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Abstract

We show that all IIB backgrounds with strictly 28 supersymmetries are lo-
cally isometric to the plane wave solution of arXiv:hep-th/0206195. Moreover,
we demonstrate that all solutions with more than 26 supersymmetries and only
5-form flux are maximally supersymmetric. The N=28 plane wave solution is a
superposition of the maximally supersymmetric IIB plane wave with a heterotic
string solution. We investigate the propagation of strings in this background, find
the spectrum and give the string light-cone Hamiltonian.
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1 Introduction

The geometry of backgrounds with a near maximal number of supersymmetries is strongly
constrained. The maximally supersymmetric IIB backgrounds have been classified in [1]
and they have been found to be locally isometric to Minkowski space, AdSs x S® [2]
and the maximally supersymmetric plane wave [3]. It has also been shown that IIB
backgrounds with more than 28 supersymmetries, N > 28, are maximally supersym-
metric [4, 5], and that [IB backgrounds with more than 24 supersymmetries are locally
homogeneous [6]. The latter implies in particular that the 1-form field strength vanishes,
P = 0. It is also known that there is a plane wave solution in IIB supergravity with
non-vanishing 3- and 5-form field strengths which preserves 28 supersymmetries found
by Bena and Roiban in [7], see also [8]. So there are IIB backgrounds with strictly 28
supersymmetries which are not locally isometric to the maximally supersymmetric ones.

The main result of this paper is to show that all IIB supergravity backgrounds with
strictly 28 supersymmetries are locally isometric to the plane wave in [7]. This will be
achieved using the spinorial geometry method of solving Killing spinor equations (KSEs)
9] as adapted to IIB supergravity in [10, 11, 12] and to near maximally supersymmetric
backgrounds in [4]. In particular, the gauge symmetry of IIB supergravity will be used to
find the canonical form of the normals to the 28 Killing spinors of the background. Then
the integrability condition of the gravitino KSE will be solved to reveal that the only
solution is that of [7]. The proof is completed by showing that there are no N=28 IIB
backgrounds which can arise as discrete quotients of the maximally supersymmetric ones.
This establishes the uniqueness of [7], up to discrete identifications, as a IIB solution
which preserves strictly 28 supersymmetries.

Another consequence of our analysis is that all N > 26 IIB backgrounds with only
5-form flux are maximally supersymmetric. This follows from the observation that if
G =0, the N = 28 backgrounds are maximally supersymmetric, and from the property
that backgrounds with only 5-form flux preserve an even number of supersymmetries.

The main observation that allows our analysis to be carried out is that the Killing
spinors of N = 28 backgrounds can be expressed in terms of a basis (1,,1,), where (1,)
are 14 linearly independent spinors over the complex numbers. The algebraic KSE can
be easily solved by expressing the 3-form flux G in terms of the normals to the Killing
spinors. Then the local part of the proof which involves the solution of the integrability
conditions of the gravitino KSE is separated into three different cases labeled by the
isotropy group of one of the normal spinors. These isotropy groups are SU(4) x RS,
Spin(7) x R® and G5. In both the SU(4) x R® and G cases, all backgrounds that admit
N = 28 supersymmetry are locally maximally supersymmetric, and so they do not give
new solutions. The solution of [7] arises in the Spin(7) x R® case.

The solution of [7] can be interpreted as a superposition of the IIB maximally su-
persymmetric plane wave [3] with the solution of the heterotic string, see [7] and also
[13], which preserves 14 supersymmetries. The latter can be “embedded” into IIB su-
pergravity and in such a case preserves 28 supersymmetries. Using this interpretation,
we investigate the propagation of strings on this background. We find that the light-
cone Hamiltonian is the sum of harmonic oscillators and compute their frequencies. We
find that all directions of the center of mass mode of the string exhibit the same fre-



quency while the different directions of each oscillating mode exhibit two characteristic
frequencies.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we give the normals to the Killing
spinors and solve the algebraic KSE. In section 3, we state the integrability conditions
of the KSEs. In sections 4, 5 and 6, we solve the integrability conditions of the gravitino
KSE in the SU(4) x R®, Spin(7) x R® and G, cases, respectively. In section 7, we
investigate the discrete quotients of maximally supersymmetric backgrounds. In section
8, we solve string theory on the N = 28 plane wave background, and in section 9 present
our conclusions. In appendix A, we choose the normals to the Killing spinors up to
gauge transformations. In appendix B, we summarize the integrability condition of the
gravitino KSE, and in appendix C we present a part of the analysis for the Spin(7) x R®
case.

2 The Algebraic Killing Spinor Equation

2.1 Normal spinors

The main task here is to identify the four normals to the Killing spinors of N = 28
backgrounds. In particular, we shall show that the normals are two spinors which are
linearly independent over the complex numbers. This in turn will imply that the Killing
spinors can be expressed in terms of a basis (7,,i7,), where 7, are 14 spinors linearly
independent over the complex numbers.

For this consider the algebraic KSE of IIB supergravity [2, 14, 15]

1
Ae = PTACe" + ﬂGABCFf“-”‘Ce =0, (2.1)

where P and G are the 1-form and 3-form field strengths, respectively, and A, B, C' are
spacetime frame indices. Since all IIB backgrounds with more that 24 supersymmetries
are homogeneous, the scalars are constant and P = 0. Therefore the algebraic KSE
reduces to

GABcrABCE =0. (2.2)

It is clear now that A is linear over the complex numbers, ie if € is a solution so is ie.
To continue suppose both algebraic and gravitino KSEs of a background admit 28
supersymmetries and let €1, ..., eog be the Killing spinors. It is required that eq, ..., e
are linearly independent over the real numbers. Since the algebraic KSE is linear over the
complex numbers, i€y, . . ., i€ag are also solutions of the algebraic equation. If one of these
additional solutions is linearly independent from ey, ..., esg, over the reals, the dilatino
KSE will admit more than 28 solutions. In such a case, we know that the only solution
is G = 0 [5]. So there are two possibilities to consider for backgrounds that preserve 28
supersymmetries. Either the algebraic KSE admits a basis of 14 linearly independent
solutions, {n,}, over the complex numbers, and so Killing spinors can be written as

14 14
&= [+ Y flin., r=1...28, (2.3)
a=1 a=1
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where (f, f) is an invertible real 28 x 28 matrix of spacetime functions, or G = 0. In the
G = 0 case, the gravitino KSE also becomes linear over the complex numbers and so the
Killing spinors are in pairs (€4, €,). So the 28-plane of Killing spinors in both cases is
complex. Therefore, the Killing spinors are normal to two spinors v and v, which are
linearly independent over the complex numbers. We shall use the gauge symmetry of 1B
supergravity to find canonical forms for v; and 5 and so simplify the choice of the basis
(na) of the Killing spinors.

2.2 Solution to the algebraic KSE

Assuming that G # 0, the solution to the algebraic KSE can be expressed in terms of
the normals to the Killing spinors. Before we proceed to show this, we take the Killing
spinors to be in the positive chirality Weyl representation, A, of Spin(9,1). In such
a case, the normals to the Killing spinors, with respect to the Majorana inner product!
B, lie in the anti-chiral representation A4, [4].

To proceed, note that there is an isomorphism A?(R%! @ C) = A?(R! @ C) between
the complexified 3-forms on R%! and the complexified 2-forms on R!. In particular,
identify R'® @ C = Aj4 and write

1 . .
G Anns = §>\ij B(6",T 4, 4,4,0") , (2.4)

where #" is a basis in Ajg. Note that B(6°,I'Blg7) = —B(¢7, I'Blg?).
Next we have the identity
1

53@51, T4y a5 02) D142 03 = 8B (2, d3) 1 — 8B(1, d3) 2 (2.5)
where ¢, ¢2 € Al and ¢3 € Af,. Applying this to the algebraic KSE, we have
1 , .
QGAlAzASFAlAzASWa = 8>‘ijB(9J7 nawl . (2'6)

Choosing 0 = By, a = 1,...,14, 0¥ = v; and 0' = 1y, we have that the above
equation vanishes iff

)\ab = O, )\15,[1 = )\lﬁ,a =0 a, b= 1, ooy 14 . (27)
It follows that the solution of the algebraic KSE is
Gayasas = AB(11, T4, 454,02) (2.8)

for A\ a complex function. Since in the spinorial geometry approach the normal spinors
are determined up to gauge transformations, (2.8) can be used to compute G. If G # 0,
then after rescaling one of the normal spinors we can set A = 1. For future use observe
that

VAl GA2A3A4 = B(VAl V1, F142143A4 V2) + B(Vlv FA2A3A4VA1 V2) ) (29)

where V is the frame Levi-Civita connection. We shall show that for all N = 28 back-
grounds, G is parallel.

'We use the spinor conventions of [10]. In particular, B(6,¢) = (B#*,(), where (-,-) is a Hermitian
inner product and B = T'yg7s9.



3 Integrability Conditions

To make further progress, we shall investigate the integrability conditions of the KSEs

i 1 , «
Dye = Vye+ 4—FN1"'N4FN1...N4M€ — %(FMNlNZMGNlNQNg — M2 Gy, ) CE =0,

Ae = Gy IMMMse — (3.1)

where we have set P = 0 as we have already explained. Since the matrix (f, f) in (2.3)
is invertible, the integrability conditions on the Killing spinors can be evaluated on the
basis (74, 7,). Because of the complex nature of this basis, as we shall demonstrate, the
integrability conditions factorize.

First, we take the V-derivative of the algebraic KSE and then substitute for Ve using
the gravitino KSE to find
(VG vy, TS — %GNlNzLFMLN3N4N5FN1N2N3N4N5 + iGNy NN Fr M T ) e

1

_% [FM(GN1N2N3FN1N2N3) (GN4N5N6FN4N5N6> + 6GML1L2 FL1L2 (GN1N2N3FN1N2N3)

+144GN1N2LGN3MLFN1N2N3]CE* =0.
(3.2)

Evaluating this condition on the Killing spinor (2.3) basis (7,,i1,), observe that it
factorizes as

(VMGNlNQNSFNlNWS — %GNlNzLFMLN3N4N5FN1N2N3N4N5
+iG Ny Far 2 0 )0, = 0 (3.3)
and
[T (G v, TV ) (G v v v TV N0) + 6G g, £, T2 (Gov, vy, VYY)

—'—144GN1N2LGN3MLFN1N2N3}Cn; =0 ,

(3.4)
fora=1,...,14.
In addition, the gravitino KSE integrability condition,
[DN,DM]E = RNME = 2S¢ — 2TC€* s (35)
implies that
81, =0, (3.6)
and
TCn: =0, (3.7)

where S and T are given in [16] and the special case P = 0 that applies here is stated
in appendix B for convenience.



In what follows, we shall investigate the above integrability conditions for the various
choices of Killing spinors which are specified by choosing their normals up to gauge
transformations. It is convenient to label the various cases with the isotropy group of
the first normal in the Spin(9, 1) gauge group.

4 SU(4) x r®

4.1 Normal spinors

A representative for the first SU(4) x R3-invariant normal [4, 5] is

W = —pés — (€12345 , (4-1)

where p, ¢ are complex functions with |p| # |¢q|. Observe that if |p| = |q|, then 14 is
Spin(7) x R¥-invariant and this case will be examined separately. To choose the second
normal v, in the SU(4) x R® case, one has to decompose Ajg under SU(4) x R® and choose
representatives for the various orbits, see appendix A. As is mentioned in appendix A
the choice of the second normal can be simplified by assuming that the 1-form bilinear of
any linear combination of v, and vy is null. This is because if a direction in the (v, 1)-
plane is associated with a time-like 1-form bilinear, then the corresponding solutions are
special cases of G backgrounds we shall analyze in section 6.

To summarize the detailed analysis in appendix A, there are three choices for the
normals. These are

1
Vi = —p€s — (€12345, Vo = —Y€12345 — U €1 — WE34, (4-2)

with wp + u'qg = 0 and p,w,q,u' # 0, where w is the complex conjugate of w and
similarly for the other functions, or

v = es, vy=ce' (c#0), (4.3)

or
V1 = —Pp€s — (€12345, Vg = —XT€5 — Y€12345 — C1€145 — C2€235 . (4-4)

4.2 Solutions with G # 0

Here we shall solve the integrability conditions for all the three choices of normals.

_ _ 1
4.2.1 v = pes — q€i1a345 5 V2 = —YC12345 — U €] — We234

This choice of normal leads to a basis (7,) in the space of Killing spinors which includes
the spinors

{61235, €1245, €25, €35, €45, €13, €23, €24, €34, 61345} . (4-5)

Substituting each of these spinors in the integrability condition (3.4) and assuming that
G # 0, one finds that w = 0. This is a contradiction because for this choice of normals
w # 0. Hence, there are no solutions unless G = 0 which will be considered separately.



4.2.2 V1 = €54 Vg = cel

For this choice of normals, (3.4) is automatically satisfied. To proceed further, consider
applying (3.3) and (3.7) to the spinors orthogonal to v; = e5, v = ce;. These integrability
conditions imply

F=0. (4.6)
On the other hand using (2.8), the 3-form G can be written as

G = C(—€2/\63/\64+€2/\68/\€9—63/\67/\69+€4/\€7/\68
—ie® NP Ne’ +ie? Net Ne® —ieP Net AeT +iet AP AeY), (4.7)

and so
GAG*=S8i|c|P A Net AeT AeP A e (4.8)

which does not vanish for ¢ # 0. Since F' = 0, these data are incompatible with the
Bianchi identity of F for which dF' is proportional to (4.8). Hence, there are no solutions
unless G = 0 which will be considered separately.

4.2.3 v = —pes — qeia345, V2 = —T€5 — Y€12345 — C1€145 — C2€235

There are a number of cases to consider. First, if ¢; = ¢ = 0 and insisting that 14
and v, are linearly independent, then a basis in the (v, 15)-plane can be chosen such
that the first normal spinor is Spin(7) x R® invariant. Therefore this is a special case of
backgrounds with a Spin(7) x R¥-invariant normal which will be examined separately.

Second, if one of ¢; or ¢y does not vanish, without loss of generality, one can take
c1 # 0. By applying a SU(4) transformation, we can take & to be a real function. In
such a case, a basis (7),) in the space of Killing spinors can be chosen to include the 13
spinors

Co
{615, €25, €35, €45, €12, €13, €24, €34, €1235, €1245, €1345, €2345, 0_623 - 614} . (4-9)
1
Substituting this into (3.4), we find the relations
pa(cs — &) =0, qlyp—=zq)(c3—¢1) =0, plyp—2q)(c;—ci)=0. (4.10)

The solution of the above relations leads to three further sub-cases:
(i) o # £ec1, p =2 =0 and ¢q # 0, which gives
V1 = €12345, V2 = —C1€145 — C2€235 (4.11)
(i) 2 # £ec1, ¢ =y =0 and p # 0, which gives

V1 = €5, Vo = —C1€145 — C2€235 (4-12)



(i) co = £ec1. After a SU(4) transformation to set ¢; = ¢ and then re-scaling of vy,
one finds

V1 = —P€s — (€12345, V2 = —TE5 — Y€12345 — €145 — €235 (4-13)

Further simplification of the above three cases is possible by applying (3.4) to the

14-th basis element ( )
—qx
ma = pl — qerz34 + #623 (4.14)
1
in the space of Killing spinors.

In particular, for the ¢ = ¢; = 1 case, one obtains

(Ip> = lal*)2lp|* + 2lq)* + lyp — zq|*) =0 . (4.15)

Therefore, |p| = |g|, and thus this solution is a special case of those for which v is
Spin(7) x R® invariant.

For the other two cases for which ¢; # 4co, (3.4) evaluated on 714 implies that
¢y = 0. By using the gauge transformation e2™2+134) (with real basis indices), together
with appropriately chosen SU(4) gauge transformations, one can simplify the normals
as

V1 = ées, V9 = C€zys . (416)

To summarize so far, after solving (3.4), the only choice of normals allowed provided one
of them is SU(4) x R3-invariant is given in (4.16).

Next let us turn to investigate the remaining integrability conditions for the Killing
spinors normal to (4.16). To proceed, we use (2.8) to write G as

G:\/§ce+/\(61/\62—e6Ae7+iel/\e7—ie2/\e6). (4.17)
A basis (n,) for the Killing spinors normal to (4.16) is
{1, €15, €25, €35, €45, €13, €14, €23, €24, €34, €1235, €1245, €1345, 62345} . (4-18)
Then (3.3) and (3.7) imply that
F=0, VG=0, (4.19)

ie G is parallel with respect to the Levi-Civita connection.
It remains to solve the integrability condition Sn, = 0. Since G is null (4.17), the
terms G-quadratic terms in S can be simplified to write

1 1, 1 . 13 .
Svu = Byanan, U+ o (= ST GvM G g — T Ghn G
8 32 8 12
1 1
T G, G, TG %G 10) - (1.20)

To proceed, if M = M, N = N, where M, N take all values except for “+”, and if
N =+, M = —, then we obtain

R, U na =0, Ry r,0,I""n0, =0 (4.21)
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On applying C* to both these conditions, we find that

RNJ\;LL1L2FL1L277 = 07 R+—7L1L2FL1L277 =0 (422)
for all Majorana-Weyl spinors 7, which in turn implies that the associated Riemann
curvature components vanish. Hence the only non-vanishing components of the Riemann
tensor are Ry;.; for 4,7 =1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9.

To continue, it is convenient to rewrite the remaining & integrability conditions as

(5T )ana T 4 o (Tl rargn P55, = 0. (.23
where
(Thin)LiL, = Rvarpar, — 3—12GNMQG21L2Q - gG}(\fMQGMLzQ , (4.24)
and
4 1 . 3 Q 1 3 Qv
(Taun)iiLatars = =36 GNMIL G Ly gLy GONILGlMiL "Gy — gOMIL GIvie * Gl g -

(4.25)
It is straightforward to show that the only non-vanishing components of 7% and T* are
(T%,)4j, (T +q1qqs- Using this, the integrability condition Sn, = 0 is equivalent to

o o
((T7) 4,17 + E(Tii)-l-jlhjSFJl]”S)Xa =0 (4.26)

for x, € {es, €135, €145, €235, €245, €345 }. In order to analyse the conditions imposed by
these integrability conditons we have used a computer assisted computation (CAC)?.
One finds that ¢ = 0, however this is a contradiction, since we have assumed G # 0. In
conclusion, in all cases, we deduce that we should take G = 0.

4.3 Solutions with G =0

To investigate the solutions with G = 0, we write the gravitino integrability condition as

1 1 ,
Sna = (§(T1\24N)N1N2FN1N2 + E(T]%/[N)N1N2N3N4FN1N2N3N4)77a =0 (427)
where now
(Tyn)pr = TRunpp — 15Fum @ P FiN 01020 »
(Tjé\l/[N)lePAL = %D[MFN}PL--PAL + %FMNQle[HFPzPaPzﬂQlQQ : (428)

The field equations and Bianchi identities imply that

(TJ%JN)P“D? - (T1%1P2)MN ) (T]%/[[H)PQPS} = (TJ%JN)PN =0,
(1_1[%31P2)P3P4P5P6] = (TJ‘\lJN)HPzPSN =0, (T4P1(M)N)P2P3P4 = (T4[P1|(M>N)|P2P3P4] s

2We can provide more information on request.



4 1
(TM[Pl)P2P3P4P5] = 2| EPLP2PsPyPs

5!

In the SU(4) xR® case, there are two choices of normal spinors that we should consider

up to Spin(9,1) transformations. First consider the case in which the two normals can
be chosen as

@102Q5Q4Cs (TJ‘\l/I[Q1>Q2Q3Q4Q5] : (4’29)

1 2
1 = —p€s — (€12345, Vg = —Y€12345 — U €1 — U €2 — WE234 — C3€235 , —C4€345 , (4-30)

and |u'|?+|u?|? # 0. This case can be further separated, as in the analysis of the previous
section, into two different sub-cases using the additional condition that the associated
1-form bi-linears of all directions in the (v, 15)-plane are null, see appendix A. However,
there is no advantage to do this here and so we shall treat both sub-cases together. The
basis (7,) of Killing spinors normal to (v1,v5) in (4.30) includes the spinors

2 1
{61235, €1245, €25, €35, €45, €13, €23, €24, €34, WE1345 + U €15, We345 — U 6’15} . (4-31)

Substituting these 11 spinors into (4.27) and making use of (4.29), one obtains 7% =
T* = 0, so these solutions are locally maximally supersymmetric. Here and in two
similar cases below, we have again used CAC.

Next, consider the case for which

V1 = —P€s — €12345, Vo = —T€5 — Ye12345 — C1€145 — C2€235 . (4.32)

To proceed further, it is convenient to in addition assume that |c;|* + |ca|* # 0. In such
a case, the basis (7,) of Killing spinors includes

{e1s, €25, €35, €45, €12, €13, €24, €34, €1235, €1245, €1345, €2345, C2€23 — C1€14} - (4.33)

Substituting these 13 spinors in (4.27) and using (4.29), one finds 72 = T* = 0. Again,
these solutions are locally maximally supersymmetric. It remains to consider the case
for which ¢; = ¢o = 0 in (4.32). Then a basis in the space of Killing spinors is

(na) = {€1s, €25, €35, €45, €12, €13, €24, €34, €1235, €1245, €1345, €2345, €23, €14} - (4.34)

Substituting this basis into (4.27) and using (4.29), one finds that 7% = T* = 0. So the
solutions are again locally maximally supersymmetric.

To summarize, if one of the two normal spinors of backgrounds preserving N = 28
supersymmetries is SU(4) x R%-invariant, then they are locally maximally supersym-
metric. Later we shall show that there are no quotients of maximally supersymmetric
backgrounds preserving 28 supersymmetries. As a consequence, all such N = 28 super-
symmetric backgrounds are maximally supersymmetric.

5 Spin(7) x rR*-invariant normal

5.1 Solutions with G # 0

It is explained in appendix A that the two normal spinors can be chosen as
Vi = e5 + €1a315, V2 = c(es — e12315), (c#0). (5.1)

9



Using this and (2.8), one finds that
G=2V2icet hw, w=e'NeP+eNe+eSneP+etne. (5.2)
To proceed, a basis in the space of Killing spinors normal to (v, 1) given in (5.1) is

(m) = {615, €25, €35, €45, €1235, €1245, €1345, €2345, €12, €13, €14, €23, €24, 634} . (5-3)

Substituting this into the integrability conditions (3.3) and (3.7) and after some CAC,
one finds that

Vice")=0, VG=0, F=fe" AwAT, (5.4)

where f = |c| and ¥ is a (1,1)- and w-traceless form in the directions 12346789 transverse
to the light-cone, ie

\Ilkl wkiwlj = \I/ij s \Ifijwij =0. (55)

Thus cet and G are V-parallel. In particular, as (Re ¢)e™ and (Im c)e™ are both co-
variantly constant, this implies that there exists a constant angle ¢ such that ¢ = fe'.
Hence, the spacetime admits a covariantly constant real 1-form V' = fe™. Thus, the
spacetime geometry is that of a pp-wave.

It remains to evaluate the last integrability condition Sn, = 0, (3.6), on the basis
(5.3) of the Killing spinors. The expression for & can be considerably simplified by
making use of the special form for /' and G which we have obtained in (5.4) and (5.2),
respectively. In particular, one can write

1 7 1 .
Sna = (—RNM,LlLQPLlLZ N —FL1L2L3L4D[NFM}L1L2L3L4 . _PL1L2 F[N\L1Q1Q2Q3F|M}L2Q1Q2Q3

8 48 24
1 1 y v
—l—@FLleLBLZLFNML1Q1Q2FL2L3L4Q1Q2 _ 3_2FL1L2GNML3GL1L2L3)77‘1 =0.

Next observe that the 14-plane spanned by the basis (5.3) of the Killing spinors is
invariant under the reality operation Cx, ie C * {n,} = {n.}. Moreover, using that
G =ife’H, where H is a real 3-form, which in turn implies that the G-quadratic terms
in S are real, one finds that Sn, = 0 factorizes as

FL1L2L3L4D[NFM}L1L2L3L477a =0 , (5'7)

and

1 1 ) 1
((§RNM’L1L2 B gGNMQGLleQ o 6FW|L1Q1Q2Q3F|M}L2Q1Q2Q3)FL1L2

1
+EFNML1Q1Q2FL2L3L4Q1Q2FL1L2L3L4)7]a =0. (5.8)

10
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Let us first focus on (5.8). Setting N = N and M = M, where N and M take all
values apart from “+”7, and N = 4+ and M = —, and using the fact that both F' and G
are null, one finds that

RNM,LlLQFLlena = R+—,L1L2PL1L277(1 =0. (59)

Since the isotropy group of 14 linearly independent spinors in Spin(9,1) is {1}, one
concludes that

Ry par, = Bv— 10, =0, (5.10)

and so the only non-vanishing components of the Riemann tensor are R, y;.
To proceed further, it is useful to define

(Toa)rir, = Bywmrin, — iGNMQG*LlLZQ - %F[NLlQlQQQSFM]LleQQQg ;
(Taa)iitorsrs = 2Fnmin, @ * Fry0,0.00:0s - (5.11)
In which case, (5.8) can be rewritten as
(%(TJ%M)LlLQFLILQ + %(TJ%TM)LleLaL4FL1L2L3L4)na =0. (5.12)

As the only nonzero components of 7% and T* are (T%,)+; and (T2;) 141,05, respectively,
the only non-identically vanishing components of the above equation are

o1
((Tii)-i-jrj + 6(Tii)-i-fﬂzngZlézeB)F—na =0 s (513)
or equivalently
1
((Tii)ﬁ-jl—v + E(Tii)-i-hfz&réléz&)xa =0 s (514)

where x, € {€125, €135, €145, €235, €245, €345} 1t is straightforward to analyse these condi-
tions, and one finds that

T°=T*=0. (5.15)

In particular, 7% = 0 implies that
1 _
W+ 1 00a VT =0 (5.16)

where the holomorphic indices «, 8, v,u = 1,2,3,4 are taken with respect to w. The
condition 72 = 0 expresses the Riemann tensor of the spacetime in terms of the fluxes
and we shall return to it later.

It remains to solve the integrability condition (5.7). This is done in appendix C to
find that

VF =0 (5.17)
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ie F'is also covariantly constant.
Returning to the condition T2 = 0, since both F' and G are covariantly constant, one
concludes that

VR =0 (5.18)

ie the spacetime is a Lorentzian symmetric space. These have been classified in [17].
Since in addition the spacetime admits a V-parallel null vector field and the only non-
vanishing components of the curvature are

1
Ryiyy= (2% + §f2‘I’kl\I’k1)5ij : (5.19)

the spacetime is a plane wave or equivalently a Cahen-Wallach space. The above com-
ponents of the Riemann tensor determine the wave profile.

To find the background explicitly, since the fluxes and the Riemann curvature are
covariantly constant, one can follow the analysis of [1] for the maximally supersymmetric
plane wave. In particular, one can determine the fluxes at the origin of the symmetric
space. Then they can be defined everywhere on spacetime by acting with the transitive
group. Indeed, the expression for the spacetime geometry can be simplified somewhat
by solving (5.16). Since V¥ is (1,1) and w-traceless, it lies up to a SU(4)-transformation
on the maximal torus of su(4). Using this and (5.16), one finds that, without loss of
generality, U can be written as

U= —hle' NP+ Ae” =P NeP —et ne?) (5.20)

where h is a real constant. Adapting coordinates to the null vector field fe™ = dv and
putting the plane wave in Brinkman coordinates, the solution can be written as

ds® = 2dvldu — (* + 2h*)5;;2" 2" dv] + 6 dx'da?
G = —2V2iledv A (dat A da® + da® A da” + da® A da® + da* A da®) |
F = 2hdv A (do* A da® A da® A da” — da® A da* A da® A da?) (5.21)

where we have re-instated a constant parameter ¢ using a coordinate transformation
v — 7'v, u — fu and redefining the parameter as h — (h. In the form given in (5.21)
the solution depends on two parameters (¢, h) though one of them can be removed using
a coordinate transformation provided that ¢, h # 0. However, the form given in (5.21)
allows us to also consider the limits in which these parameters vanish. If either h = 0
or ¢ = 0, the solution corresponds to either the heterotic solution of [13], G real, which
preserves 14 supersymmetries or to the maximally supersymmetric plane wave solution
of [3] respectively. If both F' and G are non-vanishing, the solution preserves strictly 28
supersymmetries in IIB and it has been found in [7].

5.2 Solutions with G =0

These backgrounds are a special case of the SU(4) x R® solutions with G = 0 investigated
in the previous section. So they are all locally maximally supersymmetric.
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6 (y-invariant normal
For solutions with a Ga-invariant normal 14, we take, without loss of generality,
V1 = e5 + 12345 £ i(e1 + e934) - (6.1)

In particular, 4 is invariant under G5 transformations generated by
1 _ 1 _
RP (Flp - Fip + §€Pq1qzrtil¢iz) + RP (Fiﬁ - Plﬁ + §€pq1qzrq1q2) 5 qurptj 5 (62)

written in a manifestly SU(3) C G2 covariant notation as in [10, 11, 12|, where L is
traceless LP, = 0 and p, g = 2, 3,4. Therefore, L generates SU(3) transformations in the
2,3,4 directions.

To choose the second normal 15, consider the most general spinor linearly independent
from vy,

1
Vo = —l’(65 — 612345) — uo‘ea — §Ua56a55 — éwa6a5162636515253 s (63)

where o = 1,2, 3,4 and similarly for the rest of the indices.

By applying a SU(3) transformation in the directions 2, 3,4 we can, without loss of
generality, set ws = wy = 0, and then apply a SU(2) transformation in the 3, 4 directions
to set u* = 0. Hence, we can choose

1 2 3 12 13 14
Vg = —55(65 - 612345) —U € —U €y —UE3—V €125 —V €135 —V €145

23 24 34
— V€935 — VU eay5 — V7 €345 — W1€234 + Wo€134 - (6.4)

6.1 Solutions with G # 0

Given vy and 1o, we can compute G using (2.8). Then observe that the basis (7,) in the
space of Killing spinors includes

{635, €45, 61235} . (6-5)

Evaluating the integrability condition (3.4) on these basis elements using CAC, one finds
a number of relations, including

v =M =0 =0. (6.6)
This simplifies 5, and then the basis (7,) of the Killing spinors includes the elements
{ess, €us, €1235, €14, €13, €23} - (6.7)

Applying (3.4) to the above basis elements, one finds that

r=Fiu', w =-—u', (6.8)
ie if one assumes, for example, that = # Fiu', then (3.4) implies that x = u! = 0, and
similarly for w; = —u'. In addition, one obtains the conditions

wy = Fiv*t, wW=0v8=0, u?=+". (6.9)
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Next, applying (3.4) to the basis elements

{€24, €1245, €31 L i€1345, €10 i€95, 1 — €134 L i(€15 —€2345), 1 + €134 (€345 +€15)}, (6.10)

one finds that
v =ut =02 =0. (6.11)

Combining all the conditions implied by (3.4) on the components of vy together, one
concludes that v, = 0. This in turn gives G = 0 which is a contradiction. Thus there
are no backgrounds with G' # 0 in the G5 case which preserve 28 supersymmetries.

6.2 Solutions with G =0

Consider first the case for which w, # 0 in (6.4). By applying gauge transformations
to vy, vy generated by R'I'_; + R'T'_; and R?*I'_3 + R3I'_3, one can eliminate the esys
and the eyys terms from 5. However, as these gauge transformations are not in Gs, the
form of 1 is not left invariant under their action. Nevertheless, the simplification to 1,
produced assists the computation. After these transformations, the two normals become

v = aes+ Beiogas + pre1ss + veass Ti(er + eazq)
_ 1 2 3
Vo = pes+ 0ejoyys —U €1 —U ey —u€e3
12 13 23 24
— S 7€195 — S €135 — STT€a35 — S €945 — W1€934 + Wal134 . (6.12)

To proceed, since G = 0, the only integrability condition that remains to be satisfied
is
S —(1T2+ 1T4) =0 (6.13)
o =190 Tggt M= '
and it is given in detail in (4.23). Evaluating this integrability condition on the basis
elements

{e35, €45, €1235, €23, €12, Wae1345 + U2€25, W2€1245 — U3€25, Wae3q + 512625,
Waery + 570 a5, Wa(e1s — ea315) + (u' — wi)eas, wol & ifwaers + (o F ifwi)ess,
Wo€E94 + iﬂW2€15 + (—813 F i,uwl)e%, Wa€13 + ’iVU)2€15 + (—824 + in1)625}

(6.14)
one finds after some CAC that all components of T2 and T* vanish. Therefore all these
solutions are locally maximally supersymmetric.

Next, consider the case for which wy = 0. Then by making a SU(2) rotation in the
2,3 directions, one can set, without loss of generality, u® = 0 also. Suppose first that
that u? # 0. By applying a gauge transformation generated by R'I'_; + R'I'_j to vy,

vy, one can eliminate the ejos term from 5. Again the form of 14 is altered, because
this transformation is not in Go. Then apply a SU(2) rotation in the 3,4 directions to
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eliminate the ey term from 5. We therefore obtain

v = oes+ Perogas £ier + easa)
_ 1 2
Vg = pes—+ 0€1a345 — U €] — U €9
13 14 23 34
— S§e135 — 8 €145 — ST €35 — 87 €345 — Wi€a3y4 - (6.15)

To proceed, evaluate the Sn, = 0 integrability condition on the basis elements

{ess, €as, €1235, €25, €1245, €34, €13, U26’24 + 3136’1345, U2€23 - 8146’1345

uPery — sPeizus, uPery — s ergus, u?(easas — e15) + (uh — wi)ergs,

U21 + iﬁu2615 + (—O' + iﬁw1)61345 y } (616)
to find that all components of 72 and T* vanish. Thus again these solutions are locally
maximally supersymmetric.

Next consider the case for which wy = u? = u® = 0. One can then apply a SU(3)
transformation to set, without loss of generality v'® = v!* = 0, followed by a SU(2)
transformation in the 3,4 directions to set v?* = 0. After doing this, we have

vi = es+ erams Ti(er + eas)
Vo = —x(e5 - 612345) - Ul@l - U12€125 - U23€235 - U34€345 — Wi€234 . (6-17)

Suppose that v'2 # 0. Then apply the integrability condition Sn, = 0 to the basis
elements

12 23 12 34

{€35, €45, €1235, €1345, €1245, €24, €23, €13, €25,V €14 — V€34,V €19 — V€34,

12 1 12 12 -

(v (62345 — 615) + (u — 'LU1)634, vl £ €15 + (—ZL’ + Z’LUl)634} s (618)
one finds that all components of 7% and T vanish, and so the solutions are again locally
maximally supersymmetric.

Finally, consider the case for which wy = u? = u? = v1? = v = 0v?* = 12 = 0. By
making a SU(2) transformation in the 2,4 directions, one can also set, without loss of
generality, v** = 0. In such a case,

Vi = es+ eigus Ti(er + easq)
= ! i 6.19
vy = —x(e5 — e1a345) — U €1 — U €345 — W1€234 - (6.19)

Next, note that for solutions preserving exactly N = 28 supersymmetries, there must be
a basis (1,) for the Killing spinors which contains the elements

{635, €45, €1235, €1345, €1245, €24, €23, €13, €25, €34, €14,
211 + 2061934 + 23€15 + 24€9345 + 25€12} (6.20)

where 21, 22, 23, 24 do not all vanish. Note that this is clearly true if v3* # 0. In the
special case for which v3* = 0, e;5 can be taken as a basis element, but for a N = 28
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solution, two further basis elements must also be found, and such a solution therefore still
has a basis containing the spinors in (6.20). On evaluating the integrability condition
Sn, = 0 on these basis elements, one finds that all components of T2 = T* = 0. Thus
again these solutions are locally maximally supersymmetric.

Therefore, we have shown that if one of the normals is Go-invariant, then all solutions
with N = 28 supersymmetries are locally maximally supersymmetric.

7 Discrete Quotients

We have demonstrated that all N = 28 supersymmetric IIB backgrounds are either
locally isometric to that of [7] or to a maximally supersymmetric background. The pos-
sibility remains that some N = 28 backgrounds can be constructed as discrete quotients
of maximally supersymmetric ones. Here, we shall prove that all discrete quotients of
maximally supersymmetric backgrounds preserve less than 28 supersymmetries, N < 28.
So there are no N = 28 backgrounds which arise as discrete quotients of maximally su-
persymmetric ones. To show this, we shall use the machinery developed in [18]. This
has been applied both in M-theory [19] to prove that there are no N = 31 quotients of
maximally supersymmetric backgrounds and in IIB supergravity [5] to demonstrate a
similar result for backgrounds with N > 28 supersymmetries.

7.1 Discrete quotients of Minkowski space

This computation is similar to that we have performed in [5] to search for backgrounds
with N > 28 supersymmetries, so we shall not give an extensive description of the anal-
ysis. To find discrete quotients of Minkowski space which preserve 28 supersymmetries,
one has to find an element o« € SO(9, 1) such that its lift & € Spin(9,1) preserves 28
spinors, ie it acts as the identity on a 28-dimensional subspace of the Weyl representation
Ay of Spin(9,1). Up to a conjugation, there are two choices for the lift &. One choice
is that & can be written as

. 1 .
o= eXp[§(90F05 + 61016 + O2L97 + 05055 + 04045) + i) (7.1)

where the additional angle 1) has been added because of the Spin.(9, 1) nature of spinors
of IIB supergravity. Decomposing Aq¢ as

A16 - Z WUO___O—4 (72)

00,...,04=%1
using the projectors I';I';15, 1 = 0,...,4, the lifted element can be written as
. 1 . : . : .
a(og,...,04) = exp[é(aoeo + 00101 + (0905 + 0305 + 10404) + 1)) (7.3)

where the chirality condition requires that ogoy...04 = 1.
For an element & to preserve 28 supersymmetries, it has to act as an identity on a
28 dimensional subspace V' of Ayg. In particular, there are some oy, ..., 04, such that

5((0'0,0'1,...,0’4):1 . (74)
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Taking the complex conjugate, one concludes that 6, = 0. So boosts do not preserve any
supersymmetry as expected. Since 6, = 0, & is independent of oy. So in what follows
we shall explicitly indicate the dependence of subspaces W and the map & on only the
rest of the signs.

To exclude the possibility that some spatial rotations preserve 28 supersymmetries,
& must not act as the identity on two W, ,, subspaces. It is straightforward to observe
that whatever the choice of non-invariant subspaces is, there is always a choice of signs
such that

6((0’1,...,0’4):OAé(—O'l,...,—O'4):]_ . (75)

This in particular implies that exp(2it)) = 1. Using this, one can show that if for some
signs G&(oq,...,04) = 1, then &(oy,...,04) = &(—01,...,—04) = 1. Therefore if the
action on W, ,, is trivial, so is the action on the conjugate module W_,,..._,,. Thus in
order to preserve precisely 28 supersymmetries, the two non-invariant subspaces should
be chosen to be conjugate to each other.

To proceed since all choices of the signs are symmetric, without loss of generality,
assume that

G(+1,+1,+1,4+1) = &(—=1,-1,-1,-1) # 1. (7.6)

To preserve precisely 28 supersymmetries, for all other choices of signs @ must be the
identity. In particular,

G(—1,41,41,41) = a(1,—1,-1,+1) = 1. (7.7)
This implies that exp(i64) = 1. This gives
exp(ify)a(+1,+1, +1, 1) = &(1,1,1,1) = 1 (7.8)

which is a contradiction. Thus if one assumes that a 28-dimensional subspace of Ayg is
invariant under some &, then all A;¢ is invariant and so all supersymmetry is preserved.
There are no such quotients with preserve 28 supersymmetries.

The another choice for & is to take

R 1
o = exp{§[(F0 —|— F5)Fg —|— 6’1F16 —|— 92F27 —|— 93F38]} . (79)

Decomposing A1g using the projector 'gs, it is easy to see that such quotients preserve
at most 16 supersymmetries.

7.2 Discrete quotients of AdSs x S°

The isometry group of the AdSs x S® background is SO(4,2) x SO(6). To find whether
there is a discrete subgroup D of SO(4,2) x SO(6) such that AdSs x S®/D preserves 28
supersymmetries, observe that the associated spin group Spin(4,2) x Spin(6) acts on
Aqg as Agpin(4,2) X Agpin(ﬁ)’ where A§pz’n(4,2) and Agpin(ﬁ) are the chiral representations
of Spin(4,2) and Spin(6), respectively.
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It is a consequence of the tensor product structure of the representation of Spin(4, 2) x
Spin(6) on Ajg that the real dimension of an invariant subspace V of & is

dimV =2nm, 1<n,m<4. (7.10)

Since 28 cannot be written as a product in this way, there are no discrete quotients of
AdSs x 8% which preserve 28 supersymmetries. In fact this argument implies that the
largest number of supersymmetries, less than maximal, which can be preserved by a
discrete AdS5 x S® quotient? is 24.

7.3 Discrete quotients of Maximally supersymmetric plane wave

To investigate the existence of discrete quotients of the maximally supersymmetric plane
wave which preserve 28 supersymmetries, we shall follow closely the analysis in [5]. In
particular, it has been shown that the invariance condition for &, &e = €, can be written
as

ete. = e,

eMep + T, Be) = e, (7.11)

where Iy e, = 0 is the usual light-cone projection. Moreover, one can show that

.4
aloy,...,04)€e- = ete_ = exp [% Z o;0; + mﬂ] €., 01090304 = —1, (7.12)
i=1
and
;A
ete, =exp [ — 2i1\v" 009 + 3 Z o;0; + w} €L, 01090304 =1. (7.13)
i=1

In particular, the part of A that depends on v~ acts with the identity on e_. Decomposing
Ay = V_ @V, using the lightcone projection, it has been shown in [5] that there is no
quotient which preserves more than 28 supersymmetries.

To extended the above result to the N = 28 case, there are two possibilities. Either
the discrete group action leaves invariant a 6-dimensional subspace in V_ and acts as
the identity on V, or vice versa. Consider first the former possibility. As has already
been indicated in (7.12) and (7.13), we have decomposed both V_ and V, into eight
1-dimensional complex subspaces W, ,, and Z,, ,,, respectively, labeled by the eight
independent choices of signs o. It is easy to see that whatever the choice of the 6-
dimensional invariant subspace of V_ is, one can show that e?¥ = 1. Using this, one
can also show that if a subspace W,, ,, is invariant so is the subspace W;, 5, with
G; = —o,;. Thus for e to preserve precisely a 6-dimensional subspace of V_, the non-
invariant 2-dimensional complex subspace of V_ must be as W, ,, ® W5, 5, for some
choice of ¢;. Since the choice of signs is symmetric, without loss of generality, one can

3The addition of the angle 1 due to the Spin. nature of IIB spinors does not affect this argument.
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choose Wi 41,411 ® W_1 _1 141 as the non-invariant subspace. Solving the condition
e =1 for the remaining choices of signs, one finds that

91:9, 92:9+27rn2, 93:9—|—27T7’L3, 94:—9+27m4, (714)
and
w(ng +ng+ng)+v €202, ng,nz,ny €7, (7.15)

where 6 is an arbitrary angle and ¢ = nm, n € Z. So there are transformations which
preserve a six dimensional subspace [ of V_.

To preserve precisely 28 supersymmetries, all V., must be invariant under the action
of the discrete group. For this it is necessary that I C Ker 3 and that e? acts as the
identity on V.. It is always possible to choose the group action to satisfy the first
condition. So let as focus on the second. In particular, the invariance of the subspaces
Zii41,41,41 and Z_g 1 1 1 imply that

=26 +i0 _

e e T — 1 (7.16)

This in turn gives
207 = nom 0 = nim, MNg+n e 27, , MNg,Nny € 7 . (717)

However now notice that for this choice of 6, Wi 11 111 and so W_y _; 1 41 are also
invariant, ie all V_ is preserved. In such a case, the only option for preserving 28 super-
symmetries is that dimgKer 8 = 6. However, it is easy to see that the dimension of the
kernel of [ is either 4 or 8. So such quotients cannot preserve strictly 28 supersymmetries.

Next suppose that the discrete symmetry preserves all V_. In such a case, the angles
g; are given as in (7.14) and (7.15), and 6 = nym, ny € Z. For the quotient to preserve
precisely 28 supersymmetries, one should choose the discrete subgroup that dimgKer =
8. As we have already mentioned there is always such a choice. We require that e? leaves
invariant a complex 6-dimensional subspace of V. In particular, note that

4
exp [i Zaﬂi} =1 (7.18)
i=1

where 01090304 = 1, and 6; are constrained as above. It follows that if Z,, ;, 0.0, 18
an invariant subspace, then so iS Z_,, 5y 5. —0s- Thus for e to preserve precisely a
6-dimensional subspace of V., the non-invariant 2-dimensional complex subspace of V.
must be as Z,,. 5, B Z_s,...—0, for some choice of o;. Since all choices are symmetric, take
as the non-invariant subspace Zy1 41 41,4+1® Z_1-1,-1,—1. Requiring that e? leave invari-

ant the 6-dimensional subspace complementary to Z,4 41 11 41®Z_1 1 1,1 imposes the
condition

eI — (7.19)

However, this condition also implies that Z ;41 1141 is an invariant subspace, and so
all V is invariant. Thus all the supersymmetry is preserved, and there are no quotients
that preserve strictly 28 supersymmetries.
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8 Strings in the plane wave background

8.1 (Geometry of plane wave

As we have already mentioned, the plane wave solution (5.21) is the superposition of
two other plane wave solutions, those of the maximally supersymmetric plane wave of
[3] and the heterotic plane wave preserving 14 supersymmetries®*. These two solutions
are also recovered in the limits of (5.21) for which the parameters (¢, h) vanish.

We have shown that (5.21) is a Lorentzian symmetric space and the form fluxes
are parallel. In fact the spacetime is a Lorentzian Lie group because the wave profile
is negative definite. The isometries of the metric are precisely those of the maximally
supersymmetric plane wave which have been investigated in [3]. In particular, the algebra
of Killing vector fields is s0(8) x h(8), where h(8) is the Heisenberg Lie algebra extended
by an outer u(1) automorphism which rotates the 8 positions to the 8 momenta and
commutes with the central element. However the fluxes are not invariant under the
whole group of isometries. The 5-form flux, as is well known, breaks this group to
(s0(4) @ s0(4)) x h(8). The additional 3-form flux of (5.21) breaks the isometry group
further to (u(2) @ u(2)) x h(8) which is the symmetry group of the background. The
u(2) & u(2) is identified as the subalgebra of s0(4) @ so(4) which in addition preserves a
complex structure on the transverse directions to the lightcone. Moreover observe that in
the limit that the 5-form flux vanishes, the symmetry group of the background enhances

to u(4) x h(8).

8.2 String propagation

The worldvolume dynamics of a string in the (5.21) background is described by a Green-
Schwarz action. To quantize string theory, one has to gauge fix the kappa symmetry
and rewrite the theory in terms of worldvolume fermions. In this case, this procedure is
considerably simplified because the background is a plane wave and it admits a natural
lightcone gauge. In particular, the resulting action is always quadratic in the worldvol-
ume fermions [21]. We shall not carry out this procedure in detail. Instead, we shall use
the close relation that this theory has with the maximally supersymmetric plane wave
and argue that the bosonic part of the string action is that of a string on a plane wave
group manifold

ds® = 2dudv — (0* + 4h*)x*du’® + da* |
G = -2dulhw, w=(de'ANda®+da* Adax" + da® A da® + dz* A dx?) (8.1)

where we re-scale £ to £/+/2. (The normalization of the fluxes is consistent with that of
[22].) In particular, the 5-form flux does not contribute in the bosonic part of the action
apart from the h? contribution in the metric. However it is expected to contribute in
the fermion couplings.

The quantization of strings on a (8.1) background is a special case of the models
investigated in [22], see also eg [23, 24, 25]. Here we shall carry out some of the steps in

4See [13] and [20] for a general discussion of heterotic solutions with more than 8 supersymmetries.
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the analysis of [22] to identify the lightcone string Hamiltonian. We shall show that this
Hamiltonian is a linear superposition of infinite many Harmonic oscillator Hamiltonians.
To find the frequencies of these Harmonic oscillators, we first use a frequency based
ansatz to solve the classical string equations. In particular, one finds that the classical
frequencies w satisfy the equation

det((@® — €2 — 4h* — 4n®)6;; — dinlw;;) =0, nEZ (8:2)
which gives
(0 — 2 — 4h* — 4n?)? — 160" =0 . (8.3)

The center of mass mode, n = 0, has a single frequency

(@2 = ¢ 4 4n* . (8.4)
For the other modes one has
(@) = +4nl + 07 + 4h% + 4n® . (8.5)

Observe that all frequency squares are positive for h > 0.
It has been shown in [22] that the classical frequencies of the string after quantization
are identified with the quantum frequencies of the lightcone string Hamiltonian. More-
~(n) _ ~(-n) B . . . .
over Wy = w and so the n and —n modes pair. The lightcone Hamiltonian of the

string can be written as

H=> H" (8.6)

n>0

where H™ is the sum of appropriate Harmonic oscillator Hamiltonians. In particular,
one finds that

8
_ 1
H(O) — Zw(o)(j\/'] + 5) , -/V; = a;r. aj , (87)
j=1
and
8 1 8 1
RS YN NS LI N I VTR PR
i=1 Jj=1
T, (M

The operators a;, a.'"; and aj, ay (™ ; are creation and annihilation operators, respec-
tively, canonically normalized as those of a Harmonic oscillator. So we have shown
that the center of mass Hamiltonian comprises of 8 Harmonic oscillators with the same
frequency and each oscillator mode n > 0 comprises of 8 Harmonic oscillators with

frequency C:J_(:l) and 8 Harmonic oscillators with frequency o™,
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9 Outlook

We have shown that the IIB supersymmetric backgrounds with strictly 28 supersymme-
tries are locally isometric to the solution of [7]. Combining this with the classification of
the maximally supersymmetric backgrounds of IIB supergravity in [1] and the results of
[4, 5] gives a classification of all supersymmetric backgrounds of IIB supergravity with
more than 27 supersymmetries, N > 27. The conjecture of [26] is consistent with our
result. Moreover, we have demonstrated that IIB backgrounds with only 5-form flux
that admit more than 26 supersymmetries, N > 26, are maximally supersymmetric.

It is not known whether there are IIB solutions which preserve 25, 26 or 27 super-
symmetries. However, it is known that there is a plane wave solution which preserves
24 supersymmetries [7]. This is again a superposition of the maximally supersymmet-
ric plane wave with a plane wave solution of the heterotic string which preserves 12
supersymmetries. Since there is a unique heterotic solution which preserves 12 super-
symmetries and there are no solutions which preserve 13 supersymmetries, it is tempting
to propose that the IIB N = 24 solution is unique and there are no IIB solutions with
25, 26 and 27 supersymmetries. However, there is no firm evidence for this apart from
the analogy with the plane-wave solutions of the heterotic string.
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Appendix A The normals to the Killing spinors
Al SUM4)xR®

A.1.1 Second normal

A representative for the first SU(4) x R8-invariant normal spinor [4, 5] is
b = —P€s — q€12345 (A.1)
where |p| # |q|. The infinitesimal generators of the SU(4) x R® isotropy group are
L*Ty5, R°T_o+RT ., a=1,234, (A.2)

where L € su(4), ie Laﬁ_éag =0, and R* = (R*)*.
A basis in the anti-chiral Spin(9,1) representation Ajg can be chosen as

€5, €12345, €u  Cuvp, CEus - (A.3)

A7g is decomposed under SU(4) as 16 = 1516464 @ 6. To find a representative for
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the second normal, consider the following formulae,
(RT_a+ RT_a)e, = 2R%qus +2Rye5 ,
(RT_a+ RT_s)ews = 0,
(RT_a+ RT_a)ewy, = 2R%€aupCizsss + 6Reu,5 (A.4)
and
LT .56, = 2L%,e,
La5Fa56MV5 = —4L%eas ,

La&l—‘aﬁe’ymﬁzggeﬁlﬁz& = _2vaep6152536615253' (A5)

It is also useful to consider the gauge transformations generated by I'y _ and i6°PT af
which act on spinors as

6f1F+7+if25aEFa565 _ 6—f1—4if265 ’
420 g e = e 20
ef1F+,+if26a5ra5€u — h2if2 ey
ef1F+7+if25aBFaB Cus = e N1 €5
oD +if20°7T 5 Cp = pf112if2 Cprp - (A.6)

Although these transformations do not leave es and ejo345 invariant, they do leave the
plane spanned of e5 and ej9345 invariant. So they are generators of the ¥ group [20].

Now suppose that
o 1 ap 1 af1B203
Vo = —X€5 — Y€12345 — U €y — 5’0 €aBs — E’UJQE €818283 > (A?)

is the second normal spinor.

Using a SU(4) transformation, we can without loss of generality set wy = w3 = wy =
0, with w; = w. The isotropy group is SU(3). By applying a SU(3) transformation in
the 2,3, 4 directions, one can without loss of generality also set u® = u* = 0. So we have

1
Vy = —X€5 — Y612345 — U161 — u262 — §vaﬁea55 — We34 . (A8)

Next apply a R® gauge transformation generated by R*I'_, + R°T'_s, which maps
Vo — I/é = ( — X - 2R1u1 — 2R2U2)€5 + ( -Y — 2’UJR1)€12345 — ulel — u2e2 — Wea34
1
+ ( — v+ 2u'RP — 2u”R1)61p5 + ( — 52}””’2 + 2ulPr RP2l — weqplszq) €pips5
(A.9)

for p,q = 2,3, 4.
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First consider the case for which |u'|?+|u?|? # 0. Then one can choose R', R?, R3 R*
in order to eliminate the e; and ejp5 terms (p = 2,3,4), giving

1

1 2 /
Vg = —Y€12345 — U €1 — U €3 — Wer34 — 5(0 )2 ep b5 - (A.10)

In addition by applying a SU(2) transformation in the 3,4 directions, one can remove
the eqys term, to leave

1 2
Vg = —YC€12345 — U €1 — U €2 — WE234 — C3€235 — C4€345 . (A-ll)

Next consider the case for which u! = u? = 0. In this case applying the R® transfor-
mation gives

1
Vé = —X65+ (—Y—2’UJR1)612345—w6234—1}1p€1p5—|—(—§Up1p2 —w€qp1p2Rq)€p1p25 . (A12)

If w # 0, then one can choose R', R?, R?, R* in order to eliminate the 19345, €235, €245, €345
terms, giving
Vg = —X65 — WeEg34 — 'Ulp61p5 . (A13)

Then, applying a SU(3) transformation in the 2,3, 4 directions, the ejs5 and ej35 terms
can also be removed to give

Vo = —XI€y — WEg34 — C3€145 - (A14)

However, note that this (A.14) is gauge equivalent to a special case of (A.11). The gauge
transformation used to relate the two vy is [jg3y = e2(12+T34) (here the indices are in
the real basis). Furthermore, this gauge transformation also preserves the span of e5 and
e12345- Hence we can discard the case when w # 0.

The remaining case therefore has u' = u?> = w = 0. Then

1
Vo = —X€5 - Y612345 - 52}&560665 . (A15)

By applying a SU(4) transformation, as set out in Appendix A of [9], one can work in
a gauge for which
Vo = —XT€5 — Y€12345 — C1€145 — C2€235 . (A-16)

A.1.2 Null planes

We have already demonstrated above how to choose the two normal spinors (1, v5) up
to SU(4) x R® transformations. The choice of the second spinor can be simplified further.
For this, observe that if a direction in the space of the two normals (v, 1) is associated
with a time-like vector bilinear, then the corresponding background is a special case of
those that will be investigated in section 6. Hence, it suffices to consider only those
SU(4) x R® cases for which all linear combinations of the two normals v, and vy are
associated with null 1-form bilinears.
As we have shown above, there are two choices for the second normal given by

1 2
Vg = —Y€12345 — U €1 — U €2 — WEa34 — C3€235 — C4€345 , (A-17)

24



with |u!|? + [u?|? # 0, and
Vo = —Xes — Y1345 — C1€145 — C2€235 - (A.18)
For vy given in (A.17), to impose the condition that the 1-form bilinear
Ky = By + kv, Ty Clvg + ky)¥) (A.19)
is null for all k, we first compute x? for k = 0 to find
k2 = =4 (([u']* + [P P) [y + lea®) + e[l ) - (A.20)

This vanishes provided we take y = ¢4 = 0, and either ¢35 = 0 or u! = 0.

If c5 = ¢4 = y = 0 then the norm of x, when k = 1, is given by —4|u?|?|q|*> — 4|wp +
u'q|®. Then, either ¢ = 0 or w = 0, and one can make a SU(4) gauge transformation to
set

vy = €5, Vo = C€1 (A21)

for ¢ # 0, or ¢ #0, u> =0, u! # 0 and wp + u'q = 0. Thus one finds
Vo = —Yeig3u5 — U'e — Weasy - (A.22)

Note that in this case, w # 0.
If, however, ¢y = y = u! = 0, then the norm of x, when k = 1, is given by —4|u?|?|¢|*—
4|w]?|p|®. Requiring this to vanish forces ¢ = w = 0 and so

Vy = —U2€2 — C3€935 . (A-23)

However, this normal is gauge equivalent to 1, = ce; under an appropriately chosen
SU(4) x R® gauge transformation.

Hence, requiring that all linear combinations of 1, 1, generate null 1-forms reduces
(A.17) to two simpler sub-cases, with either

v = e, vy = ce’ (c#0) (A.24)
or

1
V1 = —P€s — q€12345, Vg = —Ye€12345 — U €1 — WE234, (A-25)

with wp + u'qg = 0 and non-vanishing p, w, ¢, u'.

It should be noted that for the case of v, given in (A.18), all linear combinations of
vy, Vo automatically generate null 1-forms, with no additional constraints on the coeffi-
cients in the normals.

A.2  Spin(7) x R

The Spin(7) x R® case is a special case of the SU(4) x R® one. An inspection of section
4 for G # 0 reveals that, for all cases that Spin(7) x R® arises as a special case of
SU(4) x R®, the normal spinors of the former can be chosen as

v =e5+ €315 , Vo= (€5 — €12345) + (€145 + €235) , (A.26)
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where z, ¢ are complex functions. The choice of normals can be further simplified. For
this, choose a basis in the space of Killing spinors normal to (v, 1») as

(na) = {6’15, €25, €35, €45, €1235, €1245, €1345, €2345, €12, €13, €24, (A-27)
€34, 23 — €14, (1 — €1234) — w(€93 + €14) } .

Substituting this into the integrability condition (3.4), one finds that xc* is a real valued
function. Hence, without loss of generality, we can set

Vo = €i9(01(€5 — €19345) + pale1ss + €235)) | (A.28)

where 6, p1, ps are real functions. Using the gauge transformation e?('4+1'23)  where the
gamma matrices are in the real basis and so ¢ is real, one can set po = 0. Therefore, the
two normal spinors can be chosen as

V1 = €5+ €12345, Vo = 0(65 - 612345), (C # 0) . (A-29)

Appendix B Gravitino Integrability condition

The integrability condition of the KSE is

[DN,DM]E = RNME = 28¢ — 2TC€* (Bl)
where
1 1
S = gRNMLlLZPLlLQ + @I‘Ll"'L4D[NAF]\4}Ll___L4

1 1L 1 Lq...L
5 (T 2 B, D Fan,01000s + 5T Fvinn, C P Pl 11,0,

1 .
+ §P[NL1L2L3FM]L1QlQZQJFL2L3Q1Q2Q3)

1 I+ L 1 L1LoL

39 _§G[N 1 QG}(\J]Lle +EPNMG 152 SGzngLg
| LoL: 1 LiL

7w 'Gap 3G21L2L3+§F[N\QGQ G

3

+ EPL1L2GNML3G21L2L3 - FL1L2G[N|L1QG‘*M]L2Q
3 1

B 1_6FL1L2GL1L2QG}(VMQ + EFNMLleGL1Q1Q2G22Q1Q2
1

1
= TG o G, + T G L Gl

1 Ly...L 1 Ly...L
+ UGN L G, + gl OvML Gl L,

1 5
P G, ® Gl + 570 ™ Gl a1, Gl s

1

Ly..L
EPNM G 1,960

Li...L
= =P G La s Gl Ly —
— —FNMLI'"LGGL LoL.G% ) (B 2)
1Lo 3™~ LaLsLg) > .
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and

1

T = _%(F[NLlLZLgDM]GLngLg + 92 D NGanrz,)
+%(%FNML1L2L3GL1L2L3 + T2 B, 1,9 G010,
%F[NQFM]QL1L2L3GL1L2L3 - %FLl"'L4FNML1L2QGL3L4Q
%F[NL1L2L3FM]L1L2Q1Q2GLngQz + iPLl"'L4FL1...L4QGNMQ
— ST P 1,1, % Clan,0,) - (B.3)

Appendix C Integrability condition

In this appendix, we shall solve the integrability condition (5.7)

FLl LoLsLy

(Tno) 1aLaLsLy Ne =0, (C.1)

for (n,) given in (5.3) to show that VF = 0, where

(TNM)L1L2L3L4 - D[NFM}L1L2L3L4 . (02)
A straightforward but tedious calculation implies that all components of T are con-
strained to vanish, except for (Twar)y, ayasas @04 (TNM) {0, apa, (a0d their complex con-
jugates) where «, 5 denote holomorphic indices in the standard holomorphic light-cone

basis. In fact, these components also vanish. To see this, we make use of the conditions
(4.29) on T*. These imply in particular that

A

(T[MN)L1L2L3L4} =0 ; (C?))
(TLl(M)N)L2L3L4 = (ﬂL1|(M)N)|L2L3L4] 9 (04)
and
- 1 R
(TM[Nl)N2N3N4N5] = _€N1N2N3N4N5M1M2M3M4M5(TM[Ml)M2M3M4M5] : (C5>

5!
Furthermore, as F' = e™ A @, and ce™ is covariantly constant, it follows that
(Ty15) Eainiais =0 (C.6)

where N and the other similar indices take all values except for “+”. This last property
implies that

~

(TM[_>H1,U«2/J3H4] =0. (C?)
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The self-duality of 7' on the anti-symmetrized indices implies

A

(TM[+)—)\1)\2)\3} =0 (CS)
and hence R
(Thi7-)taixars = 0 (C.9)

for M = o, & Next, observe that (C.4) implies that
(Tya) tarasos = 0, (Th-) farazas = 0 (C.10)
on symmetrizing on @, o; and —, oy respectively. Furthermore, (C.4) also implies that
(T55)+arasas =0 (C.11)

on symmetrizing appropriately in @&, aq, 3, as. In addition, the self-duality condition
(C.5) implies that R
(TM[+)a1a2a3a4] - O . (012)

On setting M = + in (C.12) one finds
(T+[a1)|+\aza3a4} =0. (C.13)

However, (C.4) implies that (T'ya,)+asasa, 1S totally antisymmetric in oy, as, as, ay, and
hence

(T+a1)+a2a3a4 =0. (0.14)
On setting M = § in (C.12), one finds the condition

~

(TB_+)0610¢20¢3O¢4 - 4(T5[a1)|+\aza3a4] =0. (015)

However, (C.4) implies that (T Bay )+azasas 18 totally antisymmetric in oy, as, as, ay, and
furthermore that

(TB+>(110¢20¢30¢4 = _(T5a1)+a2a3a4 . (016)
It follows that R R
(TB+)a1azaaa4 = (Tﬁ_al)-i-azaaaz; =0. (017)

On setting M = «a in (C.12), and noting that for a non-zero expression one can take
without loss of generality aq, as, ag, ay to be distinct, with a@ = ayq, it is straightforward
to show that

(Ta+)a1a2a3a4 == 0 ) (018)

A

where (C.4) has also been used. Next, consider (T, a,)+8,8,8,; Without loss of generality
one can take a; = [, then on using (C.4) to symmetrize on the +, s indices, one finds

~

(Toran) 81828 = 0 - (C.19)

Hence, we have shown (Th/n)tajasa, = 0 for all M, N.
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To proceed, note that (C.6) implies that

A

(Ta1a2)5152ﬁ3ﬁ4 = Ov (Ta3>5152ﬁ3ﬁ4 = 07 (Tﬁrldz)ﬁlﬁ2ﬁ3ﬁ4 = Ov (020)
(T—a)51526364 = 0, (T—&)B1525364 =0,

and on setting M = — in (C.12) one also finds

~

(T 1) 818234 - (C.21)

Hence (Thrn)ayagasas = 0 for all M, N; so T = 0. In turn, this and the Bianchi
identity for F' imply that VF = 0 as in the case of the maximally supersymmetric
backgrounds in [1].
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