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Abstract

We study five-dimensional N = 4 gauged supergravity coupled to three
vector multiplets with SO(2)D × SO(3) gauge group. The gauged super-
gravity admits two supersymmetric AdS5 vacua. One of the vacua, at
the origin of the scalar manifold R+ × SO(5, 3)/SO(5)× SO(3), preserves
N = 4 supersymmetry and the full SO(2)D × SO(3) gauge symmetry.
The second AdS5 vacuum is N = 2 supersymmetric and invariant under
SO(2)diag which is a diagonal subgroup of SO(2)D and SO(2) ⊂ SO(3).
By considering a truncation to SO(2)diag invariant scalars, we find a class
of Janus solutions interpolating among these vacua. These solutions should
be holographically dual to conformal interfaces within the dual N = 1 and
N = 2 SCFTs in four dimensions. In addition, we also find examples of so-
lutions describing RG-flow interfaces between N = 1 and N = 2 SCFTs on
each side of the interfaces. All of the solutions could possibly be uplifted to
eleven dimensions by a consistent truncation of M-theory on M3×S2×S1

with a 3-manifold M3.
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1 Introduction

The holographic study of conformal interfaces within strongly-coupled SCFTs
is one of the most interesting aspects of the AdS/CFT correspondence [1, 2,
3]. These interfaces correspond to a particular class of supergravity solutions
called Janus solutions. In general, (d − 1)-dimensional conformal interfaces in
d-dimensional SCFTs can be obtained from AdSd-sliced domain walls within a
(d + 1)-dimensional gauged supergravity. Since the discovery of the first Janus
solution in [4], see also [5], many solutions of this type have appeared in various
space-time dimensions, see [6]-[40] for an incomplete list. Some of these solutions
can be embedded in string/M-theory via many known consistent truncations. A
number of Janus solutions have also been obtained directly from ten- or eleven-
dimensional supergravities, see for example [41, 42, 43, 44].

In this paper, we are interested in supersymmetric Janus solutions in
half-maximal N = 4 gauged supergravity in five dimensions. After the original
supersymmetric Janus solution found in [5], see also [13], a number of Janus solu-
tions from the maximal SO(6) gauged supergravity have appeared more recently
in [15]. However, all of these solutions have been obtained within particular
truncations of N = 2 or N = 8 gauged supergravities in which only one su-
persymmetric AdS5 vacuum exists. Accordingly, the resulting Janus solutions
essentially interpolate between the same conformal fixed point dual to the AdS5

vacuum. In this work, we will look for supersymmetric Janus solutions from
N = 4 gauged supergravity coupled to vector multiplets with more than one su-
persymmetric AdS5 vacuum. Apart from giving first examples of Janus solutions
from N = 4 gauged supergravity, we also give first examples of five-dimensional
Janus solutions involving more than one AdS5 vacuum.

We will consider N = 4 gauged supergravity coupled to three vector mul-
tiplets with SO(2)D × SO(3) ∼ U(1)D × SU(2) gauge group. The full global
symmetry of this matter-coupled supergravity is given by R+ × SO(5, 3). The
gauge group under consideration here is embedded exclusively in the SO(5, 3)
factor via it maximal compact subgroup SO(5)× SO(3). The SO(5) factor cor-
responds to the R-symmetry SO(5)R ∼ USp(4)R. The SO(3) factor in the gauge
group is identified with the SO(3)R subgroup of SO(2)R × SO(3)R ⊂ SO(5)R
while the SO(2)D is the diagonal subgroup of SO(2)R and SO(2) ⊂ SO(3) with
SO(3) being the symmetry of the three vector multiplets. This gauged super-
gravity has originally been studied in [45] in which two supersymmetric AdS5

vacua with N = 4 and N = 2 supersymmetries have been found. An extension to
a bigger gauge group admitting a number of N = 4 and N = 2 supersymmetric
AdS5 vacua and a web of holographic RG flows has also been considered recently
in [46]. In addition, it has been shown in [47] that this gauged supergravity can
be obtained from a consistent truncation of eleven-dimensional supergravity on
M3×S2×S1 with M3 being a three-manifold. It is then possible to uplift all the
solutions found in this paper to M-theory.
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The existence of the second AdS5 vacuum leads to a much richer class of
Janus solutions. Apart from the solutions interpolating between the N = 4 AdS5

vacuum at the origin of the scalar manifold R+ × SO(5, 3)/SO(5)× SO(3) as in
other previous works, there are solutions that approach arbitrarily close to the
N = 2 AdS5 vacuum on both sides of the interfaces. This type of solutions has
also been found in other dimensions, see for example [16, 18, 36]. In addition,
we will find solutions describing conformal interfaces between different conformal
fixed points related by RG flows. These solutions are called RG-flow interfaces
and have attracted much attention recently [11, 35, 37, 38]. In addition to giving
a new class of Janus solutions in N = 4 gauged supergravity, we hope the results
will give complements to the study of AdS5 vacua and holographic RG flows as
well as black string solutions given in [45, 46, 48].

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review five-dimensional
N = 4 gauged supergravity coupled to three vector multiplets and SO(2)D ×
SO(3) gauge group. The known N = 4 and N = 2 supersymmetric AdS5 vacua
are also reviewed. In section 3, we perform the analysis of supersymmetry con-
ditions leading to a set of BPS equations for obtaining Janus solutions. We also
give a number of numerical Janus solutions. We end the paper by giving some
conclusions and comments in section 4.

2 Five-dimensional N = 4 gauged supergravity

with SO(2)D × SO(3) gauge group

We first give a brief review of five-dimensionalN = 4 gauged supergravity coupled
to vector multiplets. We will closely follow the construction of N = 4 gauged
supergravity given in [49] and [50] to which we refer for more details. There are
only two types of multiplets inN = 4 supersymmetry, the supergravity and vector
multiplets. The former consists of the graviton eµ̂µ, four gravitini ψµi, six vectors
(A0

µ, A
m
µ ), four spin-1

2
fields χi and one real scalar Σ, the dilaton. Each vector

multiplet contains a vector field Aµ, four gaugini λi and five scalars ϕm. The
conventions on various types of indices are as follows. Space-time and tangent
space indices are denoted respectively by µ, ν, . . . = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 and µ̂, ν̂, . . . =
0, 1, 2, 3, 4. The fundamental representation of SO(5)R ∼ USp(4)R R-symmetry
is described respectively by m,n = 1, . . . , 5 for SO(5)R and i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4 for
USp(4)R. The vector multiplets are labeled by indices a, b = 1, . . . , n.

In this paper, we are only interested in supersymmetric Janus solutions
characterized exclusively by the metric and scalars. Therefore, we will set all
the vector and tensor fields as well as spinor fields to zero. The dilaton can
be described by a coorinate on R+ while the 5n scalar fields from the vector
multiplets parametrize the SO(5, n)/SO(5) × SO(n) coset. The latter can be
described by a coset representative V A

M transforming under the global G =
SO(5, n) and the local H = SO(5) × SO(n) by left and right multiplications,
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respectively. We use the global SO(5, n) indices M,N, . . . = 1, 2, . . . , 5 + n while
the local indices A,B, . . . can be split into A = (m, a) as

V A
M = (V m

M ,V a
M ). (1)

Gaugings of N = 4 supergravity are described by three components of the
embedding tensor ξM , ξMN = ξ[MN ] and fMNP = f[MNP ]. In order to define con-
sistent gaugings, these components need to satisfy a set of quadratic constraints.
In addition, the existence of supersymmetric AdS5 vacua requires ξM = 0 [51],
so we will set ξM = 0 from now on. The gauge group is then entirely embedded
in SO(5, n) with the quadratic constraints given by

fR[MNfPQ]
R = 0 and ξM

QfQNP = 0 . (2)

The gauge generators in the fundamental representation of SO(5, n) can be writ-
ten as

(XM)N
P = −fMQR(tQR)N

P = fMN
P and (X0)N

P = −ξQR(tQR)N
P = ξN

P

(3)
with (tMN)P

Q = δQ[MηN ]P being SO(5, n) generators. We also note that the defi-

nition of ξMN and fMNP includes the gauge coupling constants. SO(5, n) indices
M,N, . . . are lowered and raised by the invariant tensor ηMN and its inverse ηMN

with ηMN = diag(−1,−1,−1,−1,−1, 1, . . . , 1)
With vector and tensor fields vanishing, the bosonic Lagrangian of a gen-

eral gauged N = 4 supergravity coupled to vector multiplets can be written as

e−1L =
1

2
R− 3

2
Σ−2∂µΣ∂

µΣ +
1

16
∂µMMN∂

µMMN − V (4)

with e being the vielbein determinant and

MMN = V m
M V m

N + V a
M V a

N . (5)

The scalar potential reads

V =
1

4

[
fMNPfQRSΣ

−2

(
1

12
MMQMNRMPS − 1

4
MMQηNRηPS

+
1

6
ηMQηNRηPS

)
+

1

4
ξMNξPQΣ

4(MMPMNQ − ηMPηNQ)

+

√
2

3
fMNP ξQRΣM

MNPQR

]
(6)

where MMN is the inverse of MMN . M
MNPQR is defined as

MMNPQR = ϵmnpqrV m
M V n

N V p
P V q

Q V r
R (7)
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with indices raised by ηMN .
In order to obtain supersymmetric solutions from the corresponding BPS

equations, we also need supersymmetry transformations of fermions which are
given by

δψµi = Dµϵi +
i√
6
ΩijA

jk
1 γµϵk, (8)

δχi = −
√
3

2
iΣ−1∂µΣγ

µϵi +
√
2ΩijA

kj
2 ϵk, (9)

δλai = iΩjk(VM
a∂µVij

M)γµϵk +
√
2ΩijA

akj
2 ϵk . (10)

The fermion shift matrices are defined by

Aij
1 = − 1√

6

(√
2Σ2ΩklVM

ikVN
jlξMN +

4

3
Σ−1V ik

MVjl
NVP

klf
MN

P

)
,

Aij
2 =

1√
6

(√
2Σ2ΩklVM

ikVN
jlξMN − 2

3
Σ−1V ik

MVjl
NVP

klf
MN

P

)
,

Aaij
2 = −1

2

(
Σ2VM

ijVN
a
ξMN −

√
2Σ−1ΩklVM

aVN
ikVP

jlfMNP
)
. (11)

It is also useful to note that the scalar potential can be written in terms of these
matrices as

V = −Aij
1 A1ij + Aij

2 A2ij + Aaij
2 Aa

2ij . (12)

The coset representative of the form V ij
M is defined in terms of VM

m and
SO(5) gamma matrices Γmi

j as

VM
ij =

1

2
VM

mΓij
m (13)

with Γij
m = ΩikΓmk

j. Similarly, the inverse Vij
M can be written as

Vij
M =

1

2
Vm

M(Γij
m)

∗ =
1

2
Vm

MΓkl
mΩkiΩlj . (14)

As in [46], we use the following representation of Γmi
j matrices

Γ1 = −σ2 ⊗ σ2, Γ2 = I2 ⊗ σ1, Γ3 = I2 ⊗ σ3,

Γ4 = σ1 ⊗ σ2, Γ5 = σ3 ⊗ σ2 (15)

with σi, i = 1, 2, 3, being the Pauli matrices. It is also useful to note that raising
and lowering of i, j, . . . indices by Ωij and Ωij are related to complex conjugation.
We also use an explicit form of Ωij given by

Ωij = Ωij = iσ2 ⊗ I2 . (16)

5



The covariant derivative on ϵi is given by

Dµϵi = ∂µϵi +
1

4
ωab
µ γabϵi +Qµi

jϵj (17)

with the composite connection defined by

Qµi
j = Vik

M∂µVM
kj . (18)

We end this section by reviewing the N = 4 gauged supergravity coupled
to three vector multiplets with SO(2)D × SO(3) gauge group. In the notation of
[46], the embedding tensor is given by

ξMN = −g1(δM1 δN2 − δM2 δ
N
1 ) + g2(δ

M
6 δ

N
7 − δM7 δ

N
6 ), (19)

fm̃+2,ñ+2,p̃+2 = −h1ϵm̃ñp̃, m̃, ñ, p̃ = 1, 2, 3 (20)

with g1, g2 and h1 being coupling constants. The SO(3) factor is identified with an
SO(3)R subgroup of SO(2)R×SO(3)R ⊂ SO(5)R while the SO(2)D is a diagonal
subgroup of the SO(2)R and the SO(2) subgroup of the SO(3) symmetry of the
three vector multiplets.

To give a concrete parametrization of the SO(5, 3)/SO(5)×SO(3) coset,
we write the SO(5, 3) non-compact generators as

Yma = tm,a+5, m = 1, 2, . . . , 5, a = 1, 2, . . . , 3 . (21)

By choosing the parametrization, as considered in [45],

V = eϕ(Y41+Y52), (22)

we find the scalar potential

V =
1

4

cosh2 ϕ

Σ2

[
(cosh 2ϕ− 3)h21 + 4

√
2g1h1Σ

3 + 2g22Σ
6 sinh2 ϕ

]
(23)

which admits two supersymmetric AdS5 vacuum given by

ϕ = 0, Σ = 1, V0 = −3g21, L =

√
2

g1
(24)

and

ϕ =
1

2
ln

[
g2 − 4g1 + 2

√
4g21 − 2g1g2 − 2g22
3g2

]
, Σ = −

(
2g1
g2

) 1
3

,

V0 = −1

3
(g1 − g2)

2

(
2g1
g2

) 4
3

, L =
3

g1 − g2

(
g22√
2g21

) 1
3

(25)
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The first vacuum preserves the full N = 4 supersymmetry and SO(2)D × SO(3)
gauge symmetry. The second vacuum is on the other hand N = 2 supersymmetric
and breaks the gauge group to SO(2)diag ⊂ [SO(2)D × SO(2)]diag with SO(2) ⊂
SO(3).

In the above equations, we have also set h1 = −
√
2g1 in order to set

Σ = 1 at the N = 4 supersymmetric AdS5 vacuum, see more detail in [46]. We
have also used the relation between the cosmological constant V0 and the AdS5

radius L given by

L =

√
− 6

V0
(26)

with a definite choice of g1 > g2. These two vacua should be dual to N = 2 and
N = 1 SCFTs in four dimensions, respectively. Some aspects of the possible dual
SCFTs have been given in [45]. Moreover, holographic RG flows between these
two vacuum have already been studied in [45] and [46].

3 Supersymmetric Janus solutions

In this section, we look for supersymmetric Janus solutions describing conformal
interfaces within the N = 2 and N = 1 SCFTs dual to the aforementioned AdS5

vacua. The metric ansatz is given by an AdS4-sliced domain wall

ds2 = e2A(r)ds2AdS4
+ dr2 (27)

with ds2AdS4
being the metric on AdS4 with radius ℓ.

We will consider a truncation to SO(2)diag singlet scalars. This diagonal
subgroup is generated by a linear combination of SO(5, 3) generators t12, t45 and
t67 under which there are five singlet scalars from SO(5, 3)/SO(5)×SO(3) coset.
This can be seen as follows. We recall that the 15 scalars transform as (5,3)
under the compact subgroup SO(5) × SO(3) ⊂ SO(5, 3). Decomposing 5 of
SO(5) ∼ SO(5)R under the SO(2)R × SO(3)R subgroup via 5 → (2,1) + (1,3),
we find that

(5,3) → (2,1,3) + (1,3,3). (28)

Further decomposing SO(3)R and SO(3) to SO(2)′R and SO(2) subgroups via
3 → 1 + 2, we end up with the transformation of all these 15 scalars under
SO(2)R × SO(2)′R × SO(2)

(5,3) → (2,1,1) + (2,1,2) + (1,1,1) + (1,2,2) + (1,2,1) + (1,1,2). (29)

We now form the diagonal subgroup of all the SO(2)R, SO(2)
′
R and SO(2) factors

by taking a tensor product of all three representations in each factor. Together
with the fact that the product of SO(2) fundamental representation 2 ⊗ 2 →
1+ 1+ 2, we eventually find five singlets under SO(2)diag coming from (1,1,1),
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(2,1,2) and (1,2,2). These singlets correspond to the following non-compact
generators

Ŷ1 = Y11 + Y22, Ŷ2 = Y41 + Y52, Ŷ3 = Y33,

Ŷ4 = Y12 − Y21, Ŷ5 = Y42 − Y51 . (30)

The coset representative can then be written as

V = eϕ1Ŷ1eϕ2Ŷ2eϕ3Ŷ3eϕ4Ŷ4eϕ5Ŷ5 . (31)

It turns out that in order to consistently truncate out all the gauge fields, we
need to further set ϕ4 = ϕ5 = 0.

With ϕ4 = ϕ5 = 0, a direct computation leads to the scalar potential

V =
1

8
Σ−1

[
h21 cosh 2ϕ3 sinh

2 2ϕ2 + cosh2 ϕ2

[
−4h21

+4
√
2h1(g1 + g2 + (g1 − g2) cosh 2ϕ1) coshϕ3Σ

3

+
{
g22 cosh

2 ϕ1(cosh 2ϕ1 − 3) + 2g22 cosh
4 ϕ1 cosh 2ϕ2

+g21 sinh
2 ϕ1(3 + cosh 2ϕ1 + 2 cosh 2ϕ2 sinh

2 ϕ1)

−2g1g2 cosh
2 ϕ2 sinh

2 2ϕ1

}
Σ6

]]
. (32)

The coset representative (22) is a subtruncation of the one given in (31), so the
scalar potential (32) admits the same AdS5 critical points as given in (24) and
(25). Apart from these two critical points, there are no other supersymmetric
AdS5 vacua.

It is also useful to note the scalar kinetic term

Lkin = −3

2

Σ′2

Σ2
− cosh2 ϕ2ϕ

′
1
2 − ϕ′

2
2 − 1

2
ϕ′
3
2
. (33)

3.1 BPS equations for Janus solutions

We are now in a position to analyze the supersymmetry conditions arising from
setting supersymmetry transformations of fermionic fields to zero. With the coset
representative (31) and ϕ4 = ϕ5 = 0, the Aij

1 tensor is diagonal and takes the
form

Aij
1 = diag(α, β, α∗, β) (34)

with

α =
1√
6
h1Σ

−1 cosh2 ϕ2 coshϕ3 +
1

8
√
3
Σ2 [(g1 − g2) cosh 2ϕ1(cosh 2ϕ2 − 3)

−2(g1 + g2) cosh
2 ϕ2 − 4i(g1 − g2) sinh 2ϕ1 sinhϕ2

]
, (35)

β =
1

8
√
3
Σ2

[
2(g1 − g2) cosh 2ϕ1 cosh

2 ϕ2 − (g1 + g2)(cosh 2ϕ2 − 3)
]

− 1√
6
Σ−1h1 cosh

2 ϕ2 coshϕ3 . (36)
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As pointed out in [46], the unbroken supersymmetry is at most N = 2 whenever
ϕ2 ̸= 0.

However, unlike the previous results given in [45] and [46], both the eigen-
values α and β do not lead to a superpotential in terms of which the scalar po-
tential (32) can be written. It is possible to define an exact superpotential from
α or β only for either ϕ1 = 0 or ϕ2 = 0. As we will see, these two possibilities rule
out any possible supersymmetric Janus solutions. Therefore, we will keep both
ϕ1 and ϕ2 non-vanishing. The non-existence of superpotential is mainly due to
the failure to satisfy some integrability conditions as pointed out in [52]. This is
also the case for Janus solutions in six-dimensional gauged supergravity studied
in [10] and [11] as pointed out in [53]. In addition, the reality of β turns out to
excludes the possibility of any Janus solutions as well. Accordingly, we will only
consider the unbroken supersymmetry corresponding to the eigevalue α and take
the associated Killing spinors to be ϵ1 and ϵ3.

With all these, the variations δχi give

Σ′γr̂ϵ1 = Aϵ3 and Σ′γr̂ϵ3 = A∗ϵ1 (37)

for

A = − i

6
√
2
Σ3

[
g2(2i sinhϕ1 + 2 coshϕ1 sinhϕ2)

2

+4g1(coshϕ1 − i sinhϕ1 sinhϕ2)
2
]
− i

3
h1 cosh

2 ϕ2 coshϕ3 . (38)

Multiply the first equation in (37) by Σ′γr̂ and use the second equation, we find

Σ′2 = AA∗ = |A|2 (39)

which leads to
Σ′ = η|A| (40)

for a sign factor η = ±1 and a projector of the form

γr̂ϵ1 = η
A
|A|

ϵ3 and γr̂ϵ3 = η
A∗

|A|
ϵ1 . (41)

We now move to the conditions arising from δλai . Using the γr̂ projection
given in (41), we find that one of the conditions leads to

(g2 − g1) sinh 2ϕ1 sinhϕ2ϕ
′
3 = 0. (42)

For g2 = g1, the N = 2 supersymmetric AdS5 vacuum does not exist. As we
will see at the end of this section, Janus solutions do not exist for g2 = g1 either.
Furthermore, Janus solutions do not exist if either ϕ1 = 0 or ϕ2 = 0 as previously
mentioned. Therefore, we satisfy this condition by choosing constant ϕ3 which
can be consistently set to zero in order to make the solutions approach the AdS5
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vacua at which ϕ3 = 0.
The remaining conditions from δλai are given by

(ϕ′
2 − i coshϕ2ϕ

′
1)γr̂ϵ1 = Bϵ3 (43)

and (ϕ′
2 + i coshϕ2ϕ

′
1)γr̂ϵ3 = B∗ϵ1 (44)

with

B =
1

4
√
2
Σ2 coshϕ2 [2i sinhϕ2[(g1 − g2) cosh 2ϕ1 − g1 − g2]

−2(g1 − g2) sinh 2ϕ1] +
i

2
Σ−1h1 sinh 2ϕ2 . (45)

Using the projector (41) again, we arrive at the BPS equations for ϕ1 and ϕ2 of
the form

ϕ′
2Σ

′ = Re(BA∗) and coshϕ2ϕ
′
1Σ

′ = −Im(BA∗). (46)

Finally, we consider the gravitino variations along AdS4 directions. We
first split the five-dimensional coordinates as xµ = (xα, r) for α = 0, 1, 2, 3. The
conditions δψα̂i take the form

Dα̂ϵi = − i√
6
ΩijA

jk
1 γα̂ϵk . (47)

Following [15], we rewrite the covariant derivative in terms of the covariant deriva-

tive ∇̃α on AdS4 as

Dαϵi = ∇̃αϵi −
1

2
A′γrγαϵi . (48)

We then use the Killing spinor equations for AdS4 of the form

∇̃αϵi =
i

2ℓ
κiγrγαϵi (49)

with κi = ±1. We have also identified the chirality matrix on AdS4 as γr =
iγ0̂γ1̂γ2̂γ3̂. Using the explicit form of the Aij

1 tensor given in (34), we find from
(47) (

A′ − i

ℓ
κ1e

−A

)
γr̂ϵ1 = −iW∗ϵ3 (50)

and

(
A′ − i

ℓ
κ3e

−A

)
γr̂ϵ3 = iWϵ1 (51)

with W =
√

2
3
α. As in [15], consistency between these two equations requires

κ3 = −κ1.
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Using the γr̂ projector given in (41) and writing κ = κ1 = −κ3, we
eventually find

A′ = −ηRe(iW
∗A∗)

|A|
and

κ

ℓ
e−A = η

Im(iW∗A∗)

|A|
. (52)

We also note that the two equations (50) and (51) also imply the relation

A′2 +
1

ℓ2
e−2A = |W|2 . (53)

As in other cases, the remaining condition δψr̂i will determine the radial depen-
dence of the Killing spinors.

At this point, we will give some comments on choosing the residual su-
persymmetry corresponding to the eigenvalue β of the Aij

1 tensor. In this case,
the Killing spinors are given by ϵ2 and ϵ4. The same analysis of δχi conditions
leads to an analogue of (37) of the form

Σ′γr̂ϵ2 = iMϵ4 and Σ′γr̂ϵ4 = −iMϵ2 (54)

with a real function M. Consistency of the projectors then requires that Σ′ =
±M which gives the projectors

γr̂ϵ2 = ±iϵ4 and γr̂ϵ4 = ∓iϵ2 . (55)

Using these projectors in δψα̂i conditions results in the identically vanishing κ
ℓ
e−A.

Therefore, only flat domain wall solutions are possible.
It is useful to explicitly give the form of the algebraic constraint given by

the second equation in (52)

κ

ℓ
e−A =

(g2 − g1)h1Σ
2 sinh 2ϕ1 sinhϕ2 cosh

2 ϕ2

3
√
2|A|

. (56)

We can immediately see that for either ϕ1 = 0 or ϕ2 = 0, this constraint forces
the AdS4 radius ℓ→ ∞ leading to a flat domain wall. This also implies that the
dilaton cannot support the curvature of the world-volume of the domain wall.
This is precisely in agreement with the results of [54] in which it has also been
shown that the existence of AdS4-sliced domain walls requires both the dilaton
and scalars from vector multiplets to be non-vanishing. Furthermore, setting
g2 = g1 also excludes any Janus solutions as previously mentioned.

We end this section by pointing out that the algebraic constraint (56) is
compatible with all the remaining flow equations for Σ, ϕ1, ϕ2 and A. Moreover,
we have also explicitly verified that these equations together with the constraint
(56) imply the second-ordered field equations. Finally, it should be noted that
Janus solutions are also possible for g2 = 0. This leads to a simple embedding
of the SO(2) factor, and the SO(2) × SO(3) gauge group is entirely embedded
in SO(5)R ⊂ SO(5, 3). Therefore, supersymmetric Janus solutions exist in both
SO(2)×SO(3) and SO(2)D ×SO(3) gauge groups provided that both ϕ1 and ϕ2

are non-vanishing.
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3.2 Numerical Janus solutions

The resulting BPS equations take a very complicated form. Even a much simpler
set of BPS equations for obtaining RG flow solutions studied in [45] can only be
solved numerically. We then do not expect to find any analytic solutions to these
equations. Accordingly, we consider finding numerical solutions with suitable
boundary conditions. For convenience, we first note the explicit form of all the
BPS equations

Σ′ =
1

3
η
[(√

2Σ3{cosh2 ϕ1(g1 + g2 sinh
2 ϕ2)− sinh2 ϕ1(g2 + g1 sinh

2 ϕ2)}

+ h1 cosh
2 ϕ2

)2

+ 2(g1 − g2)
2Σ6 sinh2 2ϕ1 sinh

2 ϕ2

] 1
2

, (57)

Σ′ϕ′
1 =

1

24
(g1 − g2)

Σ2 coshϕ2 sinh 2ϕ1

coshϕ2

[√
2h1(5 cosh 2ϕ2 − 3)

+ Σ3[2(g1 − g2) cosh 2ϕ1 cosh
2 ϕ2 − (g1 + g2)(cosh 2ϕ2 − 3)]

]
, (58)

Σ′ϕ′
2 =

1

24
√
2
h1 sinh 2ϕ2Σ

2 [(g1 − g2) cosh 2ϕ1(cosh 2ϕ2 − 7)

−2(g1 + g2) cosh
2 ϕ2

]
+

1

96
Σ5 [2 sinh 2ϕ2(3g1 − g2

+(g1 − g2) cosh 2ϕ1)(3g2 − g1 + (g1 − g2) cosh 2ϕ1)

+(g1 + g2 + (g2 − g1) cosh 2ϕ1)
2 sinh 4ϕ2

]
− h21

3Σ
cosh3 ϕ2 sinhϕ2, (59)

Σ′A′ =
h21
9Σ

cosh4 ϕ2 +
1

72
√
2
h1Σ

2 cosh2 ϕ2

[
4(g1 + g2) cosh

2 ϕ2

−2(g1 − g2) cosh 2ϕ1(cosh 2ϕ2 − 3)]− 1

144
Σ5

[
16(g1 − g2)

2 sinh2 2ϕ1×

× sinh2 ϕ2 + ((g1 − g2) cosh 2ϕ1(cosh 2ϕ2 − 3)− 2(g1 + g2) cosh
2 ϕ2)

2
]

(60)

together with an algebraic constraint

κ

ℓ
e−A =

(g2 − g1)h1Σ
2 cosh2 ϕ2 sinh 2ϕ1 sinhϕ2

3
√
2|Σ′|

(61)

for η = ±1 and κ = ±1. It is also useful to note that the solutions preserve
1
4
of the original supersymmetry or four supercharges due to the projector (41)

and the fact that only ϵ1 and ϵ3 lead to the Killing spinors. In addition, with
ϕ1 and ϕ2 non-vanishing, the solutions break SO(2)D × SO(3) gauge symmetry
to SO(2)diag subgroup. Therefore, the solutions holographically describe three-
dimensional N = 1 conformal interfaces within N = 1 or N = 2 SCFTs in four
dimensions.

We will numerically solve these equations by specifying the values of all

12



the fields at a turning point with A′(r0) = 0. Without loss of generality, we can
also choose r0 = 0. As in other cases, most of the boundary conditions will lead to
singular solutions in which the warp factor A(r) or scalars diverge at some finite
value of r. These solutions might holographically describe boundary SCFTs, but
in this paper, we will only consider regular Janus solutions which approach AdS5

vacua at both sides of the interfaces. The AdS5 vacua at the two sides could be
the same or different. In the latter, the resulting solutions are dual to RG-flow
interfaces which interpolate between two conformal fixed points related by an RG
flow.

To obtain regular Janus solutions, we need to smoothly sew the two
branches of solutions corresponding to η = ±1 together. Alternatively, we can
avoid this branch cut by solving second-ordered field equations with the boundary
conditions for ϕ′

1(0), ϕ
′
2(0) and Σ′(0) obtained from the BPS equations as pointed

out in [16]. Since the BPS equations take a similar form to those considered in
[10] and [11], we will follow the same procedure for finding numerical solutions.
We begin with solutions in the case of g2 = 0 corresponding to SO(2) × SO(3)
gauge group. As previously mentioned, in this case, the N = 2 supersymmetric
AdS5 vacuum does not exist. Accordingly, we can have only solutions interpolat-
ing between N = 4 supersymmetric AdS5 vacuum at each side of the interfaces.
For definiteness, we will set the AdS4 radius ℓ = 1 and κ = 1 without loss of any
generality. Recall that we also have h1 = −

√
2g1. We will further choose g1 =

√
2

in order to set the radius of the N = 4 AdS5 vacuum to unity. As in [10] and [11],
it turns out that only some particular values of ϕ1(0), ϕ2(0), Σ(0) and A(0) lead
to regular Janus solutions. With g2 = 0, a numerical search for regular solutions
leads to examples of Janus solutions as shown in figures 1 and 2. These solutions
should correspond to conformal interfaces in N = 2 SCFT in four dimensions.

Near the N = 4 AdS5 vacuum, the BPS equations give asymptotic be-
haviors of scalar fields as

Σ ∼ −1

3
e−

2r
L

(
2

L
C2

1r − CΣ

)
, L =

√
2

g1
,

ϕ1 ∼ C1e
− r

L , ϕ2 ∼ C2e
− 2r

L (62)

with CΣ and C1,2 being constants. We see that the deformations involve turning
on a dimension-2 operator dual to Σ and a dimension-3 operator dual to ϕ1.
The vacuum expectation values of the operators dual to both Σ and ϕ2 are also
present.

We now consider another class of solutions for SO(2)D × SO(3) gauge
group with g2 ̸= 0. In this case, there are two supersymmetric AdS5 vacua
with N = 4 and N = 2 supersymmetries. We then expect more interesting
possible solutions. Unlike the other parameters, the coupling constant g2 is a free
parameter provided that its value still gives rise to a valid N = 2 AdS5 vacuum.
The numerical analysis indicates that the solutions with different values of g2
are not qualitatively different. Therefore, we will choose a particular values of
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Figure 1: An example of Janus solutions interpolating between N = 4 AdS5

vacua in SO(2) × SO(3) gauge group with ℓ = κ = 1, h1 = −2, g1 =
√
2 and

g2 = 0.
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Figure 2: Another example of Janus solutions interpolating between N = 4 AdS5

vacua in SO(2) × SO(3) gauge group with ℓ = κ = 1, h1 = −2, g1 =
√
2 and

g2 = 0.
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g2 = −1
4
g1 with the other parameters being the same as in the previous case

with g2 = 0. One reason for this choice is that it leads to the values of AdS5

radii at the N = 4 and N = 2 vacua sufficiently different from each other. As a
consequence, it is more convenient to distinguish between solutions interpolating
among different AdS5 vacua.

Due to the presence of the N = 2 AdS5 vacuum, apart from the solutions
interpolating directly between the N = 4 AdS5 vacua as in the previous case,
there are solutions interpolating between N = 4 AdS5 vacua that flow very close
to the N = 2 AdS5 vacuum. Examples of these solutions are shown in figure 3.
When the position of the turning point is closer to the N = 2 AdS5 critical point,
the solutions approach the N = 2 critical point closer and stay near the N = 2
critical point longer as can be seen respectively from the red, green and blue
curves. As in similar solutions in other dimensions, we interpret these solutions
as conformal interfaces between N = 2 AdS5 vacua at each side of the interfaces
with the N = 2 phases on both sides being generated by standard holographic
RG flows from the N = 4 phases. The horizon dashed lines represent the values
of 1

L
at the two AdS5 critical points.

Further fine-tune the boundary conditions, we manage to obtain examples
of RG-flow interfaces as shown in figures 4 and 5. In this type of solutions, the
two sides of the interfaces correspond to different SCFTs related by RG flows. A
solution with the N = 4 critical point on the right (left) and the N = 2 critical
point on the left (right) is shown in figure 4 (5). These solutions are similar to
those found in six and three dimensions studied in [10, 11] and [35, 37, 38]. For
g2 ̸= 0, the asymptotic behaviors of scalars near the N = 4 vacuum are given by

Σ ∼ e−
2r
L , L =

2

g
,

ϕ1 ∼ e−(1+
2
ρ)

r
L , ϕ2 ∼ e−(2−

2
ρ)

r
L (63)

For the sake of comparison with the results of [45], we have redefined the coupling
constants as follows

h1 = −g, g1 =
g√
2
, g2 = −

√
2

ρ
g . (64)

We also note that the asymptotic expansion in (63) is valid only for ρ ̸= 2 as
pointed out in [45]. For ρ = 2, a source term for a dimension-2 operator dual
to Σ also appears as in (62). In the numerical solutions, we have g2 = −1

4
g1

corresponding to ρ = 8, so the deformation involves a vacuum expectation value
of a dimension-2 operator dual to Σ and source terms for operators of dimensions
∆1 = 3 − 2

ρ
= 11

4
and ∆2 = 2 + 2

ρ
= 9

4
dual to ϕ1 and ϕ2, respectively. It should

also be noted that the dimensions of the dual operators are precisely in agreement
with the scalar masses given in [46]. The asymptotic expansion near the N = 2
AdS5 critical point turns out to be much more complicated due to the mixing of

15



-10 -5 5 10
r

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

Σ(r)

(a) Solutions for Σ(r)

-10 -5 5 10
r

-0.05

0.05

ϕ1(r)

(b) Solutions for ϕ1(r)

-10 -5 5 10
r

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

ϕ2(r)

(c) Solutions for ϕ2(r)

-10 -5 5 10
r

2

4

6

8

10

A(r)

(d) Solutions for A(r)

-10 -5 5 10
r

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.5

1.0

1.5

A′(r)

(e) Solutions for A′(r)
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all scalars. We refrain from presenting it here, but, according to the scalar masses
given in [46], the deformations should involve dual operators of dimensions

∆1 = 3+

√
25− 72

2 + ρ
, ∆2 = 1+

√
25− 72

2 + ρ
, ∆3 = 2+

√
25ρ− 22

2 + ρ
. (65)

By extremely fine-tuning the boundary conditions to make the turning
point very close to the N = 2 AdS5 critical point, we find solutions with different
structures from all the previously found solutions. These are shown in figures
6 and 7. In these solutions, there appear to be other turning points at which
A′ = 0 apart from the chosen point at r0 = 0. In figure 6, the solution takes the
form of two RG-flow interfaces between N = 4 and N = 2 AdS5 vacua jointed at
the origin, and the N = 2 AdS5 vacuum appears on both sides of the origin. By
identifying the turning points as positions of the interfaces, it should be expected
that there are three interfaces. Two of them at r ≈ ±2 coorrespond to RG-flow
interfaces between N = 1 and N = 2 SCFTs in four dimensions while the one at
the origin r = 0 describes a Janus interface between N = 1 SCFTs on each side.
A similar structure appears in the solution shown in figure 7. Although there are
three turning points at which A′ = 0 as in the previous case, on each side of the
origin, the N = 4 AdS5 vacuum appears rather than the N = 2 vacuum. On the
far left and far right sides, the N = 4 phase undergoes an RG flow to the N = 2
phase. The solution then proceeds through the turning points at r ≈ ±1 to the
N = 4 AdS5 critical point which appears on both sides of a Janus interface at
the origin. These solutions would be examples of multi-Janus interfaces.

4 Conclusions and discussions

We have studied supersymmetric Janus solutions in five-dimensional N = 4
gauged supergravity with SO(2) × SO(3) and SO(2)D × SO(3) gauge groups.
In the former, there is only one supersymmetric N = 4 AdS5 vacuum, so there
are only solutions describing conformal interfaces within the dual N = 2 SCFT
in four dimensions. In the latter, a number of more interesting solutions appears.
Apart from solutions interpolating between the N = 4 vacua, there are solutions
in which the N = 4 phases undergo holographic RG flows to the N = 2 phases
on both sides of the interfaces. By tuning the boundary conditions, the solutions
can go very close to the N = 2 vacuum and stay longer at this critical point.
Following [16], we can interpret these solutions as conformal interfaces between
four-dimensional N = 1 SCFTs dual to the N = 2 AdS5 critical points on each
side of the interfaces.

We have also given examples of RG-flow interfaces between different
SCFTs related to each other by RG flows on the two sides. Finally, the nu-
merical analysis also leads to solutions with more than one turning points. These
might naturally be interpreted as multi-interfaces in N = 1 and N = 2 SCFTs
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in four dimensions as in the solutions studied in [30] and [44]. Both of the N = 4
gauged supergravities studied in this paper could be obtained from a consistent
truncation of eleven-dimensional supergravity. Therefore, we also expect that the
Janus solutions found here could lead to new supersymmetric Janus solutions in
M-theory.

Although some aspects of the dual N = 2 and N = 1 SCFTs in four di-
mensions have already been considered in [45], it would be interesting to clearly
identify these SCFTs and construct conformal interfaces corresponding to various
Janus solutions obtained in this work. These should involve position-dependent
vacuum expectation values and turning on source terms for operators dual to
scalar fields in the supergravity solutions. Working out an explicit truncation
ansatz of eleven-dimensional supergravity on M3 × S2 × S1 leading to the five-
dimensional N = 4 gauged supergravity considered here is also worth considering.
The procedure involves solving a set of constraints given in [47], and the result
could be used to uplift the holographic RG flows given in [45] and Janus solutions
in this paper to eleven dimensions. This would give a holographic description of
RG flows and conformal interfaces within four-dimensional N = 1 and N = 2
SCFTs in the M-theory context.
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