial distances.

Our test of duality identifying the holographic meson modes to the hadronic quarkonia of light u, d, s and heavy
¢, b flavour was inconclusive partly due to the uncertain gauge-gravity duality correspondence relations between
parameters. Improvements are expected if supersymmetry breaking effects are taken into account.



28

psi(tau) psi
20fF ' 20
f\ \
II
|
15F 1 1.5F
1! \ \
\ |
| |
10F | 1 1.0
i\ \
1
05f :"_N‘ psi- o5l » psi -
. | ‘\\\ ) . n \ ’
! ~_ psi _0 [om———— —— psi_0
h — =~ __ psi_+ 1 - —_— —_— psi _+
0.0 - . . e Ee g . 00 - . . h L7 chi
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 0 2 4 6 8 10

FIG. 4: Plots of the fermionic zero mode wave functions (in units e =1, gsMca' = 1) on Kuperstein 4-cycle as a

function of the deformed conifold radial variable T for L = 1.5, [T > Tpin = 2.58] (left panel) and the undeformed

conifold radial variable vy, for = 1.5, [ry > (ry)min = 1.65] (right panel). The (red) curves in long dashes refer to
the prefactor ¥o(T) and the (green and blue) curves in shorter dashes refer to the unnormalized radial wave

7 dpx
functions, ¥y (p) = Ciwoe:F fpc pX ) of chiralities £1. The values of the normalization constant Cy depend on the
choice of the arbitrary lower limit pp affecting the wave functions and the normalization integrals.

Appendix A: Embedding of D7-branes in deformed conifold

We review in this appendix useful tools for computing the reduced D7-brane action on Kuperstein submanifold [34]
PV = LTr(W) = p of the deformed conifold in Eq. (IIL.1), where the complex parameter p € C, [[i] = L?/?]
measures the minimal distance from its apex to the conifold apex. Helpful details complementing the discussion in the
text are provided in the following four subsections. We start with geometrical properties of the 4-cycle embedding,
discuss in turn the reduced bosonic and fermionic actions of D7-branes and finally conclude with intermediate results

in the undeformed conifold limit.

1. Geometrical properties of 4-cycle embedding

The metric in the spacetime My x Cg is expressed in a convenient form by introducing the basis of cotangent space
frame vectors, e, (e”, ef“, eX), [u=0,1,2,3, k = 1,2,3] and the dual orthogonal basis of tangent space frame
vectors ey, (e, €, eg), such that the sets of components of these two bases, (ek, eg, ek ©) and (e% s g, e;;”) describe
mutually inverse matrices. (The present notation for covariant and contravariant vectors is also used for differential
forms and derivatives.) The warped metric consists of 4-d and 6-d parts, ds?, = h=/2(7)d33 + h'/?(7)d33, defined as

5] = Gudatda” = npsele” = nppehieldat dx”
d3g = Gopdp” + G 1, (P)hih + (Guxdxdx + gpxdpdi + GphidX + H. ) = (/) + (e")? +2eX(e¥)". (A1)

It proves convenient to separate out the radial variable dependence of the frame vectors along the angular directions of
the 4-cycle manifold 34, e* = n¥(p )hk e;. = N (p)hy, where hk hi* denote the components of base manifold S3/Z5
vielbeins, depending only on the angle variables a™. The non—vanishing components of the Cg metric in Eq. (I11.12)
take the equivalent forms

N ~ 5 ~ 3 Fi - 5 Fy
Guw = Ts Gpp = (1°)? = iy = (°) = 7|77x|2z41, i, =) = Ilnx|2(1 +Cp),
_ 5 Iy _ N e 1. _ -
Tiaiy = 0%)* = zlnxl2(—1 +C)s Gox = (Gpx)" = 1G5,y = ~1(G5,,5)" = 5E1Sp A2, Gux = G = F14s,
X _ X
[A1 = (C, + 21y [’RS}), Az = X (142, [? Rz +Gp)), As = 1+XX(Cp+2|77x|2R|1+Cp} 2] (A.2)

where C,, = cosh p, S, = sinh p. The cross terms ﬁxd)’((dp—ifm) + H. c. signal that Cg is not a direct product manifold
of 34 times its complementary sub-manifold Ny in Cg. It is still possible to express the metric as a diagonal quadratic
form in the basis of vielbein vectors,

p ~ |§px|2 1/2 hs ~ |§h3x|2 1/27,
e :(gpp_2§> dp, e :(9;13;;3—2?) hs,
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¢ ~1/2 Jpx 2 1 ~1/2 5
X = G2 (dx + X (dp — ihy)), &M = G3/n b, €2 =G0 ho. (A.3)
Ixx
in same notations as Eq (A.1). The complex vielbein eX splits up into two real vielbeins, eh = gi{f(dqh +

(Gpxe/ Txx)dp), b2 = gxx *(dpy — Gox/Gxshs), [eXeX = (6‘2’1)2 + (6(2;2)2], corresponding to the pair of real moduli
fields in x = ¢1 +i¢2, X = ¢1 —io. The restriction Cg — ¥4 leads to a metric and scalar Laplacian for ¥4 of diagonal
form in the coordinates (p, h;) consistently with the underlying SO(3) isometry group,

A (Ca)ls, = (€f)Pdg? + Bl da™da” = (&) dp” +nk< Vorn B L, V2|5, = eh0peh, + € =D,
[ef = e”dp7 ek =el Ry = ek da™ (p)h’C (a)da™, e; = €50,, e = e]'Vp = e]'Oqm]. (A4)

The components of the dual bases of frame vectors hfn, hi" are expressed via the (row-column) matrix notation for

the matrices 4, B in terms of the Euler angle coordinates o™ = (6, ¢,v/2 € [0,27]), describing the (Lens space)
orbifold S3/Z5 as the Hopf map onto the fibre S*(v/2) over S%(0, ¢),

. —2cy —2sy59 O 1 —C 5y 0
hy,=Agm = | =25, 2¢ys6 0|, ' = By = 5 . = 0], (A.5)
0 269 1 2cp5+ _ 2cocy 1
Sg Sg
where [cy, sy] = [cosv/2, siny/2], [cg, sg] = [cosf, sinf]. The resulting formulas for the metric tensor,

0 1 0 0
o, = th kF = ( 2cq ) GO =N Rk = <o 1/s2 —2@/53)
0 269 1

0 2cq/s3 1/s?
= ds (S3/Z2) = g2 da™da™ = 4(df* + 52d¢)2 (d—; + codg)?), (A.6)

give the expected results for the volume integral of the (unit radius) orbifold [100], Vol(S?/Zs) = 273 [ hy Aha Ay =
8% = Vol(S%)/2. The geometry of ¥4 at large radial distances 1 << p ~ #/u?/? is that of a real cone over a squashed
S3/Z5 (in agreement with Eq. (A.38)), while that near p — 0 is that of a real cone over the direct product of S? times
a collapsed S',

4~ 2 R R 2
lim d32(Co)s, = df2 +— (h2+h2+ h2), lim ds?(5,) = '”X' F2(r)(dp® + W2+ 12+ 212). (A7)
p—>00 6 3 p—0 4
We now consider the harmonics of the base manifold S* = SO(4)/SO(3). The basis of scalar harmonics y%f},{f (), [ =
1/2=0,1/2,..., (my, m;) € [—4,- -+, 7], running over the irreducible representations of SO(4) ~ SU(2); x SU(2).,

consists of eigenfunctions of the S3 ~ SU(2) scalar Laplacian —V?2(S3) — I(I +2) = 4j(j + 1), [j = 1/2] of equal
angular momentas j = 1/2, r = [/2 of the left and right acting subgroups SU(2);,. The left magnetic quantum
number m; labels the states of SU(2); while the right one m, labels the representations part of the harmonic ba-
sis, with the multiplicities D3(l) = (I + 1)? = (2j + 2)2. The harmonic basis in the Euler angles parameterization,
Yi n(ag), [ap = (0,4,7)] and that in the hyperspherical angles parameterization, Yj . a(as), [as = (x, 0,9)]
involving Wigner functions [101] and products of Jacobi polynomials times spherical harmonics [102], respectively are
linearly related via the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients [103] (enforcing the conditions L < 2j, M = m + r),

Vi (o) = Z<LM|]TI’L]T>Y[M(045)

LM
Ll l 1
|:y7Jnr(aE) Dﬁ{?%(ov(bvﬁ)/)a [] = 5 = 0555-'-5 (m7 T) € (_.]75+])]
}/j,L,M(OZS) = (bjL(X)YLM(ov(b)v [] = 051/2715"'7 L= 051752.]] . (AS)

The allowed functions on S3/Z5, invariant under the action of Zs, are restricted for the Euler angles harmonics by
the projection condition r = 0 mod 1.

The harmonic decomposition for the gauge field components A,, along M, utilizes the scalar harmonics while that for
the longitudinal and transversal components along ¥4, defined by the respective conditions, €/ ijAlL =0, VkAé =0,
utilizes the bases of scalar and vector harmonics,

Al =V, Y25(a), [Br=—l0+2)+2, D = (+1)7]
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1 1-1 -1 141

1t S = _ _
A - ym,r - [ m,r (O[), ym,r (a)]v [El - l(l+2) =+ 17 Dl - 2l(l+2)] (Ag)

with the above indicated values of the eigenvalues and degeneracies [67] E; and D;.
The spinor harmonics of S can be constructed recursively [104] in terms of the basis of 2 x 2 Dirac matrices,

I'' = —09,1% = 0y, I'* = —iI''T'"2 = 03. The Dirac operator harmonic eigenfunctions of angular momentum n, 0 = (IJ

(S?) Fi(n+3/2))t+ nu, (x, Q2), are given by linear combinations of S? spinor harmonics Xl(i[)(Qg), eigenfunctions of
the Dirac operator of angular momentum I, (I® g2 F (I + 1)))(1(32)((22) = 0. The latter are in turn expressed in terms

of S1 spinor harmonics, eigenfunctions of Dirac operator of angular momentum Iy, (g1 Fi(l; + 1/2))Xl(li)(¢) =0,

Vit (6 22) = S (COXE 1, (Q2) + it (XS, (Q2),
[Xﬁ;l)ll () = <ifi/l)1”(19é)> Xl(l_)(éf’)a xﬂil’h = (:@5;;}(?)) Xl(j_)((b)’ Xl(li)(@ _ Fil+1/2)9) (A.10)

where the £ lower indices in ¥4y, and x4y, label the independent solutions while the uper indices (#) refer to the
S? chiralities. The integer angular momenta for the harmonics of S3, S2, St satisfy n > 1 > 11, [n = 0,1,--] with
degeneracies D3(n) = (n + 1)(n+ 2), Da(l) = 2(I+ 1), D1(l1) = 1 and the scalar harmonic functions ¢, ¥n; are
expressed in terms of Jacobi polynomials.

2. Reduced bosonic action

The induced metric on the D7-brane world volume of intrinsic coordinates £ is the pull-back transform of the
target spacetime metric through the directional derivatives of the coordinates X (¢), defining the world volume
embedding in spacetime,

OXMoxN
ds? (D7) = 7apdE®de?, [as = —— —— . All
57 (D7) = Yapd§*dS”, [yap oea agggMN] (A.11)
The invariance under coordinates diffeomorphisms allows choosing the static gauge in which the intrinsic coordinates
are identified to subset of spacetime coordinates tangential to the world volume, ¢ = X*(&) = [p, (hs,h1,h2)]. The
remaining coordinates along transversal directions X“(¢) are interpreted as brane moduli fields x(§) and are assigned

classical values (VEVs) describing the brane embedding in spacetime. The induced metric
ds*(DT) = Y da™™ + vppdp? + 2vnn, hilty + 27pm, hidp, (A.12)

can also be directly evaluated by substituting the decomposition dy = 9, xdz* + 0,xdp + On, xh; into Eq. (A.1) for
the spacetime metric. We consider for definiteness the induced warped metric. This consists of two additive parts,

Yap(X) = Fygg + 0o = Jap + Qap, the first coinciding with the spacetime metric restriction to the brane world volume

and the second involving directional derivatives of the scalar moduli fields 8M i X Both parts are functions of x and

Iy, the first g3 being of diagonal form in the present case and the second a,g of non-diagonal form,
Vv =D+ = WG, + 20125, 0,x0u X,
Yav = YTva = Qua = ht/? (GaxOvX + GaxOvX + Gxx (O x0aX + OuXaX), o= p, il3]7
Vpp = 7;()2) +ap = h'/? (oo + 2GoxOpX + 2Gpx OpX + 2033 0pX0pX);
Yohi = hl/2§Phi + h1/2(2§hixapx + 2§hi)zap>_<)7
Viohy, = D2 G, + 2900000, X + 233500, X + 25500 X0n;X): [Gons = 0, Gz, = O] (A.13)

The linear and quadratic order contributions in dy and 7, are given by the explicit formulas for the warped metric
components

= 2P0 (1) A30,X0u X, 0pp = Fih'(2430,X0,x + AanySp0pX + A5, 0pX),
Qhghy = F1hY? (24500, XOn, X + 1 A21Sp0hs X — 1 A2, Ons X),
Qhohy = 2A3F1h1/28h1><8h1>2, Qp by = 2A3F1h1/28h2xah2)_(,

1 - _
Opp = 5 F1h!?(2450,X0,u X + 2A30,X0px + A2S,0uX11x + A2 STl Oy x),

7 _
Quhs = §F1h1/2SP(A26Mij — Aol OuX)s un, = A3F1h1/2ah1 XOuX, Qpuh, = A3F1h1/23h2>’<5ux,
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7 _
Qphy = §F1h1/25P(A26p5(77X — Aoy OpX), Qphy = A3F1h1/26h1 XOpX, Qph, = A3F1h1/25h2>23px,
)
Qhahy = AsFLhY 203, 00, X — §A2h1/25pﬁxFlah1Xa Qi hy = AsFLRY 20y, X0, X,
)
Ohshy = A3F1h1/25h3Xah25( - §A2Flh1/2spﬁxah2><7

X - X
[Ny = % Ay = Cp 420,01y S2R, Ay = X + 2, my (1 + Cpf)R, A3 =1+C, XX +2u i, R|1 +C §|€A14)

The action for the Kaluza-Klein modes of x depends on the 4-d Minkowski spacetime derivatives J,x as well as
the radial and angle derivatives, d,x and 9y, x. For the singlet modes under the 4-cycle isometry group (as opposed
to charged modes) only the radial derivatives are relevant. The square root of the induced metric determinant is
evaluated as a power expansion in the fields derivatives by means of the familiar formula

1 1 1
Det!2(=(y0 + a)) = Det! /(=) (1 + 5Tr(1 0 a) = {Tr( O~ 4y 1a) + L(Tr( O~ a))? + (A1)

The D7-brane bosonic action up to O((dx)*) is written below with the linear, quadratic, cubic and quartic order
(square and cross) terms in dx appearing in succession,

Sp(D7) = —u7/d4x\/g§0)/dp —7(0)e¢/ﬁ1 A ha A hs

S, ) . _ .
X [1 + (| T [A27y (8,X — 10y X) — F1hA3Aan, (8,%)%(0px + i0nsX)] + H. c.)
42253 2 |42/2S]

FER) Ay — 205 0,500 + g (As — 2 ) (DX, + Oha X0 )
’ 2Q2 |n | T3 T3 2Q2 2
4 |Aa| S, 4 | Az S, 2i|A2|*S p

P Cmp T T g e T e X (5 g e+ A )

1
(007 4 0002 (1424, Sy =0y + 00,3+ H. ) — 443((0,0)° + @1 )

X 3

1 4A2A3’I]XS _ 4A§ _\2 8A2
——® 5

i O e 2% T o m Y o Y]

1 4A2A3’I]XS _ 4A§ _ 8A2

_W(ahzx) [m o X + m( pX)2 4 m(%x?]]. (A.16)

The cross angular terms, (On, X0, x), [i # j| are absent owing the symmetry under the isometry group SO(3) ~
SU(2)/Z,. Note also the absence at quadratic order of complex terms mixing the real and imaginary field components,
(0ux)%, (9pX)?, (On;X)*

The pull- backs of the Kahler, NSNS 2-form and complex 3-form fields J, Bs, G3 in Einstein frame are conveniently
evaluated by substituting the expressions in Eq. (III.1) for the complex coordinates (w,) € C* in the SO(4) invariant
expressions of the Klebanov-Strassler classical solutions [66],

K(T) ab 2 —a, b —
[ ] J:ZEQT[ —m(COShT—W)U} w ]dwa/\dwb,
_ Ma' (=14 TcothT)
o BS = ib(1)eqpequw@ldw® A dw?, [b(T) = gs
2 ( ) bed [ ( ) 2|€|4 SinhQT ]
e Gy =Go1) = F3— ie"?Hy = ¢v (T)eabcdw“wbdwc A diw? A wodw® + gg(T)eabcdw“wbdwc A dw® A wedw®,
Mo’ sinh27 — 27 Mo’
, Cga(T) = ——2 91 — 7 coth 7). AT
loa(r) = 2¢6sinh* 7 sinhT 92(7) 2¢6 sinh* 7 ( ) ( )
The resulting formulas for the differential forms restriction to X4 read
o J|s, = In” K(7)[(cosh p — M(COShT - L) sinh? p) dp A hs + L sinh p hy A ho)
b 2e%/3 €2 sinh? 7 3K3(T) 2
2
n o 1 . s
= |26>§l3K(T)[K2(T) dp N hs+ - Slnhp hi A ha],

.Bgl|g4 LY 2b(r )[ (Y Y)smh2 (cosh dp/\h1+51nh thhQ)

——(Y +Y) cosh? 2 (smh dp A hg — cosh & h3 Ah1)],
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2y|? _ . N .
o Gsly, = Y] sinh plgy (7) |y |2V [2[(Y — V) sinh? g(cosh gdp A hy + sinh ghg A o)
+i(Y +Y) cosh? g(sinh gdp A hy — cosh g% A 1)) A (dp + ihs)
+92(T) Y (Y +Y cosh p)[cosh g(dp +ihs) A hy + isinh g (dp + ih3) A o] A (dp — ihs)]. (A.18)

We see that J = J|x,/2 and F = BS|s, + F» obey (for F; = 0 and the value 6 = 0 of the arbitrary parameter ) the
conditions set by the k-symmetry [25],

1 . - A 1 A
—(J/\ J)|Z4 = ’UOZ(E4), (J/\]:)|E4 = 5tan9(J/\]—"—]—'/\]—')|g4, (Alg)

as expected [42] in the case of a calibrated (holomorphic, supersymmetry preserving) 4-cycle.
The pull-backs of the background solutions also include extra contributions depending on dy. The Kéahler 2-form
and the 3-form solutions acquire the correction terms,

1 R _ R _
§J = iK(T)e_2/3[§(—ﬁXXSp(dp —ih3) Adx + X S,(dp + ih3) Ady) + (1 + XXC,)dx A dyx]
K’(T)e*g/3 1

. -2 .7 2 2 —
‘HW[—Q(MMQ +Cp)Sp(dp —ihs) Ndx — H. c.) + [ux[7(1 + Cp)"dx A dx],
~ ~ ~ 2 ~
6G3 = g1 (7)[i|pay |* cosh? g(sinh /—)dp A hg — cosh Bhg AR A ((By + Coiy) |77>2<| S,(dp +ih3))

1 S?
(gl X =) e il P (X = V) sinh S5 1 ] (o + o)+ 25

Sp(dp ~(#:20))

The additional terms in 6Bag = Bag — Bagln, = 2Bay08X + 2Bax08X + 2Byx0aX0sX are found to vanish in the
limit g >> € (in which X ~ 1/Y — 1) and hence will not be quoted.

We now explain how to include the contributions from the classical fields BS', F§' components along ¥, present
in (Einstein frame) Klebanov-Strassler solution. The dependence enters through the (unwarped) effective metric
Gop = Fap + € 2" YV2F 5, [Fap = Bag + Fap) where the index o = (= 0,1,2,3, a = 1,2,3,4) labels directions
along M, and ¥4 in the ordering convention adopted for the tangent space basis of ¥4 : (dp, ﬁ3, ﬁl, ﬁg) The matrix
q is block diagonal with one sub-block §,, in M, while the other sub-block ¢ =4 +0b, [b= e‘¢/2h_1/235l] along >4
is the sum of a symmetric (diagonal) matrix 9,5, and an antisymmetric (anti-diagonal) matrix bgp,

ﬁ:diag(717’727737’74)7 b:diag(b17b27_b27_bl) [/Ya 1,---,4 = §F1|77| [A17A17 (1+C ) ( 1+C )]

Iy |41 X |2 gsMoz (— 1+7'coth7'k

Td 2T o TAL21)
4 2¢t sinh® 7

byg = —e’¢/2h’1/2b0(r)[sinh§, _coshg], bo(1) = (14 C,)b(r), b(r) =

1

In the convenient matrix notation inthe tangent space of ¥4, ¢ and its inverse ¢~ are both given by a sum of diagonal

and anti-diagonal (antisymmetric) matrices,

%1 0 0 bH g 0 0 —=h
. 0 v b 0 1 s 1 0 g —-B2 0
T=910=1 0 b 5 0 T =0G+9 0 B g5 0 |
b1 0 0 , . B1 0 0 94
1 1 Y1Y4 Y273
alaz1a = ——, R = L Ry=R3=1 , Biliz12 = — =1 , 1 ,
(9ala=1.4 iR s * e Y2y Bilizaz bip * pz P2 * b3
G = Det(§) = (b3 +v2y3) (b + Y174)7 + b + bivays + bgvm,
3 = Det(7) = 71727374, b = Det(b) = (Pf(b))* = (b1b2)?]. (A.22)

Substituting the expressions in Eq. (A.21) for the matrices entries, v,, b; and gq, Bi, [a = 1,---,4, i = 1,2]
specifies the parameters, R = Ry =1+ \‘;_—, pr=p2=1+ ‘;, hence yielding the simplified formulas for the matrix
determinant, \/§ = /7 + Vb, and for the inverse matrix entries,

Ga = ! - ijp = Lu ~ﬁ3ﬁ3 = ! ’ ~ﬁ1h1 = ! ’ ~h2ﬁ2 = ! ’ [ = ﬁ]
Rsva Rsm Rs72 Rs73 i Rsa VA
1 s 1 1 3
o [ph2] — _ Slhsha] _ _ Vi
P = — = s 5 R = . A.23
g Rab; 1 Raby 1 Raby [Ra \/5] ( )
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The effective metric and its inverse along My @ X4 can be represented in a general (basis independent) way by block
diagonal matrices Gog = [Fyu, Gab], 4*° = [F#,§?%], satisfying the relations [42],

af \/B BoB
Det(d) = (VDet(3) + bt Det(B))?, ¢ = YD yes = 07 glasl = VP pas _ BT
(@ = ( \/57 Ry 1 N Ra

5 -
VA== ( F1|77| )2 Ay sinh p, \/Det(B = —bgsmhp, Rg=1+ Vb Ry=1+ ﬂ] (A.24)

Vi Vb

where the indices enclosed between pairs of parentheses or brackets are to be symmetrized or antisymmetrized. One
finds for a constant dilaton profile,

cosh*(p/2) , —1+4 TcothT

PfB)  _ Spb3(7)
i ) I(T)K*(1)T5(p) " sinh®7

gsh(T)Vo(p) gsh(T)V (p)

The effective metric determinant in Eq. (II11.17) for the y-field action,
V5’ (p) = —Det(q) s = —Det(Y)as x Det(@)s,, [(@are = diag(Darss (@x,)s Fzy = (7 +0)|s.] (A.26)

shows that the contributions from BS' may be included by replacing Vy(p) = /-7 — /=7 = Rsy/—~® and
adding the linear and quadratic order corrections in 9, ,x from Tr(¢ 'a) and Tr(¢ *ag'a). In Eq. (I111.21), for
instance, the coefficient (71 — T%/T3) of |9, x|? is replaced by (T} — T3/(RsT3)) and the coefficient (Ty — T35 /T3)/Ts
of |9,x|? is replaced by Rg! (T — T2/(T3Rs))/Ts, noting that the first and second terms in these coefficients arise
from linear and quadratic order corrections. The wave equations for y modes are modified likewise by replacing in

Eq. (IT1.21),

Rs =1+

=1+ 243|L)g, 2. (A.25)

|A2Sp|2
A1 Rg

|A2Sp|2

Q(p) — F1h(7)(As — A Rs

), P(p) = (As — )/As. (A.27)

The contributions from the classical 2-form gauge fluxes are conveniently included by noting the formal similarity
of F, with By. For instance, the (1,1)-form solution derived in [41], Fi; = —iXe;jrw;dw; A dwg + H. c. is of same
form as the background solution for the NSNS field B!, so its contribution is found by replacing b() — A/p,. The
comparison with Eq. (A.17) yields the explicit expression for the gauge flux 2-form in X4

Fip = (fidp N ho + fahs A1), [fia2) = Mgy |*fiy cosh® —[— sinh gv cosh g]] (A.28)

which is represented in the antisymmetric part of the effective metric tensor by the anti-diagonal matrix, Fj; =

diag(fi, f2, — fa, — f1)-

3. Reduced Dirac operator

We here examine the Dirac operator on the 4-cycle ¥4 C Cg restricted to the part of the covariant derivative
depending on the spin connection along the brane longitudinal directions, IJ|s, = (§ + $w®T ;). The solution of the
flat torsion condition, 0 = Dyel = (Dye)s — T, e}, [(Due)? =)20,el + w“be 3] provides the explicit formula for the
spin connection in terms of the tangent frame vectors of ¥4, ,

wi = —eb(9,ed — que‘;\) = —[e"*(Oel — &,eZ) —e"?(0,ed —

5 > 9,

w) eMieobe ae(0nel — 0,€5)]  (A.29)

where e (p, hi,) carry vector indices along curved and flat space directions, i = (p, m) and & = (p, k). In the static
gauge, ”yag — gap, the non vanishing components of the spin connection are evaluated from the general formulas,

Wik =0, Wik = —EV’“(njn’“a W Op") = 2(As57, — Agy),

pk L s é en 1 b1k i

whk = —§epp(8 + emedpey, k) §(epphfn8p77k +C. i)
k n, E nk n k ¢

wli=¢e J(?[men] —e 8[mefl] —eeP eméa[nep] = §Xm’5f€’

A ~ A 1 Ara > P o7
(e =1 (P (@), Ajy = ZHF WOt Cpop = b0 b (1™ HIF = W™ = g7 IR,
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k i2
o in k jokpn j n nppyl )

7
The gamma matrices identities, F[,F[Fﬁfc = —I;I';, Firj‘fc = iFf’:y(4)eﬁjm + 55[Ff€ — 51%ZF57 yield the simplified form
of the Dirac operator,
Dls, =T7(8, +wp) + T (O + wim)
= 621“’3(5;) + %nkapnk + 1—‘31%‘431%) + e;ﬁl—‘[(am 411 pkcmk 8FJka Jk)
= %) © [0, + l3p 1n(771772773) — €554 ®F 7(4)A5;;
+iPef (3 i€ Om + Cm,zﬂiz; + 8Xmgk(l€,33fcﬁ<4> + 65755 — 07iVp5))]- (A.31)

Applying these formulas to the deformed conifold case, using Eq. (A.5) and the expressions implied by the SO(3)
isometry of ¥4,

] i1 m m nn’ k L m
em:nh’ma 6[ :W[h[ y 4 = l l ) 0" = ]kn ’ thhl/ = [l/v
i
i = 05’ g% = 52, W = 2 by = nP2hi,, (A.32)
one finds that C, ; and Aj'fc = —A%. vanish identically while e;”Xm 5i 1 independent of angles. The resulting Dirac
operator
Dls, = =T7(8, + = Za (Iny*) + 7thmjkl“ DT + 1P DT el d,,), (A.33)

includes on side of the first radial derivative term, angle independent curvature contributions in the second and third
terms (which commmute with the chirality matrix I's;,) and the base manifold Dirac operator I'* e}f@m =Tk Vi, = I
(S3/Z3) in the fourth term.

4. Undeformed conifold limit

The useful intermediate results in the undeformed conifold case are obtained from the deformed conifold results by
taking the limit ¢ — 0, 7 — oo at fixed radial conic variable r and u, absorbing the dependence on € through the
change of radial variable 7 — r and of the parameter L — pu = Le. The correspondence between the 4-cycle radial
variable p and the conifold radial variable r is given by

. dr 1,r3 -2
= (237 = i 8 = linl?(1 + cosh ), 7% = 222, (A.34)
P 3 T

where we introduced the useful rescaled and dimensionless radial variables, 7 and r,,. Note that the change of variable
p — 7y picks up the factor pr which diverges at the 4-cycle apex, Frmin = (2/3)Y2rmin = |23 (1 ) min = [2031/3.
X

The coefficient functions F; > and the warp profile have the limiting forms,

1/22*3/2 1 F —T 1 1/2275/2 1
F12(2€)72/3677/323 = ,R:—22—e—2— :—3 E— ,
r 2| [2/37y F 32 6/4y]2(1 + cosh p) r3 6|y 213
[ |y [ Liyy 81 r
VO 5, 142C,) = Um0 = 2) 2 - 1), 1) =~ By = Mo D] (A5

where the effective curvature radius Less(r) was expressed in terms of the infrared cutoff radius r; at which
Les¢(rir) = 0. The conifold parameterization as a foliation by Kuperstein 4-cycle ¥4 is described by the metric

2 (14 2cosh N N R
dg?(cﬁ):2*5/231/2|“:| e+ ;"s P (dp? + 12) + cosh®(p/2)h2 + sinb? (p/2)h2

4 2 ~
—i-g(l + cosh p)dxdy + (gﬂx sinh p(dp + ihs)dx + H. ¢.)]
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L 3792 -3 272, 2043 2172 (27 |Hx| ) a2
= —[r°h -2 h —(27° — h 6751
Sf‘[T 1+(T |:uX| ) 2+3( r |/LX| ) 3+ (A3 2|MX| )
8 .3 - 4 3 1/2 r 1/2 34 1 5\ o
—3dxdy + (5 -2 12(3(m—n—i5)/2dF + ih3)dx + H. c.)]. A.36
+3T XX+(3(T( |/J' | )) ( (733_2|MX|2) T+ 3) X+ C)] ( )
We quote for convenience the metric tensor components,
g ghsh —9- 5/231/2|77X| (1—|—2COShp) |/LX| (lu |2 _1),
gy |ux|2 0o,
[gﬁlfllugfmfzJ = f[il +COShp] [|/L |2 - 4 |,Ux|2],
~ - - b3 2\1\1/2
G = = Gix = o G = — 5 (7 = 22 (A.37)

The conifold metric restriction to ¥4 is given by

22 |H><|4/3 372 2 4 2 2 2
§°(Ce)lz. = 8 (r¥hi + (r — 2)h3 + (27“ - 1)(h3 +9(-3 2)d7“x)),
X
3,20% — |yl Peo 1020, —1pl? s
=S5 di? + —hi h h3). A.38
il —2[ul? 6T e 2+ or 3 (A.38)

The reduced D7-brane action for the scalar modes descending from the open moduli field x is given by

SB(D7) = —u7/d4$dp/i7,1 A\ ]A”Lg A\ ;Lg —’7(0)6(1)[1 + AAZS (a_p—x + ap_X)

1/2 h G G
21/ By (Lt Co) 4 1+C, 1
2C,

. _
3173, (r)1+2cpg Dux0uX + qu|2(1+20p+( g )2) DpXOpX + -
3 3

= —N—Z/d‘lfv/ﬁl /\%Aﬁse‘ﬁ/dp\/—vm)[ﬂr?%( +H c)

gs nX

1 2(r3 ) 4r3 3 —2)

S (1 - G o x 1- X 0. Al

RETNEE (T)TX( @ - 1)>8“X8 X+3|ux|2(2r§—1)< (2r§_1))3ﬂx‘9p>d (4.39)

The first terms (in the last line above) inside the two pairs large parentheses in front of |0, px|2, reproduce the results
of [42] while the second terms arising from additional contributions to the Born-Infeld determinant are absent there.
The pull-back of the NSNS classical solution on 34

81 g Mo/ . r
— In— A4
16 6 I (A40)

wr

BS = e=#/21,71/2), 4b(r) cosh? g[_ sinh gdp A ha + cosh gﬁg Aha), [b(r) =

agrees with [42] and involves an infrared radius distinct from the warp profile radius in Eq. (A.35), In7}, = % —
In(25/63-1/2¢-2/3) = 1 + Inri.. The contributions from the classical NSNS solution BS' and the gauge 2-form
solution [41] F§' = LR (ife;jpwidw; A dwy) in Eq. (A.28),

B!+ Ff'oc <25 (k(r) + 250, [k(r) = (3/2) 9, Mo In(r ) (A1)

(both of same dimension E°) can be included together by shifting the above radial profile k(r) = 3rb(r) — k(r)+3P/2.
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