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Abstract

We analyze the scalar potentials of maximal gauged three-dimensional super-
gravities which reveal a surprisingly rich structure. In contrast to maximal super-
gravities in dimensions D > 4, all these theories admit a maximally supersymmetric
(N =16) ground state with negative cosmological constant A < 0, except for the
gauge group SO(4,4)?, for which A = 0. We compute the mass spectra of bosonic
and fermionic fluctuations around these vacua and identify the unitary irreducible
representations of the relevant background (super)isometry groups to which they
belong.

In addition, we find several stationary points which are not maximally supersym-
metric, and determine their complete mass spectra as well. In particular, we show
that there are analogs of all stationary points found in higher dimensions, among
them de Sitter vacua in the theories with noncompact gauge groups SO(5,3)? and
SO(4,4)?, as well as anti-de Sitter vacua in the compact gauged theory preserving
1/4 and 1/8 of the supersymmetries. All the dS vacua have tachyonic instabilities,
whereas there do exist non-supersymmetric AdS vacua which are stable, again in
contrast to the D > 4 theories.
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1 Introduction

Maximal (N =16) gauged supergravities [[l, B are the most symmetric of all known field
theories in three space time dimensions. Their unique position is not least a consequence
of the presence of the “maximally extended” Lie algebra Egg) which plays a very special
role in their construction. In contrast to gauged supergravities in higher dimensions the
vector fields appear via a non-abelian Chern Simons term rather than the usual Yang
Mills term, implying a non-abelian duality between scalars and vectors which has no ana-
log in dimensions D > 3 because suitable non-abelian extensions of higher rank tensor
gauge theories do not appear to exist. As required by supersymmetry and the matching
of bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom on-shell, these vectors do not introduce new
propagating degrees of freedom over and above the scalar fields already present in these
theories (in the ungauged version of the theory obtained by torus reduction from eleven
dimensions, eight Kaluza Klein vectors and 28 vectors coming from the rank three an-
tisymmetric tensor are dualized to scalar fields [J]). The fact that the number of gauge
fields is not a priori fixed entails a much greater variety of gaugings with both compact
and non-compact gauge groups Go C FEg(s) than in higher dimensions.

In this paper we will focus on the semi-simple gaugings obtained in [}, B and in-
vestigate the associated scalar field potentials, which arise through the gauging. The
existence of maximal gauged supergravities with non-semi-simple gauge groups will be
demonstrated in a separate publication; again, there are more possibilities than in higher
dimensions as well as new phenomena without higher-dimensional analogs. The potentials
of gauged N =16 supergravity are substantially more complicated than the potentials of
maximal gauged supergravities in dimensions D >4, and arguably the most intricate po-
tentials ever encountered in the context of supergravity (and perhaps beyond). A glimpse
of their structural wealth is already offered by their maximally supersymmetric stationary
points (at the origin V = I') which exist for all the semisimple gauge groups Gy, and which
we study in some detail here. Our analysis nicely exemplifies the representation theory of
supergroups & containing the D=3 AdS group SO(2,2) []. In fact, the model contains
representative examples of almost all such supergroups, including the exceptional ones
G(3) and F(4).

Although a general study of the extremal properties of the potentials appears to be
beyond reach with present techniques, considerable progress can be made by adapting a
technique first introduced by N. Warner [fi], which consists in studying the potential on
a restricted subspace of scalar fields which are singlets under some fixed subgroup of the
gauge group. In a previous paper by one of the authors [fj], this technique was already
employed to identify a number of non-trivial stationary points for the SO(8) x SO(8)
gauged theory. Here, we continue this analysis by working out the potentials for various
other gauge groups and singlet sectors, and exhibit several new non-trivial stationary



points. In addition we give general mass formulas which allow us to compute the full
mass spectra at each of these stationary points. A good part of our analysis relies on the
computational methods developed in [f], which will be described in greater detail in a
forthcoming publication [f.

Let us briefly summarize the most interesting facets of our findings. The compact
gauge group Gy = SO(8)% admits AdS vacua preserving 1/4 and 1/8, respectively, of the
supersymmetries. In addition, for gauge groups Gy = SO(8)? and SO(7,1)? we identify
non-supersymmetric AdS vacua which unlike their known higher-dimensional analogs are
stable in the sense that all scalar fields satisfy the Breitenlohner-Freedman bound [§. For
the noncompact gauge group Gy = SO(5, 3)? we find the first example of a maximal super-
symmetric model with both AdS and dS stationary points. The potential corresponding
to the gauge group Gy = SO(4,4)? even interpolates between a dS stationary point and
a maximally supersymmetric vacuum with vanishing cosmological constant. As a more
exotic example, we investigate the potential of the theory with exceptional gauge group
G2 X Fy_90), and find a non-trivial supersymmetric AdS stationary point, which breaks
the maximal N = (7,9) supersymmetry in an asymmetric way to a residual N = (0, 1)
supersymmetry and an unbroken SU(3) x SO(7)~ symmetry.

Further motivation for our studies comes from the appearance of gauged supergravities
in the AdS/CFT correspondence [fJ]. In particular, their scalar potentials turn out to
carry the information about holographic renormalization group flows in the boundary
quantum field theories, see e.g. [0, [}, [J] for work in higher dimensions. Flows in three-
dimensional gauged supergravities have recently been studied in the N = 8 theories related
to the D1-D5 system [[[J]. The maximal (N = 16) theories remain to be fully exploited in
this context; in particular, they may have a role to play in the supergravity description of
matrix string theories [[4, [5]. We should like to emphasize that not much is known about
the boundary (super)conformal field theories related to the maximal AdS supergravities in
three dimensions. What is known is that, in the absence of propagating degrees of freedom
in the bulk, the pure CS theories reduce to Liouville and WZNW theories on the boundary
(or their supersymmetric extensions) [[@, [, [§. An important question concerns the
extendibility of the background superisometries with more the N = 4 supersymmetry
on the boundary worldsheet to infinite dimensional superalgebras containing the Witt-
Virasoro algebra.

Finally, pure CS theories in three dimensions are known to occupy a central place
in the classification of knot invariants a la Jones Witten. While the significance of the
gauge groups found here, in particular the non-compact ones, in that context is not clear
(most of the previous work [[9, B0, BT is based on the compact gauge groups SU(2)),
one could hope that gauged supergravity might also provide a much wider framework for
investigations in D=3 differential geometry and topology.



This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we give a brief review of the three-
dimensional maximal gauged supergravities, in particular their scalar potentials, station-
arity conditions, and the computation of the mass matrices around a given stationary
point. In section 3, we analyze in some detail the maximally N = (8, 8) supersymmetric
vacua of the theories with gauge group SO(p, 8—p) x SO(p, 8—p). The spectra of physical
fields are organized by the corresponding superextensions of the AdS3; group SO(2,2),
except for p = 4 for which the ground state is Minkowskian. In section 4, we extend this
analysis to the exceptional gauge groups which all admit a maximally supersymmetric
AdS vacua. Section 5 finally is devoted to further extremal points in the scalar potentials
which do not preserve the full supersymmetry.

2 Potential and mass matrices

Let us briefly recall the pertinent facts about gauged maximal (N =16) supergravity in
three dimensions, which we will need here, especially those concerning the scalar potential.
For further information we refer readers to [fl, ] where the construction of the gauged
theories has been explained in great detail. In addition we here present some new formulas
which will enable us to calculate the various mass matrices at the stationary points under
consideration.

The gauging of N = 16 supergravity was achieved in [[ll, ] by minimally coupling
the scalar fields to their dual vector fields. This induces a nonabelian duality between
vectors and scalars, which has no analog in higher dimensions. Due to the fact that the
number of gauge fields is not determined a priori (unlike in dimensions D > 4), there
is a richer variety of possible gauge groups, all of which are subgroups of the rigid Egs)
symmetry of ungauged N =16 supergravity. As in the ungauged theory [B, BZ| the 128
propagating scalar field of the theory are conveniently described as elements of the coset
space Fgs)/S0O(16). Hence, the scalar potential of the gauged theory is also a function
on this coset space. It is given by

Vo= —igf(AlAl - faliahy, (2.1)

where the tensors A; and As, respectively, transform in the 14135 and 1920 representa-
tions of SO(16). A third tensor, AéB , transforming in the 1 + 1820, governs the Yukawa
couplings of the matter fermions to the scalars; unlike its analogs in dimensions D > 4,
it is algebraically independent of A; and As. These tensors are defined as

IJ _ 8 1
A7 = 7961J+7TIK\JK’

TA _  _11pJ
A2 - 7FAATIJ\A’



AB IJKL
A3T = 20045+ % U'is TIJ|KL ) (2.2)
in terms of the so-called T-tensor

Ty = VVY%Ouy, 0 = 550" Oun (2.3)
where the Fg)-valued matrix V*, contains the 128 physical scalar fields of the theory.
The numerical tensor O, is the embedding tensor of the gauge group Gy C Eg). As
shown in [fl, B all consistency conditions, and in particular the maximal supersymmetry
of the gauged theory, are satisfied as a consequence of a single algebraic condition on the
embedding tensor, namely

P27000© = 0. (2.4)
where Pa7g00 is the projector onto the 27000 representation in the decomposition

(248 x 248)_ = 1@ 3875 & 27000 . (2.5)

sym

As also explained in [, B the condition (B.4) entails that only the SO(16) representations
1, 135, 1820 and 1920 can appear in ©. More specifically, we have

Orrr = —2061, + 201k Z07 + Erke
Orjja = —%FKAEJ]A
Oqp = 6oap+ %EIJKLFQJBKL ; (2.6)

where =;;, =1k and =14 denote the 135, 1820 and 1920 representations of SO(16),
respectively (hence Z;; = 0 and Fi AEM =0, and =k is completely antisymmetric in
its four indices). For the semisimple gauge groups identified in [J] the embedding tensor
© has no component transforming as the 1920 representation, and we will therefore set

=M=, (2.7)

in the remainder of this paper. As we will explain elsewhere, however, this component is
needed for the non-semisimple gaugings.

Stationary points of the scalar potential (B.]]) are characterized by

oV

where the derivative is taken w.r.t. to a left invariant vector field ¥4 along the coset
manifold Eg)/SO(16). By an adaptation of the arguments of 23], it has been shown in
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[B] that the number of unbroken supersymmetries at a stationary point is determined by
the number of eigenvalues «; of Al7 satisfying

NI
1607 = A[A{Y —1AAAN = L (2.9)

Here L denotes the AdS scale, which is set by the value V; of the potential at the stationary

point, viz.
4 8
7L = —?Vo , (2.10)

(as is well known, unbroken supersymmetry requires the value of Vj to be non-positive).
Maximal supersymmetry is then equivalent to A4 = 0.

By use of the formulas given in section 4.3 of [] it is straightforward to compute the
scalar mass matrix at any given stationary point, which is given by the matrix of second
derivatives.

52
0XA0%E
= 3 (VA tALPTL, T A Al )

—497Map = —8g7° V=

+H3AY AV G — ATy s + ADL AV ASPTY,

I AC A\CBTI I ACTI
_iFAAAg A3 FBB_‘_iFAAAg FCCTC|B (211)

Because the derivatives have been taken w.r.t. to a left invariant vector field, the scalar
kinetic term is uniformly normalized

Lign = Led" ¥, 54 + .., (2.12)

4

independently of which stationary point of the potential one is expanding around.

A substantial part of this paper will be devoted to studying the mass matrices at the
origin V = I. By (B.3) the T-tensor then coincides with the embedding tensor, i.e. T' = ©.
Since ©754 = 0 for all the semisimple gaugings considered in this paper, we have

AlAl —0 2.13
2 V=TI ) ( )

and the stationarity condition (P-§) is trivially satisfied. By the same token, all these
stationary points preserve maximal supersymmetry. Observe that this is not true in
dimensions D > 4 where the origin V = [ is not a stationary point of the potential, unless
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the gauge group is compact. Not unexpectedly, the scalar mass matrix (B-17]) simplifies
considerably when V = I: with

AiU = —00" + + =1
AfP = 20648 4 L= DIEL (2.14)
we obtain
- 49_2MAB‘ B %E = 3_IQEKLMNEKLMN) daB
+ (_%EIMuMJKL + 35 HIJMNHMNKL) |
+omrErarr el iy e (2.15)

for the semi-simple gaugings with ©774 = 0. This expression is independent of # (that this
should be so is obvious for Gy = Eg(s), where © . = 01, and the potential is constant).
Note, however, that € is not a free parameter, but fixed by group theory in relation to
the other components of the embedding tensor. The only tunable free parameter is the
overall gauge coupling constant g.

Let us next turn to the vector bosons. In the absence of mass terms the vectors do
not represent propagating degrees of freedom. However, at the stationary points the G
symmetry is spontaneously broken to its maximal compact subgroup Hj,. Consequently,
the vector fields associated with the non-compact generators of Gy will absorb the corre-
sponding Goldstone bosons and thereby acquire a mass in a D=3 (topological) variant of
the Brout-Englert-Higgs effect. This can be directly seen from the vector field equation
of motion, namely eq. (3.32) of [, which we quote here for the reader’s convenience

MO By = 200 VAP L (2.16)

(the dots stand for fermionic terms not relevant for our argument). At a given stationary
point, this equation reduces to

00 By = 20000V AVEAOx. B (2.17)

forming a set of massive self-duality equations [24]. The vector masses may hence be
obtained as eigenvalues of the matrix

_IMVCC = VMA@MWVNB = Tas, (2.18)

which at the symmetric vacuum V = I, simplifies to the noncompact part of the embed-
ding tensor

g MYE o, = Oam = 06ap + =Zrr i (2.19)
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It is then evident that only those vector fields corresponding to non-compact generators
in the gauge group acquire a mass at ¥V = [. In this way, some propagating bosonic
degrees of freedom are shifted from the scalar sector to the vector fields. As we will see
very explicitly, this effect is beautifully realized for all gaugings.

For the maximally supersymmetric stationary points, for which AéA = 0, the fermion
masses are simply given by the eigenvalues of the matrix A?B . All gravitinos remain
massless (with a formal mass term dictated by the ambient AdS geometry) and will pair
up with the dreibein and the massless vector fields transforming under the unbroken
compact subgroup Hy C Gy according to the sign of the associated eigenvalues «; in
(B9) into (nonpropagating) supermultiplets so as to reproduce the purely topological
Lagrangians of [PJ]. For all other stationary points supersymmetry is partially broken,
and we have AéA # 0. In that case, some of the fermions become Goldstinos, and
the gravitinos acquire a mass by the super Brout-Englert-Higgs effect. To find out which
supersymmetries are preserved one must look for Killing spinors satisfying ¢! = 5XA =0.
Designating the variations along the direction of broken supersymmetry by ¢!, we split
the matter fermions as

Xt=nt+ AR @l =4l + Dy’ (2.20)
where AéAnA = 0, thereby diagonalizing the fermionic mass terms, such that the masses
can be read off directly from the eigenvalues of A/ and A4% at the stationary point
in question. In summary, there is thus a fermionic analog of the transferral of physical
degrees of freedom from the matter fields to some of the previously non-propagating gauge

fields, in precise agreement with the supermultiplet structure required by the background
superisometries.

3 Maximally supersymmetric vacua for gauge groups
Go = SO(p,8—p) xSO(p, 8—p)

In this section and the following one we concentrate on the maximally supersymmetric
stationary points and determine the mass matrices for all gauge groups identified in [g].
In particular, we will demonstrate that the mass spectra for the various gauge groups
are indeed consistent with the representation theory of the corresponding supergroups as
far as it has been developed [[l, B§. In addition, we determine the representations and
spectra for the exceptional supergroups G(3) and F'(4), which apparently do not admit
an oscillator construction of the type considered in [, Bq].



3.1 Embedding of the gauge groups

The gauge groups SO(p,8 — p) x SO(p,8 — p) for p = 0,1,...,4 are the only known
solutions of (£.4) with vanishing singlet contribution, i.e. # = 0. They are embedded into
Egg) via its SO(8,8) subgroup (with p + ¢ = 8)

SO(p.q) x SO(p,q) C SO(8,8) C Eyg) - (3.1)

At the supersymmetric extremum for V = I, the symmetry is broken down to the maxi-
mally compact subgroup

Hy = SO(p) x SO(q) x SO(p) x SO(q) € SO(8) x SO(8) . (3.2)

It is useful to note here that, apart from the case p = 1, the verification that V = I
is indeed a (maximally supersymmetric) stationary point does not even require explicit
knowledge of the embedding tensor (R.4) and the vanishing of ©;4 for the gauge groups
considered here, but is a direct consequence of the fact that there is no Hy-invariant
tensor in the decomposition of the 1920. Thus A, must vanish at the Hy-invariant point,
implying stationarity and maximal supersymmetry. We emphasize this point because in
dimensions D > 4 the As-tensor does contain singlets w.r.t. to the unbroken compact
gauge group when V = [, violating supersymmetry and the stationarity condition, see

section p.1].

Let us now study the embedding in somewhat more detail: under the SO(8) x SO(8)
subgroup of Eg) the relevant SO(16) representations decompose as follows?

16, — (8,,1)+(1,8,)
120 — (28,1) +(1,28) + (8,,8y)
128, — (8,8;) + (8, 8¢)
128, — (8, 8c) + (8, 85) - (3.3)

Accordingly, we split the vector indices I as a = [ for [ € {1,...,8}, anda =1 —8
for I € {9,...,16}. The compact part of SO(8,8) is then composed out of the two
28 representations occurring in the decomposition of 120, while its non-compact part is
identified with the (8, 8). In terms of SO(8) y-matrices, the embedding tensor reads

1 ab . cd

4 (Poy Pas — QaryQps) Yap Vs

!Contact with the results for D = 4, N = 8 is established by noting that w.r.t. the diagonal SO(8) the

FEr7(7) subgroup consists of the representations 28 + 35, + 35, + 35, while the SL(2), which commutes
with it is made out of the three singlets arising in the decomposition of the 120 and the 128;.

®ab\cd =




1 ab _ed
@&B\Ed_ = 1 (Qa’y@ﬁé - PompﬁcS) 705%7*5

@aﬁhé = 2 (Pa'yQB(S - Qa—ypﬁé) ) (34)

with all other components vanishing (in particular, all components with dotted indices:
Ougigs = = 0). The symbols P and @ are defined by

Py — {505 for a, 5 €{1,...,p}

0 otherwise ’

Ous = {505 for a, 0 €{p+1,...,8} | (3.5)

0 otherwise

such that P.g + Qas = dag, which shows explicitly the embedding (B.2), cf. [H]. From the
form of © it is evident that the ratio of the two coupling constants is —1. Furthermore, it
is straightforward to verify that this tensor indeed satisfies the projection condition (R.4)).
To this end, we rewrite the compact part ©;x, as

@ab\cd = _% VZ%CdPaB + %(p - Q) 52? ’
@al_)\éci = %'YZIZ%EdPaB - %(p - Q) 52% )

which shows that they are indeed of the form (P.]) with # = 0. Using a triality rotated
version of the decomposition of SO(16) I-matrices given in [7 (see appendix A), one
likewise verifies the last equation in (2.6) for © 45.

For later use, we also record the results for the tensors A; and Az for V = I, which
are

AP =G-8, AP =—i(p— )", (3.6)
and (using the decomposition of the 128, in (B.3))
Ag:\/ﬁé - %5"75 (anﬁ + anﬁ) ) AgWB(S = _% 50’46 (qP’Y‘s +pQ'Y‘5) : (37)

The value of the cosmological constant at the maximally supersymmetric vacuum is hence
given by

2

A=—5=-2"0—0". (3.8)

In particular, A vanishes for p = ¢, i.e. for gauge group Gy = SO(4,4) x SO(4,4).
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3.2 SO(8) x SO(8)

For the compact gauging, the gauge group remains unbroken at the origin. The back-
ground isometry group around this point is & = OSp(8|2, R) x OSp(8|2,R) which has the
bosonic part (SL(2,R) x SO(8))*. The physical spectrum is given by the tensor product
of two (left and right) singleton supermultiplets according to

(8U + 887 8v _'_ 88) ) (39>

under SO(8)xSO(8)g. Representation theory of OSp(8|2, R) gives the conformal weights
of the states in this multiplet [{]

8

<
»

SO®8) |8

i (3.10)

| =
e | Qo

From this one reads off that the physical spectrum around the origin consists of 128 scalars
and 128 spin—% fields with

fields | SO(8), x SO(8)

?U
—~
NS

o
Ny

(=)
N—
Sl\)

w b(
(e}

(8)
scalars (84,8) (i’ i) —3

B.8) | (| - (3.11)
fermions (84,85) (1.9 0

(5..5.) G 0

The relation between mass and conformal dimension A = ¢, + ¢y in three dimensions is

given by [B§,

A(A —2) =m?L*  for scalars
2 =m?L? for fermions

)
A—1)>=m?L?  for massive selfdual vectors , (3.12)

which gives the mass values in the last column of (B.I1]) in units of the inverse AdS
length (B.I(0). They indeed agree with the spectrum computed from (2.14), (B.17). All
mass eigenvalues satisfy the Breitenlohner-Freedman bound [B,

m2L* > —1, (3.13)

the stationary point hence is stable as is implied by supersymmetry. The metric and
the massless gravitino fields form a separate (unphysical) “multiplet” together with the
massless selfdual vector fields. They transform in the adjoint representation of &.
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3.3 SO(7,1) x SO(7,1)

The background isometry group at the origin is & = F(4) x F(4), whose bosonic part
is (SL(2,R) x SO(7))*. The physical spectrum around this point is given by the tensor
product of two (left and right) massless unitary supermultiplets according to

(1+8+7,1+8+7), (3.14)

under SO(7),xSO(7)g. To the best of our knowledge, the representation theory of F'(4)
has not been worked out so far. We can however invert the reasoning which for the
compact gauge group led to (B.11), and derive the conformal weights from the masses of
the supergravity fields. Computing the masses from (R.14)), (B.17), (B.19) gives rise to

fields H Hy ‘ (o, bo) ‘ m?L? ‘
scalars || (1,1) (37 %) %
88 ] (5.5 | =3
(7.7 | (3:3) | =3 (3.15)
fermions || (1,8) (37%) %
(7.8 | Ga) | 5%
vectors | (1,7) (37 %) g
(7> 1) (%’ %) %

For simplicity, we have omitted half of the fermionic fields which arise with opposite
chirality. Note that fourteen vector fields have become massive due to the Brout-Englert-
Higgs like effect, corresponding to the noncompact directions in the gauge group. The
corresponding massless scalar (Goldstone) fields have not been included in the table. The
conformal dimensions in (B.15)) have been computed via (B.12). This confirms the structure
of the spectrum as a tensor product of F'(4) supermultiplets (B-I4) whose conformal
dimensions are given by

SO 7

. (3.16)

o —
oo 00
Colms| =

Note, that this poses a highly nontrivial consistency check on the masses obtained in our
supergravity computation. Furthermore, it is obvious from these values that the oscillator
construction developed in [fl] does not apply here because it can only produce values ¢
which are multiples of i.

3.4 S0(6,2) x SO(6,2)

The background isometry group at the origin is & = SU (4|1, 1) x SU(4|1,1). The physical
spectrum around this point is given by the tensor product of two (left and right) massless

12



unitary supermultiplets according to
(17 +47 46"+ 4 +172 17+ 47+ 6% +4 +17°) . (3.17)

Representation theory of SU(4|1,1) gives the conformal weights of the states in this
multiplet (cf. [[], table 3, n = 4)

1—2
3
L] 3

D
(=)
i

SO6)xU(L) [[ 172 | 47
l 1

(3.18)

[N SN
N | —

Note that this is the unique supermultiplet of SU(4|1,1) which upon tensoring a left
with a right copy reproduces the correct spins for the supergravity fields, including the
24 massive (selfdual) vector fields which correspond to the noncompact directions of the
gauge group. In particular, this rules out the similar multiplet of [f]] (table 2), whose states
combine the same SU(4) quantum numbers (B.I7) with different values of ¢y, giving rise
to massive spin-2 states which do not occur in the supergravity.

From (B.1§) one may read off the physical spectrum around the origin

| fields || Hy | (6o, ly) | mAL? |
scalars || (172,112) (%, %) 3
(4+,47) | (1,1) 0
(6°,6°) | (3,3) | —1
(4-,47) | (1,1) 0
(12172 ] (3,9 3
(12,172 ] (3,9) 3
(172,172 | (3,3) 3
T 1+
4% 47) (1,1) 0
fermions | (172,47) (%,1) %
(47,6°) | (1,3) i
(6°,47) | (3.1) :
(42‘,12‘) (i;,%) %
(1 +74_) (§7§) g
(4+71_2) (175) A
vectors (1+2,6Y) (%, %) 1
(172,6%) | (5.3) 1

which again gives complete agreement with the masses computed in supergravity from
(B13), (B19), (BI9). As above, we have omitted half of the vector and half of the fermion
fields which arise with opposite chirality.
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3.5 S0O(5,3) x SO(5,3)
The background isometry group at the origin is & = OSp(4*|4) x OSp(4*|4). The physical

spectrum around this point is given by the tensor product of two (left and right) massless
unitary supermultiplets according to

((1, 3) 4+ (4,2) + (5,1), (1,3) + (4,2) + (5, 1)) . (3.20)

Representation theory of OSp(4*|4) gives the conformal weights of the states in this mul-
tiplet [24]

SO(H)xSO(3 51) | (4,2 1,3
4y 1 5 2
From this one may read off the physical spectrum around the origin
fields H H() ‘ (607570) ‘ m2L2 ‘

scalars || (5,1,5,1) | (1,1) 0

(4,2,4,2) | (3,3) | 3
- (L?i 2) (i, 3) § (3.22)
ermions || (5,1,4,2) (3, 5) 1

(4,2,1,3) | (5,2) 2
vectors || (5,1,1,3) | (1,2) 4

(1,3,5,1) | (2,1) 4

This again agrees with the spectrum computed from (B.14), (.13), (B.19).

3.6 SO(4,4) x SO(4,4)

From (B.G) it follows that for this gauge group both tensors A; and A, vanish at the
origin. The theory hence possesses a maximally supersymmetric Minkowski vacuum.f]

From (214), (P19), (B-19), we find the spectrum

‘ fields H # ‘mz‘
scalars || 96 | 4¢°

- (3.23)
fermions || 128 | 44>

vectors || 32 | 4¢?

2In [E], this vacuum had been misidentified as an AdS stationary point.
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4 Maximally supersymmetric vacua for exceptional
gaugings

One notable peculiarity of three-dimensional maximal gauged supergravity is the possi-
bility to have exceptional gauge groups. Thus, the question naturally arises whether these
gaugings which do not have any higher-dimensional counterparts also possess nontrivial
extremal structures. Again, all of these theories admit a maximally supersymmetric AdS
vacuum at the scalar origin V = I. If we gauge the full Eg(,g), the scalar potential reduces
to a cosmological constant. The smaller we choose the gauge group the richer we expect
the structure of the potential to become, and therefore, it is particularly interesting to
study the second-simplest case, Er7) x SL(2), as well as the most compact form of the
smallest exceptional gauge group, G X Fy_20). We will discuss the embedding of these
two gauge groups and their maximally supersymmetric vacua in some detail. For all the
other possible exceptional gauge groups [B], we simply list the supermultiplet structures
of the physical field content around the maximally supersymmetric AdS vacuum.

4.1 Go X F4(_2())

For this gauge group, the embedding tensor assumes a rather simple form. The relevant
SO(16) representations decompose as follows under the subgroup Gy x SO(9)

16, — (7,1)+(1,9)
120 — (14,1) + (1,36) + (7,1) + (7,9)
128, — (1,16) + (7,16) . (4.1)

Accordingly, we split the SO(16) vector indices as I = (4, 7). The embedding tensor then
reads

Gij\kl = 12Bjkl = 852]7 + 2Cijkl >
— ki
Opi = 80,
Ous = —0as (4.2)

with all other components zero. Here P is the projector onto the Gy subgroup of SO(7),
with Cjji the Gy invariant tensor made out of the octonionic structure constants [BI],
obeying
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We see that the ratio of coupling constants is indeed (—3/2). Furthermore, © can be
brought into the form (2-§) with

0 =-—1 s E[J = dlag (952']', —75;3) s @AB = _5AB + CAB s (44)
with the G5 invariant tensor
CAB = 5a5 diag(—?, 52]) s (45)

showing that this indeed gives a solution of the projection condition (B.4). At the origin
V = I, the gauge group is broken down to its maximally compact subgroup Gs x SO(9).
Together with the 16 supercharges and the AdSs group SO(2,2) this combines into the
background isometry group & = G(3);, x OSp(9|2,R)g, i.e. the supersymmetries split as
N = (7,9). The spectrum around this point is given by the tensor product of two (left and
right) supermultiplets of G(3) and OSp(9|2,R), respectively. Comparing to the masses
computed from (R.14), (.17), (2.19), we identify their conformal weights as

(Ga)1 711

b 1]

X (4.6)
SO9)g || 16 | 16

b 513

With (B.12), this gives the correct supergravity masses, which we do not write out ex-
plicitly here. Note that (.f) consistently describes 16 massive selfdual vector fields,
corresponding to the noncompact directions in the gauge group.

In terms of the SO(8) x SO(8) decomposition of section 2.1, the embedding tensor of this
gauge group is given by

Oabled = (P =0,

Ouei = (P =554,

Ouea = (Pap™ =62,

Oupei = (P)g™ =0

Outicd = —Otaed = — Outide = Obatde = (P)as™ — 3(Po)s™

Ouphs = 00,08 — 50a50"°

Oupis = 00s08 — 305507 (4.7)
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where P, and P, are projectors onto the SU(8) and U(1) subgroups of SO(16), respec-
tively, with

(Pl)al_)Cd = 6(ca615l) - éaabdcd
(P)g™ = 100 (4.8)

We see that the relative coupling strength is indeed (—3). Furthermore the embedding
tensor is invariant under triality rotations interchanging 35, — 35, — 35. — 35,.
The background isometry group at V = [ is given by the N = (16,0) supergroup
& = SU(8|1,1), x SU(1,1)g. The physical spectrum is described by tensoring a (left)
supermultiplet of SU(8|1,1) [H], with a singlet on the right

SUR),xU(1) || 70° | 56+ +56 | 2872 +28 7 | 873 48 ° | 1+4 4 14
lo % 1 % 92 g
X (4.9)
IR 1
ly 3

The supergravity masses are again obtained from (B.13). The tensor product ([L.9) consis-

tently includes 70 massive selfdual vector fields (A = (3, 2)) corresponding to the noncom-

202
pact directions of Er(7) and 2 massive selfdual vector fields of opposite spin (A = (%, %))

associated with the noncompact directions of SL(2).

4.3 Spectra of the other exceptional gaugings

Here we list the physical mass spectra around the maximally supersymmetric vacuum
for the remaining exceptional gaugings. They again factor into tensor products under
the two factors of the background isometry group & = &, x &g. For simplicity, we
restrict to giving the conformal dimensions ¢y, ¢, for the states in these factors, from
which three-dimensional spins and masses may be extracted via s = €y — fo|, A = ly+ Lo,

and (B.17).

* Gay X Fawy i 6= D2, 15=3), x OSp(4'[0)

SU12)LxSU(2), (1,2) |(2,1)

ly 3 2

X (4.10)
SU((2)rxUSp(6)g || (1,14) | (2,14") | (3,6) | (4,1)

o 1 3 2 2




° E6(6) X SL(3) :

6= OSp(4*|8)L X SU(l, 1)3

(o 1 2 2 2 3
X (4.11)
Ig 1
o 2
* Bo X SU(2,1): 6 =5U(6]1,1) x D'(2,1 =)
SU(6),xU(1), [ 20°]15* +15 [ 67246 ~ | 173 4173
o % 1 % 2
X (4.12)
o 1 %
° E6(_14) X SU(3) : 6= OSp(10|2,R)L X SU(3|1, 1)R
SO(10), 16| 16
CR R
X (4.13)
SUB)rxU(1)g 3t 43 [ 1124172
o : .
o Er_sy x SU(2): & =0Sp(12|2,R), x D'(2,1; —1)&
SO(12), 32| 32
b s
X (4.14)
b F s

o Eg(g) : 6= OSp(16|2,R)L X SU(l, 1)3

This gauging is special in that the scalar potential becomes trivial (a negative cos-
mological constant), and all scalar fields are absorbed into vector fields. The theory
can thus be considered as a maximally supersymmetric SO(16) CS theory coupled
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to 128 massive selfdual vectors and 128 spin—% fields. The spectrum is simply ob-
tained from tensoring the singleton multiplet of OSp(16,2|R) with a singlet on the
right:

SO(16), [ 128 [ 1

DO

N \)
NIt

(4.15)

~
=
b jon| =

5 Vacua without maximal supersymmetry

We here do not aim at an exhaustive classification of non-trivial stationary points, but
rather would like to discuss and to illustrate some salient features, in particular those that
have no analogs in higher-dimensional gauged supergravities. For more details, especially

concerning the computational aspects, readers are referred to a forthcoming article by one
of the authors [[.

5.1 Vacua in higher dimensional noncompact gaugings

Let us first briefly recall the known structure of extrema in higher dimensional maximal
noncompact gaugings. In D = 4, the noncompact SO(p,q) gaugings (p+q = 8) were
originally obtained in [BZ, B3] by analytic continuation of the compact gauged theory [B4].
The structure of the scalar potential is similar to (]):

V o= —¢? GAVAY — LA wALW) | (5.1)

where the indices i, j, ... denote SU(8) indices. The tensors A; and A, are functions on
the coset manifold Er(7)/SU(8) and transform in the 36 and 420 of SU(8), respectively.
Together, they form the 912 of Ey ).

At the origin V = I, the gauge group is broken down to its maximally compact sub-
group Hy = SO(p) x SO(q). But unlike in three dimensions, this point is not a stationary
point in the noncompact gaugings. This is because, except for the compact gauged theory,
the tensor Ajjz does not vanish at V = I, as may be anticipated from the fact that the
420 contains singlets under Hy = SO(p) x SO(q) unless p = 0. Vanishing A%, would
imply stationarity and maximal supersymmetry, but this would be incompatible with the
non-existence of proper superextensions of the four-dimensional AdS group, i.e. simple
supergroups containing SO(3,2) x (SO(p) x SO(8 —p)) as maximal bosonic subgroup for
p # 0 [BY, BA]. Recall that, by contrast, in three dimensions no singlets appear in the
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decomposition of A; under Hy, and this was sufficient to imply the existence of maximally
supersymmetric stationary points.

The search for stationary points of the noncompact potentials has been pursued in [B7]
by restricting the potential to singlets under certain subgroups of the gauge group. Sum-
marizing their results, there is no stationary point of the SO(7,1) gauged theory which
leaves the Gy C SO(7) invariant, and no stationary point with at least SU(3) invari-
ance in the SO(6,2) gauged theory. The potential of the SO(5,3) gauged theory on the
other hand does exhibit a stationary point away from the origin with SO(5) x SO(3)
residual symmetry [BY]. It is found by computing the potential in the truncation to the
only singlet under SO(5) x SO(3) and has a positive cosmological constant. Similarly,
it has been found, that the SO(4,4) gauged theory admits a dS vacuum with remaining
SO(4) x SO(4) symmetry. Both these dS points have been shown to be unstable in the
sense that they admit tachyonic scalar fluctuations with V" = —2V [B9, fd].

In five dimensions the potential for the SO(p,q) (p+q = 6) gauged theory is given
by B3

VvV = _g2 (%A?bAlllb o gl_ﬁAgbchgbcd) 7 (52)
where the indices a, b, ... now denote USp(8) indices. The tensors A; and A, transform
in the 36 and 315 of USp(8), respectively, and together combine into the 351 of Eg ).

Again, the scalar origin ¥V = [ is not a stationary point in the noncompact gaugings —
the 315 under Hy = SO(p) x SO(q) contains singlets unless p = 0. The existence of critical
points in the SO(5,1) and SO(4,2) gauged theories which preserve at least an SO(5) and
SO(4) x SO(2) subgroup, respectively, has been excluded in BJ]. A stationary point
with positive cosmological constant, again for V # I, has been identified in the SO(3, 3)
gauged theory. Presumably it, too, is unstable.

5.2 SO(8) x SO(8)

Several stationary points breaking the diagonal of this group down to a group containing
SU(3) have been presented in [ff]. All of these correspond to known stationary points of
D =4, N = 8 supergravity. Here, we want to complete this list by also giving analogs of
D = 4 stationary points breaking SO(8) down to SO(7)~ and Gs.

In what follows, we will designate by SO(7)* the subgroup of SO(8) stabilizing the
spinor 1, = da8, and by SO(7)~ the subgroup stabilizing the co-spinor ¢4 = 6.5 With
the conventions of appendix A, their intersection G5 will also stabilize the vector v* =
§®. Those generators of Eg which are invariant under (G3)giag form an SL(2) x SL(2)
subalgebra (where one of these SL(2)’s is just the SL(2) from Eri7) x SL(2) C Eg(ts)
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which will show up whenever we form a diagonal SO(p,8 — p)). Hence we parametrize
the four-dimensional manifold of (G2 )qiag singlets in the coset Eg/SO(16) by

VY =exp (vV)exp (sS)exp (—vV) exp (wW)exp (22) exp (—wW) , (5.3)

where the generators V', S respectively W, Z corresponding to one compact and one
noncompact generator of each SL(2). Using the same decomposition as in (B.3), these
generators read explicitly

VCB _ (25&8558_i5a6> f[aB]BC SCB _ (25&8558_i505) faBBc (5 4)
W = 16% fiusC Z% = 0% faps® .

Using the SO(8) x SO(8) embedding tensor (B-4), the corresponding potential reads

—8g72V = 284+ cosh(2s)+ 2 cosh(4s) + B3t cosh(s) cosh( )

—I—% cosh(3 s) (7:osh( z) — 614 cosh(5 s) 7cosh( z) — 6—4 cosh(7s) cosh(z)

—1—281 cos(4v) — 4 cos(4v) cosh( ) + g cos(4v) cosh(4s)

o cos(4v) cosh(s) cosh(z) + 2+ cos(4v) cosh(3s) cosh(z)

+ cos(4v) cosh(5s) cosh(z) — & cos(4v) cosh(7 s) cosh(z)
—116—2485 cos(v — w) sinh(z) sinh(s) + ?gé cos(v — w) sinh(z) sinh(3 s) (5.5)
+:1£§ cos(v — w) sm‘h( z) sinh(5s) — % cos(v — w) sm.h z) sm‘h(7 s)
—? cos(3v + w) .smh( z) .smh( s) + o cos(3v + w) sllnh(z) s.mh(3 s)
—51 €0s(3v + w) sinh(z) sinh(5s) — o cos(3v + w) sinh(z) sinh(7s)
+2% cos(7v + w) sinh(z) sinh(s) — m cos(7v 4+ w) sinh(z) sinh(3 s)
—1—1—;8 cos(7v + w) sinh(z) sinh(5s) — 135 cos(7v + w) sinh(z) sinh(7 s)

Setting v = 0, this reduces to the potential on the three-dimensional manifold of

SO(T)+

diag SNglEts

—8g72V = 33+7 cosh(4s)+ 22 cosh(s) cosh(z) + 7 cosh(3s) cosh(z)
—1 cosh(7s) cosh(z) — 22 cos(w) sinh(z) sinh(s) (5.6)
+7 cos(w) sinh(z) sinh(3s) — % cos(w) sinh(z) sinh(7s)

whose only nontrivial stationary point is located at w = 7, s = —2 = %arccosh 2, with
remaining SO(7)* x SO(7)" invariance and completely broken supersymmetry [B]f The
value of the cosmological constant at this vacuum is A = —50¢?. Recalling that the
central charge of the associated conformal algebra on the boundary goes proportional in

V1/A, [, [, we find from (B.§) that

c A 4
som so® _ 4 (5.7)
CS0(8) Aso) 5

3Whenever we give coordinates for stationary points, we list only one representative and do not
consider trivial sign flips.
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i.e. a rational value for the ratio of central charges of the boundary theories associated
with the different vacua. The scalar masses at this extremum are computed with (E-I1))
and give

SO(T)FxS50(7)" | (1,1) | (8,8) | (7,7)
m2L2 96 9 — 2
25 25 25

(5.8)

in units of the inverse AdS length L, together with 14 Goldstone scalars. The full
mass spectrum is collected in (B.l). In particular, this vacuum despite being non-
supersymmetric and in contrast to its higher-dimensional analoga is stable in the sense
that all scalar fields satisfy the Breitenlohner-Freedman bound (B:13).] Moreover, their
associated conformal dimensions computed from (B.13), (5.§) are all rational.

The corresponding potential on the manifold of SO(7 singlets is obtained by re-

(;iag
placing the generator S by S€z = (25‘5‘8558 - i5d5> fopsC and reads

—8g72V = 33+ Tcosh(4s)+ 2 cosh(s) cosh(z) + 7 cosh(3 s) cosh(z)
—1 cosh(7s) cosh(z) + 22 sinh(z) sin(w) sinh(s) (5.9)
—7 sinh(2) sin(w) sinh(3s) + 1 sinh(z) sin(w) sinh(7 s)

which differs from the previous one only by a rotation in w. This means that in contrast to
N =8, D =4, the other SO(7) stationary point, here at w = —7/2, s = z = %arccosh 2,
with SO(7)~ x SO(7)~ symmetry, has the same value of the cosmological constant, and

the same mass spectrum.

Although (B.3) is too complicated for a detailed analytic treatment, it is nevertheless
possible to extract information about the location of further extrema either numericallyf]
or by educated inspection. This allows to identify a further stationary point at v =
w =17, s=z= tarccosh £ which breaks SO(8) x SO(8) down to Gy x Gy, preserving
N = (1, 1) supersymmetry. Again, the ratio of central charges associated with this vacuum

and the origin comes out to be rational

e [Asos) 3
B T = = 5.10
CS0(8) Ag, 4 (5.10)

The scalar mass spectrum is given by

Gox G | LD [ (LD [ (7)1 (7.7)
m’l> | % | % | %6l -

4Several nonsupersymmetric stable AdS vacua in the three-dimensional half-maximal (N = 8) gauged
supergravities have been found in [[L].
5Note that 0,V = 0 can readily be solved for v in terms of w, z, s, thereby considerably reducing the

(5.11)

complexity of this problem.
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together with 28 Goldstone scalars. By further computation, one may verify that the
physical spectrum around this vacuum is organized in terms of N = (1, 1) supermultiplets
and the external G x Gy. More precisely, the original chiral multiplet (B.10) breaks into
N = 1 multiplets according to

Gs 1 7

3
EO ]

(5.12)

—_

oo ©
00| Ut
00 | —

Y

Tensoring a left and a right copy of (b.13) reproduces the full physical spectrum at this
vacuum given in (B:), in particular the 14 massive spin—32 fields and 28 massive vector
fields corresponding to broken super- and gauge symmetries.

Although numerical evidence suggests that there is no further stationary point of (5.3)
which is not equivalent to one of those given here, a proof is still lacking. For completeness,
we include here the physical spectrum around the N = (2, 2) supersymmetric vacuum with
remaining SU(3)xSU(3)xU(1)xU(1) symmetry, found in [§]. This vacuum is located at

Vs = exp( % arccosh(3) (fagzac(ri%M + Fi%‘r’ﬁ + F}fﬁm — 0ap) 53
_de,BC(F(lj%E)? _ Fgﬁm i F(lﬁé; 4 Fi%68)>) _

The spectrum is organized in terms of N = (2,2) supermultiplets and the external
SU(3)xSU(3) (note that U(1) is the R-symmetry of the associated N = 2 superconformal
algebra). The original chiral multiplet (B.1() breaks into N = 2 multiplets according to

SU(3) 1 6

10
EO 6

(5.14)

O~
O~
O
O[>
o=

Y

from which one again reproduces the physical mass spectrum (B.3) via (B.12).

5.3 SO(7,1) x SO(7,1)

In four dimensions, there is no stationary point with G, symmetry in the theory with
noncompact gauge group SO(7,1). For comparison, we will again compute the potential
restricted to the four-dimensional manifold of (Gg)aiae singlets. Since our conventions
are just such that G, leaves the last vector, spinor, and co-spinor index invariant, this
calculation parallels the SO(8) x SO(8) case, only with a different embedding tensor ©.
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Here, the potential on the manifold of Gy gias singlets is

—8g72V = 2T cosh(2s) — 33 cosh(4s) + &8 cosh(s) cosh(z)
—% cosh(3 s) cosh( ) — % cosh(5 5) cosh(z) — 575 cosh(7 s) cosh(z)

+2L cos(2v) 4+ 83 cos(4v) + % cos(2v) cosh(2 )
—22 cos(2v) cosh(4s) — 2 cos(4v) cosh(2s) + 21 cos(4v) cosh(4 s)
+5122 cos(2v) cosh(s) cosh(z) — 2223 cos(2v) cosh(3 s) cosh(z)
+21L cos(2v) cosh(5s) cosh(z) — 11032‘921 cos(2v) cosh(7s) cosh(z)

— 2L cos(4v) cosh(s) cosh(z) — m cos(4v) cosh(3s) cosh(z)

+2T cos(4v) cosh(5s) cosh(z) — 23 cos(4v) cosh(7s) cosh(z)

% cos(6v) cosh(s) cosh(z) + 11(]82%1 cos(6v) cosh(3s) cosh(z)
—%7005(6 v) cosh(‘5 s) cosb( z) + 10%%1005(6 v) cosh(‘7 s) COSl‘l(Z)

2018 cos(v — w) ‘smh( z) sinh(s) — %S;OS(U + w) sm.h(z) sm‘h(s)
“ook cos(v — w) s%nh( z) sinh(3s) — B cos(v + w) sinh(z) .smh(3 s)
~ s cos(v — w) s%nh( z) s%nh( s) + 2 512 cos(v + w) s%nh(z) sTnh(S s)
— 343 cos(v — w) sinh(z) sinh(7s) — 52 cos(v + w) sinh(z) sinh(7 s)
+1323 cos(3v — w) sinh(z) sinh(s) — 287 cos(3v + w) sinh(z) sinh(s)
— 385 cos(3v — w) sinh(2) sinh(3s) + 221 cos(3v + w) sinh(z) sinh(3 s)
—I—% cos(3v — w) sinh(z) sinh(5s) + 9% cos(3v + w) sinh(z) sinh(5 s)
— 145 cos(3v — w) sinh(2) sinh(7s) — 4% cos(3v + w) sinh(z) sinh(7 s)
—1—2188%8 cos(5v — w) sinh(z) sinh(s) + 1301254 cos(5v + w) sinh(z) sinh(s)
— 339 cos(5v — w) sinh(z) sinh(3s) + 13 cos(5v + w) sinh(z) sinh(3s)
+52 cos(5v — w) sinh(z) sinh(5s) — 110% cos(5v + w) sinh(z) sinh(5 s)
— 523 cos(5v — w) sinh(z) sinh(7s) + 15; cos(5v + w) sinh(z) sinh(7s)
+21% cos(7v +w) sinh(z) sinh(s) — 21558 cos(7v + w) sinh(z) sinh(3s)
+593 cos(7Tv + w) sinh(z) sinh(5s) — 5= cos(7v + w) sinh(z) sinh(7s)

which unfortunately is again too complicated for a detailed analytic treatment. Again,
by using numerical guidance we find a nontrivial AdS extremum located at v = w = —7,
s=z= %arccosh 2, with a remaining symmetry of G5 x GG and mass spectrum collected
in (B4). The cosmological constant takes the value A = —211¢*/8. Note that also this
vacuum is stable although it does not preserve any supersymmetry. Further stationary

points of this potential might exist. Upon restriction to SO(7)qiag singlets, we obtain

—8g72V = 33— Tcosh(4s)+ 2 cosh(s) cosh(z) — 7 cosh(3 s) cosh(z)

—3 cosh(7s) cosh(z ) -® cos( ) sinh(z) sinh(s) (5.16)

—7 cos(w) sinh(z) sinh(3s) — % cos(w) sinh(z) sinh(7 s)

which does not possess a nontrivial stationary point.
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5.4 S0O(6,2) x SO(6,2)

The four-dimensional theory with gauge group SO(6,2) has no stationary point with re-
maining SU(3) symmetry. In three dimensions, there are twelve SU(3)4iag singlets among
the 128 scalars, seven SO(6)4iag singlets, and five singlets under (SO(6) X SO(2)) giag, SO We
consider breaking the gauge group down to SO(6)giag here. The seven singlets come from
the noncompact directions of SL(3) x SL(2) commuting with SO(6) whose generators

P1..8, 1.3 are given by

pis = 5 (8107 + 8508 — 8500 + 6503) (61077 — 677561 + 6767 — 67617%) funs©

s = %5 (7 .85}] 5;557_8) f@B?

psCs = —3 (0100 + 6304 — 630% + 0562) (0167 — 6761 — 61756775 + 677561%) s
pics = 1 (5756 5’*52 + o383 + 72 (6207 - 5%&) fans©

psfp = %5aﬁ f pe‘s = (5?55 - 5555) faBBC

pis = %5 P fass® pss = pis—2 (5?55 + 5&%5) fops
0 = 5 (0100 + 0568 — 6308 + 056%) (0167 — 6/ 61 + 6] 75677 = 677%61%) funs”
s = 3 (0207 = 0800) fos® a5 = 3 (0700 +0807) fase®.

The p-, resp. g-generators stand in one-to-one correspondence to the following matrices
that satisfy the same commutation relations:

0 0 0 0 10 00 -1
o= [0 0 1 po = [ =10 0 ps = [ 00 0
0 -1 0 0 00 10 0
000 010 0 0 -1
Py = 001) Ps = 100) Pe = 0 0 0
010 000 10 0
10 0 10 0
fr = | 0 10 s = (01 0
0 00 00 -2
) 0 1/2 ) 1/2 0 ) 0 1/2
Q1:(—1/2 0) qu(o —1/2) Q3:<1/2 0)

Since acting with SO(3) on traceless diagonal matrices gives all traceless symmetric
matrices, we parametrize SL(3) x SL(2) b

V = exp(rip1) exp(r2ps) exp (13 p2)
exp (zps — spr) exp (=13 pa) (5.17)
exp (—rap3) exp (—r1p1) .
exp (15 q1) exp (v q2) exp (=75 q1) ,
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and obtain the potential given in (), which is independent of r5. Since the intersection
of the SL(3) algebra and the gauge group algebra is one-dimensional, this potential does
possess one trivial flat direction, aside from which we were not able to find any further
stationary points numerically.

It is tempting to reuse the parametrization (B.17) to compute the potential of the
SO(8) x SO(8) and SO(7,1) x SO(7,1) gauged theories on the manifold of SO(6)giag
singlets, since one only has to repeat the calculation with a different embedding tensor.
The corresponding results are collected in the appendix. For SO(8) x SO(8), we obtain
(L), while for SO(7,1) x SO(7, 1) the potential is given in ([2).

5.5 SO(5,3) x SO(5,3)

We have seen that in four and five dimensions there is a de Sitter vacuum in the the-
ories with gauge groups SO(5,3) and SO(3,3), respectively, which completely breaks
supersymmetry, but preserves the maximally compact SO(5) x SO(3) and SO(3)xSO(3)
subgroup of the gauge group, respectively. Extrapolating these results, one may expect
an analogue of this point in the SO(5,3) x SO(5, 3) gauged theory in three dimensions.
We shall show now that this is indeed the case.

From (B.27), it follows that the spectrum contains no singlet under Hy = SO(5) X
SO(3) x SO(5) x SO(3), i.e. the only point preserving the full Hy is the AdS ground state
described above. Considering the diagonal SO(5, 3), the spectrum contains three singlets:
the obvious two from SL(2) as well as a further one

3 5
MCy = (ZP‘E? - Zijg) Fas S (5.18)

Parametrizing this three-dimensional manifold via
V =exp(sM) exp(wW) exp(zZ) exp(—wW) , (5.19)
where W, Z are given in (5.4), we get the potential

—8¢72V = 25— 15 cosh(4 s) — 15 cosh(s) cosh(z) + % cosh(3 s) cosh(z)
+3 cosh(5 s) cosh(z) + 15 cos(w) sinh(z) sinh(s)+ (5.20)

2 cos(w) sinh(z) sinh(3s) — 2 cos(w) sinh(z) sinh(5 s)

1
" 1
corresponding generator M = M — 3Z according to (B:29) is precisely the only Hy =
SO(5) x SO(5) x SO(3)giag singlet, the symmetry is broken down to this group. The

which has a nontrivial stationary point at w = 7, s = > arccoshb, z = 3s. Since the
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Hy

(5,5,1)

(4,4,3)

(4,4,1)

(1,1,5)

(1,1,3)

(1,1,1)

272
m*Liq

24
i1

15
11

_3
11

96
11

0

_48
11

cosmological constant takes the value A = 22¢% > 0. The mass spectrum at this point is
collected in (B-3). In particular, the scalar mass squares are given by

(5.21)

in units of the inverse dS length Lgg, together with 33 Goldstone bosons. Hence, this
de Sitter vacuum is unstable like its counterparts in higher dimensions. In our case, this
instability is already implied by the fact that it is smoothly connected with the maximally
supersymmetric AdS vacuum at the origin (B.22).

5.6 SO(4,4) x SO(4,4)

For the gauge group SO(4,4) x SO(4,4), we may find stationary points breaking its
compact subgroup down to a diagonal SO(4) x SO(4). If we split SO(8)L g via o —
(a1, a9) and accordingly label the SO(4) factors, the compact subgroup of our gauge
group is (SO(4)r1 x SO(4)re) X (SO(4)r1 X SO(4)r2). In this particular case, there is
more than one obvious way to form a diagonal subgroup of the compact part of the gauge
group, but we will only consider the case corresponding to the constructions employed
above. We hence again have the two singlets W, Z from SL(2) as in (5.4) as well as two
additional singlets from another SL(2)

1 1
Sip =~ (Pfé) - Q&%) fass®,  Sip=+ (Pciz) B Qifﬁ) Faps -

1 1 (5.22)

We parametrize this four-dimensional manifold as
V = exp(wW) exp(2Z) exp(—wW) exp(v[S1, Sa]) exp(sSi) exp(—v[Si, Sa]) , (5.23)
and get the potential

— 892V = 24 — 16 cosh(z) — 16 cosh(s) + 8 cosh(s) cosh(z) , (5.24)
Besides the origin, there is a second stationary
point at |s| = |z| = zp := arccosh 2, at which the gauge group is broken down to Hy =
SO(4) 2 X SO(4)ga x SO(4) 11,r1- Evaluating the potential, one verifies that this vacuum
is de Sitter with A = 4¢>. The mass spectrum is collected in (B7).
squares are given by

which does not depend on w and v.

The scalar mass

# [49]32]8] 1
m2L% [12] 9 [0 —12

(5.25)
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together with 38 Goldstone bosons. Note that there is just one unstable direction which
is required in order to run into the maximally supersymmetric Minkowski vacuum (B:23)
at the origin. Comparing this mass with (5.21), we find that there seems to be no
universal value for the highest tachyonic mass square, contrary to the situation in higher
dimensions [[0].

5.7 Exceptional gauge groups

Finally, we will compute some of the potentials of the exceptional gaugings discussed in
section 4. For the gauge group Er(7) x SL(2) and using the tools we developed in previous
sections, it is natural to consider the scalar potential on the manifold of SO(6) C SO(8)
singlets by using the parametrization (p.I7). Since the SL(2) parametrized by v,rs is
part of the gauge group, and hence corresponds to flat directions in the potential, these
two parameters drop out. Furthermore, three of the five noncompact directions of the
SO(6)-invariant SL(3) singlets lie in the gauge group, and the smallest group containing
the remaining two orthogonal directions is SL(2), which we can parametrize by

S = 20007 fo”
Vv Lg% fﬁBc (5.26)
YV = exp(wV)exp(sS)exp(—vV),

and obtain the potential
— 8972V =22 —6 cosh(45s) , (5.27)

which obviously does not have any nontrivial stationary points.

A richer structure is found for the exceptional gauge group Gy X Fy_g). The main
problem in this case is to find an appropriate invariance subgroup of the gauge group small
enough to show nontrivial structure, yet big enough to produce not too many singlets.
Since none of the parametrizations given so far work well here, we choose that particular
subgroup SU(3) x SU(3) of the group SO(8), x SO(8)r which stabilizes the vectors
vl =67, vl = 68, vl = 67, vl = 6™ as well as the spinors Y = §*18 R = §r8 (and
which is also a subgroup of G x Fy_a)).

This group is stabilized by a subgroup SU(2,1) x SU(2,1) of Egs), hence we have
to deal with an eight-dimensional submanifold of the supergravity scalars here. The
intersection of this eight-dimensional manifold with the gauge group is four-dimensional,
but unfortunately, unlike for the parametrization considered in the Er7) x SL(2) case,
the smallest group containing the four directions orthogonal to the gauge group is the full
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SU(2,1) x SU(2,1), hence we parametrize the full eight-dimensional manifold.f] Using
the generators X4 p) of both SO(3) subalgebras as well as those of two noncompact
directions Y(4,p)

Y&)B = —2 (5355 - 5§5§> deBc
XGys = 2(056% — 050%) fiips©
Xlips = 2 012 + 8504 fins©
X(CA)gB = 2 5%525 f@Bc - 55%5?; f@BC>

Yig = —3 (535§+5§‘5§> faps© 29
Xpps = —2 (0104 + 6407 fiige®

X(CB)2B = -2 5%5;—(%5?; f@BC

Xps = =2 (008 fins® + 0503 Fis©)

we parametrize the eight-dimensional singlet manifold as

V = exp(n X(A)l) exp(ra X(a)2) exp(rs X(a)3)

exp(rs X(py1) exp(rs X(py2) exp(re X(p)3)

exp(s Y(A ) exp(zY(p)) (5.29)
exp(—76 X(B)3) exp(—rs X(p)2) exp(—rs X(By1)
exp(—rs X(a)3) exp(—r2 X(a)2) exp(—r1 X(an) ,

and obtain for the potential the somewhat lengthy expression given in given in ([C4]). A
nontrivial stationary point is located at r; = 0, 2 = —s = %arccosh 7, with remaining
symmetry SU(3) x SO(7)~. The value of the cosmological constant is A = —25¢%/2, i.e.
again the ratio of associated central charges of this vacuum and the origin (.f) comes
out to be rational:

CsUE)xSO(T) Ag,xso 4 (5.30)
CGyxSO(9) Asu@)xso) 5
The full mass spectrum is collected in (B.9). In particular, inspection of the gravitino
masses shows that this vacuum preserves N = (0, 1) supersymmetries.
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Appendix A: Eg5) conventions

Since some of the results in the main text depend on our particular choice of conventions
for Eg(s) structure constants (e.g. the fact that G, can be embedded in such a way into
SO(8) that the stabilized vector, spinor and co-spinor all carry the index 8), we state
them here for reference.

Using the conventions of i3], we define

(10 o (01
:1E212) 051001)) (A1)
: 0 —1 ‘ -1 0

from which we obtain SO(8) y-matrices using the tensor Gj,,, implementing the 2 x 2 x
2 — 8 mappingf]

G =1 Garz2 =1 Gaio1 =1 G =1 (A2)

Gso1 =1 Gz =1 Groo1 =1 Ggaoe =1 .
as well as the abbreviation

Z(0(4): 0(5): 9(0) = Oy T(BlanfaC(Chaais G0 27 GIP2 (A.3)
via

7! Z(0¢;0¢;0¢) 72 Z(01;02;0c)

vV = Z(og01;0.) vt = Z(0.;0001) (A.4)

V= Z(o1;0450) V= Z(oe;01300) '

o Z(04;0¢;01) o Z(01;01;01)

from which we form SO(16) I-matrices using to the splitting J — (j, k) of SO(16) vector
and A — (af,76), A — (af,%0) of MW spinor and co-spinor indices by

Fgﬁvé = 50@”@5 Fézﬁ'&é = 5@«',%53 (A.5)

Féﬁ ¥5 = 0ps %Zm Faﬁ' 6 T _55'5 V»Zya-

If we denote SO(16) adjoint indices by [I.J], which naturally decompose into SO(16)

"Note that this convention, which seems to be more widespread, accidentally is just the opposite of
that implicitly used in [ﬂ]
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vector indicesf] I, J and split Eys) adjoint indices A — (A, [IJ]), then Eggs) structure

constants are given by
S = —85[1[K5L 7 fMAB = I
fB[IJ]A = 1F fABM = _%F%B

(A.6)

Appendix B: Vacua and mass spectra

In this appendix, we collect the mass spectra computed around all the stationary points
identified in this paper. The tables give the eigenvalues of M, MY¢¢ A;, and A3, where
the multiplicity of each eigenvalue is given by the subscript in parentheses. For the AdS
vacua, the associated conformal dimensions may be obtained from (B.I2). The Goldstone
modes are contained in the m? = 0 eigenvalues of M. The Goldstino modes among the
eigenvalues of As are more difficult to disentangle as their identification requires projection
with the A,y tensor, cf. (2.20) and the subsequent discussion. They are marked with an
asterisk and do not appear in the effective physical spectrum.

Gy = SO(8) x SO(8), remaining symmetry SO(7)* x SO(7)*:

AJ2g% | =25

-M/92 96(x1), O(x14), —9(x6a), —24(xa9)

M™/g | 6(x7), Ox11a), —6(x7) (B.1)
Ay 7/2(x8), —7/2(xs)

Az 21/2(><8 3/2 % 56) 1 _3/2(><56)> _21/2(><8)*

Go = SO(8) x SO(8), remaining symmetry Go X G, N = (1,1):

A/2g? | —256/9

M/g? | 1040/9(x1), 16(x1), O(x2s)y, —112/9(xa9), —80/3(xu9)
M /g 20/3(x7 4/3 ), O(><100 —4/3(x7), —20/3(x7)
Al 8/3 x1) _8/3(><17 4(><7)

Az 12(><7 28/3(><1 )y 4/3(x49)

—4/3(><49 —4(x7), —28/3(><1 —12(57)~

8Note that a sum over all adjoint indices has to include a double-counting correction factor 1/2 if it is

(B.2)

performed as sum over antisymmetric vector indices. Whenever we implicitly sum over an adjoint index
[1J], we include every pair of indices I,J only once.
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Go = SO(8) x SO(8), remaining symmetry SU(3)xSU(3)xU(1)xU(1), N

(2,2):

AJ2g* | =36
M/g? | 160(x1), 28(x1), O(xss)s —20(x36), —32(x49)
MY /g | 8x7), 2(x12)5 O(x90), —2(x12), —8(x7) (B.3)
Ay D(x6), J(x2)s —3(x2), —I(x6)
A3 15¢x6)*s 11(x2), O(x14)s L(xa2), —1l(x42), —9(x14), —11(x2), —15(x6)*
Go = S0(7,1) x SO(7,1), remaining symmetry Gs X Go:
A/2g2 —211/16
M/92 195/4(><1)7 45/2(><1)7 (x28)5 —9/2 x49) _33/4(><49)
Mg 1 9/20¢7y, 3ixrys Ogxa00), —3(x7), —9/2(x7) (B.4)
A 35/8(X1), 19/8(X7), —19/8 X7)5 —35/8(X1
As 105/8(“)*, 57/8(”)*, 33/8(X7), 15/8(X49),
—15/8(X4g), —33/8(X7), —57/8(X7)*, —105/8(“)*
Go = S0(5,3) x SO(5, 3), remaining symmetry SO(5) x SO(5) X SO(3)giag:
AJ2g* | 11
M/g® | 96(xs5), 45(xas), 24(x25), Ox33), —3(x16), —48(x1)
M/g | 6(x15), O(x98), —b(x15) (B.5)
Ay 5/2 x8) —5/2 x8)
AS 15/2(><8* x16) 5 9/2(><40 _9/2(><40)7 _15/2(><8*,><16)
Go = SO(4,4) x SO(4,4), remaining symmetry SO(4)*, N = 16:
A/2g* |0
M/g* | 4ixos), O(x32)
M /g | 2(x16); O(x96), —2(x16) (B.6)
Ay O(x16)
Az 2(x64)s —2(x64)
Go = S0(4,4) x SO(4,4), remaining symmetry SO(4) x SO(4) x SO(4) giag:
AJ2g% |2
M/g* | 12(xa9), Yix32), O(xa6), —12(x1)
MY /g | 3(x16), O(x96), —3(x16) (B.7)
Ay Lixg), —1ixs)
A3 3(><8 x56) 9 _3(><8*, x56)
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Go = G2 X Fy_y), remaining symmetry G x SO(9), N =

(7,9):

A/2g% | —4
-M/92 O(x16), —3(x112)
M*/g I(x16), O(x112)
Ay Lixn), —L(xo)
As 2(x16), O(x112)
Gy = G X Fy_gp), remaining symmetry SU(3) x SO(7)~, N = (0, 1):
AJ2g° | —25/4
-M/92 24(><1)7 0(><37 9/4 x48) —6 (x42)
MY/ g | 4ix1), 3(x6)s 3/2(x8)s Lix), Oxo1), —1/2(x8), —3(x7)
A 11/4(><1 7/4 X6) s _5/4(><1)7 _7/4 x8)
Az 33/4(x1 21/4(><6 17/4(x1) 11/4 x8)5 9/4(x7 3/4 x48) 5
—3/4xa), —T/4(x7), —21/4(xn)-

Appendix C: Explicit scalar potentials

(B.8)

In this appendix, we collect some of the scalar potentials which are too lengthy to be given
in the main text. These are the potentials for gauge groups SO(8) x SO(8), SO(7,1) x
SO(7,1), and SO(6,2)xSO(6, 2), restricted to the seven-dimensional manifold of SO(6)giag
singlets, as well as the potential for the exceptional gauge group G2 X Fy(_a0) restricted to

the manifold of SU(3)x SU(3) singlets.

e Gy =50(8) x SO(8), potential restricted to singlets under SO(6)giag:

—8¢7V =

27 4 3 cosh(4 z) + 3 cosh(4 z) cos(272) — 3 cosh(4 z) cos(271)

—3 cosh(4 z) cos(271) cos(2r3) + £ cosh(4s) + 1 cosh(4 s) cos(277)

)
—1 cosh(4s) cos(2r1) — + cosh(4s) cos(271) cos(272)
+9 cosh(2s) cosh(22) + 3 cosh(2s) cosh(6 2)

—3 cos(2r3) sinh(2z) sinh(2s) + }lcos(2 r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
—3 cosh(2s) cosh(2z2) cos(272) — 3 L cosh(2s) cosh(6 2) cos(273)
—3 cos(27rg) cos(273) sinh(2z) sinh(2s)

+7 cos(272) cos(2r3) sinh(6 2) Sinh(2 s)

+3 cosh(2 s) cosh(2z) cos(2r1) + § cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(2r1)
—9 cos(2711) cos(2r3) sinh(2 z) sinh(2s)

+3 cos(271) cos(2r3) sinh(6 2) sinh(2s)

+3 cosh(2s) cosh(2z) cos(2r1) cos(273)
+1 cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(27 (2719)

»n

1) cos
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—12 sin(273) sin(ry) sin(271) sinh(2 2) sinh(2 s)

+ sin(273) sin(ra) sin(271) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)

+3 cos(2r1) cos(2ry) cos(273) sinh(2z) sinh(2s)

—2cos(271) cos(272) cos(2r3) sinh(62) sinh(2s) + cosh(2v)

+9 cosh(v) cosh(4z) — 3 cosh(v) cosh(4 z) cos(2r2)

+3 cosh(v) cosh(4 z) cos(271) + 3 cosh(v) cosh(4 z) cos(271) cos(272)
1 L cosh(2v) cosh(4s) — % cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(273)

+7 cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r1) + + cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(272)
+15 cosh(v) cosh(2s) cosh(2z)

—3 cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) + 3 cosh(v) cos(2r3) sinh(2z) sinh(2 s)
— X cosh(2v) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)

+3 cosh(v) cosh(2s) cosh(2z) cos(272)

\_/\_/\_/\_/

cos(2rs

+1 cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(272) (C.1)

(2
(
(
+3 cosh(v) cos(2rg) cos(2rs) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)
— 2 cosh(2v) cos(272) cos(273) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
—3 cosh(v) cosh(2s) cosh(2z) cos(271)
-1 L cosh(2
+9 cosh(v
(
(

) cosh(2s) cosh(6 z) cos(277)

cos(2711) cos(2r3) sinh(2 z) sinh(2s)

—3 cosh(2v) cos(2r1) cos(2r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)

—3 cosh(v) cosh(2s) cosh(2z) cos(271) cos(27r2)

— X cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(2r1) cos(272)

+12 cosh(v) sin(273) sin(rz) sin(2r1) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)

— cosh(2v) sin(2rs) sin(rz) sin(271) sinh(6 2) sinh(2 s)
—3 cosh(v) cos(271) cos(272) cos(2r3) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)
+1 cosh(2v) cos(271) cos(272) cos(273) sinh(62) sinh(2s)

\—/@\—/@

o Gy=S50(7,1) x SO(7,1), potential restricted to singlets under SO(6)aiag:

—8g72V = 1083 4 23 co5(215) + & cos(4rs)

3
—g1 cos(473) cos
1

1% cos(2r
614 cos(4ry) cos(27s5)
3 (4r

+ g1 cos(4ra) cos(4r3)

- -

)
5)
)
)

3) cos(275) — & cos(4r2) cos(4rs) cos(2rs)

+ +
alHalH%lwSlwﬁlﬂﬁlﬁﬁlmi‘ilwalHalwal

0s(4r3) cos(275) + & cos(271) cos(272)

(
0s(4ry) — 7= cos(2ry) cos(2r2) cos(27s5)

3

(
(
(
cos(271) + & cos(2r1) cos(2r5) — £ cos(2r1) cos(4rs)
cos( s
cos(
cos(27y) cos(472) cos(2rs) — 15 sin(473) sin(rz) sin(271)

n(4 r3) sin(3r3) sin(2r1) — <& cos(271) cos(2r2) cos(4r;)
271) cos(4ry) cos(4rs) + 1= cos(2rs) sin(4rs) sin(r) sin(27r;)

+

+ +
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— a5 cos(271) cos(4ra) cos(473) cos(275) + 3 cosh(4 z)
+3 cosh(4 z) cos(2 r9) — 3 cosh(4 z) cos(211) — 3 cosh(4 z) cos(271) cos(2712)
— & cosh(4s) + & cosh(4s) cos(275) — 6% cosh(4s) cos(4rs)

+& cosh(4s) cos(4rs) cos(2 r5) — = cosh(4s) cos(273)
+& cosh(4s) cos(4rs) + & cosh(4s) cos(2r3) cos(27s5)
& cosh(4s) cos(4rs) cos(2r5) — 1% cosh(4 s) cos(213) cos(4rs)
— 3 cosh(4s) cos(4r2) cos(4rs) + = cosh(4 s) cos(2rq) cos(4rs) cos(27s)
+4; cosh(4s) cos(4rg) cos(4rg) cos(2rs) + & cosh(4s) cos(2r1)
—& cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(275) + &2 cosh(4 s) cos(2ry) cos(4rs)
— & cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(4r3) COS(2 r5) 4+ 4 cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(2rs)
+2 cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(4ry) — 1= cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(2r2) cos(275)
— 5 cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(4ry) cos(275)
+1% cosh(4 s) sin(4r3) sin(ry) sin(27)
+2 cosh(4s) sin(4r;) sin(37r3) sin(2ry)
+2 cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(2r2) cos(4rs)
2 cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(4ra) cos(4rs)
— 2 cosh(4s) cos(275) sin(4rs) sin(ry) sin(2rq)
— 1 cosh(4s) cos(27s) sin(4r3) sin(3ry) sin(2ry)
— 2 cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(2r2) cos(4rz) cos(2rs)
+4; cosh(4s) cos(2r7) cos(4 r9) cos(4rs) cos(2rs)
+9 cosh(2s) cosh(2z) — 2 cosh(2s) cosh(62) 4+ 1 cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(2rs5)
—3 cos(273) sinh(2z) sinh(2s) — 3 cosh( s) cosh(2 z) cos(2r2)

+

cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(2r9) — 2 cosh( s) cosh(6 z) cos(4719)
cosh(2 s) cosh(6 z) cos(2r2) cos(275)

s) cosh(6 z) cos(41z) cos(275) — 3 cos(2rg) cos(2rs) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)
0s(2rg) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
0s(2rg) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)

5) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
0s(273) cos(275) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
cosh(2z) cos(2r1) — 9 cos(2r1) cos(2r3) sinh(2 z) sinh(2s)
cos(2rs) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
(273) cos(2rs) sinh(6 2)
cosh(2 z

os(
os(

_l’_

S
S

_l’_

0s(2r3) cos(2rs) s
S

)
)
)
)

+

+

cos sinh(2 s)

+

cos(2ry) cos(27; % sh(2s) cosh(6 z) cos(271) cos(2712)

) ) -
z) cos(2ry) cos(4rg)
) )

_l’_

oo|»—loo|»—loo|oo QO x| GO 00— 00| 00| W 00| Lo 00| 00| 00| wo
o
(@]
n
/—\
ﬁ
N

)
) )
) cosh(6z) cos(271) cos(27r3) cos(2rs)
) cosh(6z) cos(271) cos(4ra) cos(2rs)
) sin(rg) sin(27q) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)

1 sin(2r3
_Z sin(2r3
+3 sin(2rs
+3 cos(2m
+3 cos(2m

sin(rg) sin(2r1) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
1n(3 r9) sin(2r1) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
cos(2712) cos(2rs) sinh(2 z) sinh(2s)
cos(21g) cos(2r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)

~— — ~—
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—2 cos(2r1) cos(4ry) cos(2r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)

+7 cos(2rs5) sin(2r3) sin(re) sin(2ry) sinh(6 2) sinh(2s)

—1 cos(2rs5) sin(2r3) sin(372) sin(271) sinh(6 ) sinh(2s)

—% cos(271) cos(2rz) cos(213) cos(2r5) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)

—i—% cos(271) cos(4ra) cos(2r3) cos(2r5) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)

—23 cosh(2v) — 22 cosh(2v) cos(275) + & cosh(2v) cos(4rs3)

+& cosh(2v) cos(4rs) cos(2 r5) — 1= cosh(2v) cos(272)

+¢; cosh(2v) cos(4ry) — 15 cosh(2 U) cos(271g) cos(2rs)

+é cosh(2v) cos(4ry) cos(2715) + —6 cosh(2v) cos(273) cos(4rs)

+4; cosh(2v) cos(4r2) cos(4rs) + 4 cosh(2 v) cos(2ry) cos(4rs) cos(27s5)
+4; cosh(2v) cos(472) cos(47s) cos(2 r5) — & cosh(2v) cos(2ry)

—6% cosh(2v) cos(271) cos(2715) — 6—4 cosh(2 v) cos(2ry) cos(4rs)

— & cosh(2v) cos(2ry) cos(4rs) cos(2 rs) + 1—6 cosh(2v) cos(271) cos(2712)
+& cosh(2v) cos(2r1) cos(4r2) + & cosh(2v) cos(2r) cos(2r3) cos(27s5)
+ cosh(2v) cos(2r) cos(4rs) cos(2rs5)

— 3 cosh(2v) sin(4r3) sin(ry) sin(27r;)

—1—16 cosh(2v) sin(4rs) sin(3rz) sin(277)

— L cosh(2v) cos(2ry) cos(272) cos(41s)

+4; cosh(2v) cos(2r1) cos(4r2) cos(4rs)

— 2 cosh(2v) cos(2rs5) sin(4rs) sin(re) sin(2ry)

— 2 cosh(2v) cos(2rs5) sin(4rs) sin(37r3) sin(27r7)

—1—16 cosh(2v) cos(271) cos(2712) cos(4rs) cos(2rs)

+6i4 cosh(2v) cos(271) cos(4rg) cos(4rs) cos(2rs)

+3 cos(r5) sinh(4 z) sinh(v) — 9 cos(272) cos(rs) sinh(4 z) sinh(v)

—3 cos(2r1) cos(rs) sinh(4 z) sinh(v) — 3 cos(271) cos(272) cos(rs) sinh(4 z) sinh(v)
— & cosh(2v) cosh(4s) — & cosh(2 v) cosh(4 s) cos(275)

— 2 cosh(2v) cosh(4 s) cos(4r3) —4 cosh(2v) cosh(4 s) cos(4rs) cos(2rs)
— 2 cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(272) + g5 cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(472)

— 2 cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r2) cos(275)

+4; cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(4rs) cos(275)

— 2 cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r2) cos(473)

— 45 cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(4r3) cos(4rs3)

—1—16 cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2ry) cos(4rs) cos(27s5)

—4; cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(4rs) cos(4 r3) cos(2rs)

+& cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r1) + & cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(275)
+& cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(277) cos(4r3)

+2; cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(271) cos(4r3) cos(275)

+-& cosh(2v) cosh(4 s) cos(271) cos(2ry)

+4; cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(271) cos(4rs)

+-& cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(271) cos(2r2) cos(275)

+4; cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(271) cos(4r2) cos(275)
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+ +

cosh(2v) cosh(4s) sin(4rs) sin(ra) sin(271)
cosh(2v) cosh(4s) sin(4rs) sin(3rz) sin(27r)
cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(2ry) cos(4rs)
cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(4ry) cos(4rs)
(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r5) sin(4rs) sin(ry) sin(2r)
cosh(2v) cosh(4 s) cos(2r5) sin(4rs) sin(3r2) sin(277)
cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(2ry) cos(4rs) cos(275)
cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2ry) cos(4dry) cos(4rs) cos(275)
cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) + 3 cosh(2s) cos(rs) sinh(2 z) sinh(v)
cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(2rs)
cosh(2z) cos(2r3) cos(rs) sinh(2s) sinh(v) + & cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(272)
cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(4ry) —9 cosh(2s) cos(272) cos(rs) sinh(2 z) sinh(v)
cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(2r2) cos(2rs)
cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(4ry) cos(27s5)
cosh(2v) cos(2rg) cos(2r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
cosh(2v) cos(4rg) cos(2r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
cosh(2 z) cos(2r2) cos(273) cos(rs) sinh(2s) sinh(v)
cosh(2v) cos(2ry) cos(2r3) cos(2r5) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
cosh(2v) cos(4r3) cos(273) cos(275) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
cosh(2s) cos(271) cos(rs) sinh(2 z) sinh(v)
cosh(2v) cos(271) cos(2r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s
cosh(2 z) cos(2r1) cos(273) cos(rs) sinh(2 s) sinh(v)
cosh(2v) cos(27r1) cos(273) cos(275) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(271) cos(2rz)
cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(271) cos(4rz)

) cos(2r1) cos(2ry) cos(rs) sinh(2 z) sinh(v)

s
cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(271) cos(2rg) cos(275)
cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(271) cos(4rz) cos(275)
cosh(2v) sin(2rs) sin(rg) sin(27;) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
cosh(2v) sin(2rs) sin(3ry) sin(271) sinh(6 2) sinh(2 s)
cosh(2v) cos(27r1) cos(272) cos(2r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
cosh(2v) cos(27r1) cos(47r2) cos(2r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)

+12 cosh(2 z) cos(r5) sin(273) sin(ry) sin(271) sinh(2 s) sinh(v)

cosh(2 z) cos(2r1) cos(2r3) cos(2r3) cos(rs) sinh(2 s) sinh(v)
cosh(2v) cos(275) sin(2r3) sin(ry) sin(2r;) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
cosh(2v) cos(275) sin(273) sin(3rg) sin(271) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
cosh(2v) cos(271) cos(2r3) cos(2r3) cos(2r5) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
cosh(2v) cos(2r1) cos(4ry) cos(2r3) cos(2r5) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
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e Gy=50(6,2) x SO(6,2), potential restricted to singlets under SO(6)giag:

—8g72V =

27 + 3 cosh(4 z) + 3 cosh(4 z) cos(212) — 3 cosh(4 z) cos(271)

—3 cosh(4 z) cos(2r;) cos(2 79) + £ cosh(4 s)
+1 cosh(4s) cos(2r2) — 1 cosh(4 s) cos(277)
—1 cosh(4s) cos(2ry) cos(2 r2) + 9 cosh(2s) cosh(2 z)
+% cosh(2s) cosh(6z) — 3 cos(273) sinh(2 z) sinh(2s)
z) cos(2ry

—1—4 cos(2r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s) — 3 cosh(2s) cosh(2
1 L cosh(2s) cosh(62) cos(27) — 3 cos(2ry) cos(2r
—1-4 cos(2ry) cos(2r3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s) + 3 cosh(
—1—4 cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(2r1) — 9 cos(271) cos(2r3) sinh(2 2 smh( s)
+3 cos(271) cos(2r3) sinh(6 2) sinh(2s)

+3 cosh(2 s) cosh(2z) cos(271) cos(2rz)

+2 cosh(2s) cosh(62) cos(271) cos(272)

—12 sin(273) sin(ry) sin(27r1) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)

+sin(2r3) sin(rg) sin(2r;) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)

+3 cos(2ry) cos(212) cos(2r3) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)

— X cos(2r1) cos(2r2) cos(273) sinh(6 2) sinh(2s)

+ cosh(2v) — 9 cosh(v) cosh(4 z) 4+ 3 cosh(v) cosh(4 z) cos(279)

—3 cosh(v) cosh(4 z) cos(2 r1) — 3 cosh(v) cosh(4 z) cos(2r1) cos(2r3)

N

—2 cosh(2v) cosh(4 s) — 1 cosh(2v) cosh(4s) cos(2r2) (C.3)
—I-% cosh cosh(4s) cos(271)
+1 cosh cosh(4s) cos(2r1) cos(2rg) — 15 cosh(v) cosh(2s) cosh(2 z)

) )
) )
) cosh(2s) cosh(6 z) — 3 cosh(v) cos(2r3) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)
) 3) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
c ) cosh(2z) cos(2r2)
) cosh(2s) cosh(6 z) cos(272)
r9) cos(2r3) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)
— 2 cosh(2v) cos(272) cos(273) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
+3 cosh(v) cosh(2s) cosh(2z) cos(27)
s) cosh(6 z) cos(2711)
—9 cosh(v) cos(2r1) cos(2r3) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)
) cos(2r1) cos(2rg) sinh(6 z) sinh(2 s)
cosh(2 s) cosh(2z) cos(2r1) cos(273)
—1 cosh(2v) cosh(2s) cosh(6z) cos(2r1) cos(272)
—12 cosh(v) sin(2r3) sin(re) sin(2r1) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)
— cosh(2v) sin(2r3) sin(ry) sin(27;) sinh(6 z) sinh(2s)
+3 cosh(v) cos(271) cos(272) cos(2r3) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)
+7 cosh(2v) cos(271) cos(272) cos(2r;3) sinh(6 ) sinh(2s)
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o Gy = Gy x Fy_a), potential restricted to singlets under SU(3) x SU(3):

—8g72V =

2412 9 9
—20485 + 515 cos(8r5) + 5048 cos(87r2)

+% sin(47s) sin(4ry) — 520 cos(812) cos9(8 T5)

—6—49 cos(472) cos(4r3 —4rg) cos(4rs) — 5525 cos(871 — 874)

— 5o cos(871 — 87y) cos(875) — g5 cos(4ry — 4ry) cos(4rg — 4rg)
—1—6—% sin(4rs) sin(dry — 4rg) sin(dry — 47ry) — 5opg cos(8r1 — 874) cos(872)
o1z cos(4ry —4ry) sin(8r5) sin(872)

+ 155 cos(4ry —4ry4) cos(4ra) cos(47s)

—ﬁ cos(8r1 — 81y) cos(8rz) cos(8rs)

+6_14 sin(4rs —4rg) sin(4re) sin(4dry —4ry) »
_6_§500s(4 ry— 47“4)3005(4 rg — 47rg) sin(4 7’5?)’ sin(4r2) + =75 cosh(z)
i cosh(2z) — 75 coshgz) cos(875) + 555 cosh(22) cos(875)
5 cosh(z) fzos(8 r9) + 5018 cosh1(2 z) cos(8r2). .

—25 cosh(z) sin(4rs) sin(4rg) + 35 cosh(2z) sin(475) sin(472)
+25 cosh(z) cos(872) cos(875) — 5 cosh(2z) cos(872) cos(87s5)
+a; cosh(22) cos(4ry) cos(drs — 4rg) cos(4rs) + s35 cosh(z) cos(8r1 — 874)
—@ cosh(2z) cos(8m1 — 814) + £33 cosh(z) cos(8r1 — 8ry) cos(87s)
_210w cosh(2z) cos(8r1 — 87y4) cos(875)

—1-6—14 cosh(2 z) C.OS(4 1 —.4 r4) cos(4rs —.47‘6)

—g1 cosh(2z) sin(4rs) sin(4rz —4re) sin(4dry —4ry)

+23 cosh(z) cos(871 — 87ry) cos(872)

_2gi48 cosh(2z) cos(811 — 87’4? cos(8 7‘2?

+155 cosh(z) cos(4ry —47y) sin(875) sin(8r2)

—% cosh(2z) cos(4ry —4ry) sin(8rs) sin(87s)

—35 cosh(z) cos(47r1 —474) cos(4rz) cos(47s)

+235 cosh(z) cos(871 — 874) cos(873) cos(875)

+135 cosh(2z) cos(4ry —4ry) cos(4ra) cos(4rs)

—210% cosh(2 Z).COS(8 r— 87"4). cos(8 7‘2). cos(875)

—g1 cosh(22) sin(4r3 — 47g) sin(4ra) sin(4dry —47ry)

+4; cosh(2z) cos(dry —4ry) cos(drg — 4rg) sin(4rs) sin(4ry)
+329 cosh(s) — 552 cosh(2s) — <2 cosh(s) cos(875)

+505 cosh(2s) cos(875) — 55 cosh(s) cos(873)

+505 cosh(2s) cos(872) — 22 cosh(s) sin(47s) sin(4r)

+135 cosh(2s) sin(4rs) sin(4r2) + 25 cosh(s) cos(872) cos(875)

— 5oz cosh(2s) cos(872) cos(875)

+4; cosh(2s) cos(4rs) cos(4rg — 4rg) cos(47s)

+235 cosh(s) cos(871 — 814) — 5 cosh(2s) cos(871 — 87y)

+235 cosh(s) cos(8r1 — 8ry) cos(87s)

—ﬁ cosh(2s) cos(8r; —8ry) cos(875)
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+4; cosh(2s) cos(4ry —4ry) cos(4rs — 4rg)

_6L4 cosh(2s) sin(4rs) sin(drs —4rg) sin(dry — 4ry)

+5% cosh(s) cos(811 — 8714) cos(8712)

— = cosh(25s) cos(811 — 874) cos(872)

+% cosh(s) cos(4ry —4ry) sin(8rs) sin(8ry)

_5% cosh(2s) cos(4ry —4ry) sin(875) sin(8rz)

—23 cosh(s) cos(4ry —4ry) cos(4drs) cos(47s)

—i—% cosh(s) cos(8r1 — 8ry) cos(8ry) cos(875)

+135 cosh(2s) cos(4ry —4ry) cos(4ry) cos(47s5)

_ﬁ cosh(2s) cos(871 — 874) cos(8r2) cos(875)

— a5 cosh(2s) sin(4rg — 47g) sin(4rs) sin(dry — 4ry)

+4; cosh(2s) cos(4ry — 4ry) cos(4rg — 4rg) sin(475) sin(4rz)
+35% cosh(s) cosh(z) — 25 cosh(s) cosh(2 z)

_52T12 cosh(2s) cosh(z) — % cosh(2 s) cosh(2 z)

+135 cosh(s) cosh(z) cos(875) — =5 cosh(s) cosh(2z) cos(875)
— =15 cosh(2s) cosh(z) cos(875) + 55 cosh(2s) cosh(2z) cos(875)
+135 cosh(s) cosh(z) cos(8r2) — =5 cosh(s) cosh(22) cos(873)
— =15 cosh(2s) cosh(z) cos(872) + 535 cosh(2s) cosh(2z) cos(872)
+% cosh(s) cosh(z) sin(4rs) sin(4rsy)

+% cosh(s) cosh(2z) sin(4rs) sin(4rz)

+45 cosh(2s) cosh(z) sin(4rs) sin(4ry)

— 2= cosh(2s) cosh(2z) sin(4rs) sin(473)

_% cosh(s) cosh(z) cos(812) cos(875)

+5% cosh(s) cosh(2z) cos(8r2) cos(875)

+5% cosh(2 s) cosh(z) cos(8r2) cos(875)

—ﬁ cosh(2 s) cosh(2 z) cos(8712) cos(87r5)

_é cosh(2s) cosh(2z) cos(4rg) cos(4drs —4rg) cos(4rs)
—% cosh(s) cosh(z) cos(8r1 — 87y)

+573 cosh(s) cosh(2z) cos(871 —874)

+$ cosh(2s) cosh(z) cos(8r; —87y)

— 5o cosh(2s) cosh(22) cos(8r1 — 87y)

—ﬁ cosh(s) cosh(z) cos(8r; —871y) cos(875)

+5% cosh(s) cosh(2z) cos(8r; — 8ry4) cos(875)

++15 cosh(2s) cosh(z) cos(871 — 874) cos(87s5)

—ﬁ cosh(2 s) cosh(2z) cos(871 — 8714) cos(87r5)

— 45 cosh(2s) cosh(22) cos(4ry — 4ry) cos(drs — 4rg)

+4; cosh(2s) cosh(2z) sin(4rs) sin(4drs — 4drg) sin(dry — 47y)
— 135 cosh(s) cosh(z) cos(87ry — 8r4) cos(8r2)

+$ cosh(s) cosh(2z) cos(8r1 —871y) cos(8712)

+$ cosh(2 s) cosh(z) cos(8r1 —871y) cos(8712)

— 5o cosh(2s) cosh(22) cos(8r1 — 874) cos(872)
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@ cosh(s) cosh(z) cos(4ry —4ry) sin(875) sin(87r2)
+128 cosh(s) cosh(2z) cos(4ry —4ry) sin(875) sin(879)
+128 cosh(2s) cosh(z) cos(4ry —4ry) sin(875) sin(8719)
—m cosh(2s) cosh(2z) cos(4r; —4ry) sin(875) sin(872)

)
(

» W

+8 cosh(s) cosh(z) cos(4ry —4ry) cos(4rz) cos(4rs)
ﬁ cosh(s) cosh(z) cos(871 — 8ry) cos(812) cos(875)
+32 cosh(s) cosh(2z) cos(4ry —4ry) cos(4dry) cos(4rs)
+=15 cosh(s) cosh(2z) cos(8ry — 874) cos(872) cos(875)
+45 cosh(2s) cosh(z) cos(4ry — 4ry) cos(4rs) cos(47s)
++15 cosh(2s) cosh(z) cos(8r1 — 874) cos(872) cos(875)
— 152 cosh(2s) cosh(22) cos(4ry — 4ry) cos(4ra) cos(4rs)
—ﬁ cosh(2s) cosh(2z) cos(8r; — 874) cos(8712) cos(875)
+6i4 cosh(2s) cosh(2z) sin(4rg — 4rg) sin(4re) sin(4dry —4ry)
+4; sin(2r3 — 276) sin(2ry — 675) sin(2r; — 2r4) sinh(z) sinh(s)
+22 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(2r2 + 275) sin(2ry — 274) sinh(z) sinh(s)

— & sin(2r3 — 27) sin(67y — 2735) sin(27y — 2ry) sinh(z) sinh(s)
+& sin(2r3 — 276) sin(6ry + 675) sin(2r; — 2ry) sinh(z) sinh(s)
+4 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(2rp — 675) sin(6ry — 674) sinh(z) sinh(s)
+4 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(27r + 275) sin(6ry — 674) sinh(z) sinh(s)
— a5 sin(2r3 — 27g) sin(6ry — 215) sin(6r1 — 674) sinh(z) sinh(s)
— a5 sin(2r3 — 27g) sin(6r + 675) sin(6r1 — 674) sinh(z) sinh(s)

ﬁ sin(2rs — 2rg) sin(2ry — 675) sin(27, — 274) sinh(2 2) sinh(s)

13_8 sin(2rs — 2rg) sin(2ry + 275) sin(27r — 274) sinh(2 2) sinh(s)
+135 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(6r2 — 275) sin(2ry — 274) sinh(22) sinh(s)
— 152 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(6ry 4+ 675) sin(2r; — 274) sinh(22) sinh(s)

T35 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(2ry — 675) sin(6r — 674) sinh(2 2) sinh(s)
— 135 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(2ry 4 275) sin(6r1 — 674) sinh(22) sinh(s)
+13 sin(2rg — 276) sin(672 — 275) sin(671 — 674) sinh(22) sinh(s)
+3 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(672 + 675) sin(671 — 674) sinh(22) sinh(s)
— 3z sin(273 — 276) sin(2ry — 675) sin(27y — 2r4) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
— 152 sin(273 — 276) sin(2ry + 275) sin(271 — 274) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
—I—% in(2rs —2rg) sin(6ry —2rs5) sin(2r, — 274) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
— 15 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(6ry 4 675) sin(2r; — 2r4) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
— 135 Sin(2r3 — 276) sin(2ry — 675) sin(6ry — 674) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
— 135 Sin(2r3 — 276) sin(2ry 4 275) sin(6ry — 674) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
+135 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(6r2 — 275) sin(6r1 — 674) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
+135 sin(2r3 — 276) sin(672 + 675) sin(6r1 — 674) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
+525 sin(2rg — 276) sin(2rg — 675) sin(271 — 274) sinh(22) sinh(2s)
— 2L sin(2r3 — 276) sin(27 + 275) sin(2r; — 27y) sinh(22) sinh(2s)
— 5t sin(2r3 — 276) sin(675 — 275) sin(2r; — 2ry) sinh(22) sinh(2s)
+55= sin(2r3 — 276) sin(672 + 675) sin(271 — 274) sinh(22) sinh(2s)
—I—ﬁ n(2rs —2rg) sin(2ry — 675) sin(6r, — 674) sinh(2 2) sinh(2s)
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+256 sin(2rs — 2rg) sin(2ry + 2r5) sin(67, — 674) sinh(2 2) sinh(2 s)
256 51 )

( ) ) 2z (25
in(2r3 — 27g) sin(6re — 275) sin(6r; — 674) sinh(2 z) sinh(2s)
— 5tz sin(2r3 — 276) sin(6ry 4+ 675) sin(6ry — 674) sinh(22) sinh(2s)
229 )

— %7 cos(2r1 —27y) cos(2rg — 275) cos(273 — 276) sinh(z) sinh(s)

—6%1 cos(2r1 —271y) cos(2ry + 615) cos(2r3 — 2 1) sinh(z) sinh(s)
—i—G% cos(2ry —27ry) cos(61y — 615) cos(2r3 — 2 1) sinh(z) sinh(s)
—é 0s(2r; — 27r4) cos(6r2 4+ 2715) cos(2r3 — 27¢) sinh(z) sinh(s)
+4; cos(671 — 674) cos(2r2 — 275) cos(2r3 — 276) sinh(z) sinh(s)
+4; cos(671 — 674) cos(2ry + 675) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(z) sinh(s)
+4; cos(671 — 674) cos(6ro — 675) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(z) sinh(s)
+4; cos(671 — 674) cos(6r2 + 275) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(z) sinh(s)
+lg_8 cos(2ry — 27y) cos(2ry — 275) cos(2r3 — 21g) sinh(2 z) sinh(s)
+ﬁ cos(271 —2714) cos(2ry + 675) cos(2r3 — 2716) sinh(2 z) sinh(s)
— 152 cos(2r1 — 274) cos(6r2 — 675) cos(2r3 — 27) sinh(2z) sinh(s)
+135 cos(2ry — 274) cos(672 4 275) cos(2r3 — 276) sinh(2z) sinh(s)
— 135 €08(671 — 674) cos(2ry — 275) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(2z) sinh(s)
— 135 c08(671 — 674) cos(2rg + 675) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(2z) sinh(s)
— 35 cos(671 — 674) cos(672 — 615) cos(2r3 — 276) sinh(2z) sinh(s)
— 135 cos(671 — 674) cos(6ry + 275) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(2 ) sinh(s)
+:52 cos(2r1 — 27y) cos(2rg — 275) cos(273 — 276) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
+35 cos(2r1 — 27y) cos(2r2 + 675) cos(2r3 — 276) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
—% cos(2ry — 271y) cos(6ry —675) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
+ﬁ cos(211 — 271y) cos(6ry +275) cos(2r3 — 2716) sinh(z) sinh(2s)
— 135 €08(671 — 674) cos(2ry — 275) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(z) sinh(2 s)
— 135 €08(671 — 674) cos(2rg + 675) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(z) sinh(2 s)
— 135 €08(671 — 674) cos(6r2 — 675) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(z) sinh(2 s)
— 135 c08(671 — 674) cos(672 + 275) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(z) sinh(2 s)
+2& cos(2r — 274) cos(2ry — 275) cos(2r3 — 27) sinh(22) sinh(2s)
— 55 cos(2r1 — 274) cos(27ry + 675) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(22) sinh(2s)
+53= cos(2r1 — 274) cos(679 — 675) cos(2r3 — 27) sinh(22) sinh(2s)
—5t5 cos(2r1 — 274) cos(67y + 275) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(22) sinh(2s)
+ﬁ cos(6r1 —67y) cos(2ry — 275) cos(2r3 — 27g) sinh(2 z) sinh(2s)
+ﬁ cos(671 —674) cos(2ry + 675) cos(2r3 — 2716) sinh(2 2) sinh(2 s)
—i—ﬁ cos(6r1 —674) cos(6ry — 675) cos(213 — 27) sinh(2 z) sinh(2 s)
+256 cos(6r1 —674) cos(672 + 2r5) cos(213 — 27g) sinh(2 z) sinh(2s)
— = cosh( s) cosh(2z) cos(4dr; —4ry) cos(drs —4rg) sin(4drs) sin(4dry)

42



References

1]

2]

H. Nicolai and H. Samtleben, Maximal gauged supergravity in three dimensions,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 (2001) 1686-1689, [attp://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/0010076].

H. Nicolai and H. Samtleben, Compact and noncompact gauged maximal
supergravities in three dimensions, JHEP 0104 (2001) 022,
[http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/0103037].

B. Julia, Application of supergravity to gravitation theories, in Unified field
theories in more than 4 dimensions (V. D. Sabbata and E. Schmutzer, eds.),
(Singapore), pp. 215-236, World Scientific, 1983.

M. Giinaydin, G. Sierra, and P. K. Townsend, The unitary supermultiplets of d=3
Anti-de Sitter and d=2 conformal superalgebras, Nucl. Phys. B274 (1986)
429-447.

N. P. Warner, Some new extrema of the scalar potential of gauged N =8
supergravity, Phys. Lett. B128 (1983) 169.

T. Fischbacher, Some stationary points of gauged N =16 D=3 supergravity,
http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/0201030.

T. Fischbacher, in preparation.

P. Breitenlohner and D. Z. Freedman, Stability in gauged extended supergravity,
Ann. Phys. 144 (1982) 249.

O. Aharony, S. S. Gubser, J. Maldacena, H. Ooguri, and Y. Oz, Large N field
theories, string theory and gravity, Phys. Rept. 323 (2000) 183-386,
[http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905111].

D. Z. Freedman, S. S. Gubser, K. Pilch, and N. P. Warner, Renormalization group
flows from holography — supersymmetry and a c-theorem, Adv. Theor. Math.
Phys. 3 (1999) [http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/9904017).

L. Girardello, M. Petrini, M. Porrati, and A. Zaffaroni, The supergravity dual of
N =1 super Yang-Mills theory, Nucl. Phys. B569 (2000) 451469,
lhttp://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/9909047).

M. Bianchi, D. Z. Freedman, and K. Skenderis, How to go with an RG flow,
JHEP 08 (2001) 041, [http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/0105276].

M. Berg and H. Samtleben, An exact holographic RG flow between 2d conformal
fixed points, JHEP 05 (2002) 006, [attp://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/0112154].

43


http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

2]

[27]

N. Itzhaki, J. M. Maldacena, J. Sonnenschein, and S. Yankielowicz, Supergravity
and the large N limit of theories with sixteen supercharges, Phys. Rev. D58 (1998)
046004, [http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802043|.

J. F. Morales and H. Samtleben, Supergravity duals of matrix string theory,
http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/0206247).

H. Verlinde, Conformal field theory, 2-d quantum gravity and quantization of
Teichmiiller space, Nucl. Phys. B337 (1990) 652.

S. Carlip, Inducing Liouville theory from topologically massive gravity, Nucl.
Phys. B362 (1991) 111-124.

O. Coussaert, M. Henneaux, and P. van Driel, The asymptotic dynamics of
three-dimensional Einstein gravity with a negative cosmological constant, Class.
Quant. Grav. 12 (1995) 2961-2966, [http://arXiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9506019].

E. Witten, Quantum field theory and the Jones polynomial, Commun. Math.
Phys. 121 (1989) 351-399.

V. G. Turaev, Quantum invariants of knots and 3-manifolds. Walter de Gruyter &
Co., Berlin, 1994.

R. Kashaev and N. Reshetikhin, Invariants of tangles with flat connections in their
complements. I. Invariants and holonomy R-matrices,
http://arXiv.org/abs/math.AT/0202211.

N. Marcus and J. H. Schwarz, Three-dimensional supergravity theories, Nucl.
Phys. B228 (1983) 145-162.

M. Giinaydin, L. J. Romans, and N. P. Warner, Compact and noncompact gauged
supergravity theories in five-dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B272 (1986) 598-646.

P. K. Townsend, K. Pilch, and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, Selfduality in odd
dimensions, Phys. Lett. 136B (1984) 38-42.

A. Achtcarro and P. K. Townsend, A Chern-Simons action for three-dimensional
anti-de Sitter supergravity theories, Phys. Lett. B180 (1986) 89-92.

M. Giinaydin and R. J. Scalise, Unitary lowest weight representations of the
noncompact supergroup OSp(2m*/2n), J. Math. Phys. 32 (1991) 599-606.

H. Nicolai, D=11 supergravity with local SO(16) invariance, Phys. Lett. B187
(1987) 316-320.

44


http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 

. Witten, Anti-de Sitter space and holography, V. eor. Math. Phys.
28] E. Wi Anti-de Si d hol hy, Adv. Th Math. Ph 2
(1998) 253-291, [http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/980215().

[29] M. Henningson and K. Sfetsos, Spinors and the AdS/CFT correspondence, Phys.
Lett. B431 (1998) 6368, [pttp://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/9803257].

[30] L. Mezincescu and P. K. Townsend, Stability at a local maximum in higher
dimensional anti-de Sitter space and applications to supergravity, Ann. Phys. 160
(1985) 406.

[31] M. Giinaydin and H. Nicolai, Seven-dimensional octonionic Yang-Mills instanton
and its extension to an heterotic string soliton, Phys. Lett. B351 (1995) 169-172,
[http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/9502009].

[32] C. M. Hull, Noncompact gaugings of N =8 supergravity, Phys. Lett. B142 (1984)
39-41.

[33] C. M. Hull, More gaugings of N =8 supergravity, Phys. Lett. B148 (1984)
297-300.

[34] B. de Wit and H. Nicolai, N =8 supergravity, Nucl. Phys. B208 (1982) 323-364.

[35] V. G. Kac, A sketch of Lie superalgebra theory, Commun. Math. Phys. 53 (1977)
31-64.

[36) W. Nahm, Supersymmetries and their representations, Nucl. Phys. B135 (1978)
149-166.

[37] C. M. Hull and N. P. Warner, The potentials of the gauged N =8 supergravity
theories, Nucl. Phys. B253 (1985) 675.

[38] C. M. Hull, The minimal couplings and scalar potentials of the gauged N =8
supergravities, Class. Quant. Grav. 2 (1985) 343.

[39] C. Ahn and K. Woo, Domain wall and membrane flow from other gauged d = 4,
N = 8 supergravity. I, http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/0109010.

[40] R. Kallosh, A. D. Linde, S. Prokushkin, and M. Shmakova, Gauged supergravities,
de Sitter space and cosmology, Phys. Rev. D65 (2002) 105016,
[http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/0110089).

[41] J. D. Brown and M. Henneaux, Central charges in the canonical realization of
asymptotic symmetries: An example from three-dimensional gravity, Commun.
Math. Phys. 104 (1986) 207-226.

45


http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 

[42] M. Henningson and K. Skenderis, The holographic Weyl anomaly, JHEP 07
(1998) 023, [http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/9806087].

[43] M. Green, J. Schwarz, and E. Witten, Superstring theory. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 1987.

46


http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/\protect \vrule width0pt\protect \begingroup \catcode `%\active \def %{%}\catcode `#\active \def 

