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Introduction

Two important observables related to an external probe, or defect, of a Quantum
Field Theory are the energy-momentum stored in its fields, and its resistance to
deformations. When the theory is conformal these are described by two dimensionless

parameters, ar and Cp [1]. Lewkowycz and Maldacena observed that a linear relation

between them (Cp = —18ar) allowed to reconcile two different calculations of the

energy emitted by an accelerating half-BPS quark in A/ = 4 super-Yang-Mills [2].

Based on this and some other examples, ref. [3] conjectured that the relation

_ 2 =1)(p+2)I'(p+1)
np=m/2T(2 4 1)T(

Cp _

ar

n—p
2

)

(1.1)

holds for any p-dimensional superconformal defect in n spacetime dimensions. We

will prove this conjecture in the present paper.



A physical interpretation of (1.1) was given in ref. [4] which pointed out that in
AdS/CFT there are two ways to assign an invariant tension to a p-brane dual of a
conformal defect. There is a gravitational tension o = 74 |ar| that extends the
notion of ADM mass,' but also an inertial tension or stiffness oy, = YimCp. The
coefficients 7, and i, were fixed in [4] by requiring that both tensions reduce to the
parameter of the Nambu-Goto action in the limit of a classical probe brane coupled
to gravity. The conjecture (1.1) turns out to imply that o, = o, even when the
brane is quantized and/or back-reacts strongly. A BPS equation usually relates the
mass or tension of an object to its charge. Here it relates two tensions, whence the
title of our paper.

Clearly Cp is not defined when p = 0 (i.e. for local operators), and we will
see that ar is not defined for p = n—1 (i.e. for interfaces or boundaries). Thus
(1.1) applies to 0 < p < n—1. Our proof works for all superconformal defects that
preserve the transverse-rotation symmetry so(n—p). It is guided by, but supersedes
earlier results for special cases [3, 6-9]. We only need to prove (1.1) for the minimal
(mutually-compatible) number of bulk and defect supersymmetries. For each pair
(n,p) there is at most one such minimal embedding of the defect superalgebra into
the bulk superalgebra. The list is given in the table below.

‘ defect ‘ (n,N) ‘ superalgebra ‘ p-embedding ‘
(3,2) | osp(2]4;R) su(1,1]1) & u(l),
line (4,2) su(2,2)2) osp(4%]2)
(5,1) F(4;2) D(2,1;2:0) @ su(2),
(4,1) su(2,2/1) | su(l,1]1) ®su(l,1). du(l).
surface | (5,1) F(4;2) D(2,1;2;0) ® s0(2, 1),
(6,1) osp(8*|2) | osp(4*[2) B s0(2,1). B s0(3).
Lp=3[ (1) | F42) |  osp4R)@ul). |
| p=4] (61) | osp(8]2) | su(2,2|1) @ u(l). |

Table 1. The minimal supersymmetric DCFTs discussed in the paper. The second column
gives the smallest A/ that a n-dimensional SCFT must have to admit p-dimensional superconformal
defects. The corresponding bulk superalgebras and maximal p-embeddings are given in the third and
fourth columns. The subscript ‘c’ denotes bosonic subalgebras that commute with the preserved
supercharges (for details see section 2). For missing (p,n) pairs superconformal and rotation-
invariant defects do not exist.

Our proof relies on reformulating (1.1) as a property of the two-point function
(T D7), where D’ is the displacement operator. This will shed light on the role of
supersymmetry for defect dynamics. We mentioned already that (1.1) was originally
motivated by studies of the radiation from an accelerating ‘quark’ [10-20]. What

'For earlier discussions of the gravitational or ADM-like tension see [5] and references therein.



the authors of [2] observed was that in /=4 super-Yang-Mills one can reconcile
two calculations of the emitted energy, proportional respectively to C'p and |ar|, by
changing the bulk energy-momentum tensor T — T . They suggested that this
works because TH separates radiation from the quark self-energy, but the precise
reason remained unclear. It was later pointed out in ref.[19] that for a free scalar
field such a modification of T"” removes the conformal-improvement term which is
known to violate the Null Energy Condition (NEC) [21].

We will show that the two effects are related. The key point is that the BPS
equation (1.1) guarantees that the same modification which restores the NEC in the
radiation flux also removes the stress stored in the fields of a static defect. Zero stress
is necessary if one wants to absorb the leading singularity of T* by renormalizing
the (infinite) bare mass of the defect. This argument suggests that supersymmetry
may help solve some time-honoured puzzles of radiation reaction for moving charges
in electrodynamics [22-27]. We defer this problem to future work.

In two-dimensional CFT the 2-point function (T#” D7) encodes universal aspects
of energy transport across a conformal defect [28]. Since ar is not defined in this
case, the energy transport depends only on Cp, or in the dual AdS; gravity on oy,
[29-32]. Part of our motivation in the present work was to extend these studies to
higher dimensions. Let us finally mention that for even-dimensional defects eq. (1.1)
relates two anomaly coefficients [33-37].

1.1 Definitions and outline

We now define more precisely the two main characters in (1.1). A Defect Conformal
Field Theory (DCFT) has in addition to the bulk stress tensor 7", a displacement
operator D" living on the defect. It is defined through the Ward identity of broken
translation invariance

8“T“” = 5def<l’) DY s (12)

where dq.f is the delta function localized on the defect.? For a (hyper)planar defect
in R&"=1 the only non-vanishing components of D are transverse.

In the background of such a (hyper)planar defect the one-point function (7))
and the two point-function (D7DF) are fixed by the unbroken so(2,p) & so(n—p)
symmetry modulo two free parameters ar and Cp, [1]

n—mp-— of )
(o) = ar (L L ey <0,
(@) = or [ - ] (13b)

2When Lorentzian our defects are always timelike. The word ‘defect’ is used for both the defect
and the defect’s worldvolume. The meaning should be clear from the context.



wd (D) DHO)) = (1.4)
We here separated parallel and transverse directions, 2# = (2, z7) and y* = (y%,0),
and denoted the distance of = from the defect |z, | . Our notation is described in more
detail in section 3.1. Note that the conservation equation (1.2) fixes the normalization
of D7, so that Cp is a piece of DCFT data. Note also that the right-hand sides in
(1.3) vanish identically when p = n—1, which is why ar is not defined for interfaces
and boundaries.

Unitarity implies Cp > 0, while positivity of 7% implies that ar < 0.*> The
two pieces of DCFT data are otherwise unconstrained. They are in general different
functions of the marginal couplings and other parameters, such as the ranks of gauge
groups. This is illustrated by the free-field example of section 3.2.

The paper is structured as follows. In section 2 we explain table 1. For each
pair (p,n) we find the minimal bulk supersymmetry A/ that admits rotation-invariant
superconformal defects. We do this by examining all superalgebra embeddings, along
the lines of [38-40]. A subtle point about real forms of the 5d N/ = 1 superalgebra
is discussed in appendix A.

In section 3 we introduce the two-point function {(7#” D7), which is determined
in terms of ar and Cp by conformal Ward identities [1]. The relation (1.1) takes
a particularly simple form when expressed as a relation between the coefficients of
various tensor structures in (T'#”D7). This is the starting point of our proof. We
put some flesh into these abstract formulae with the free-field example of line defects
in the 4d A/ = 2 abelian gauge theory.

Section 4 explains how the modified stress tensor introduced in [2] can be tuned
to cancel either the stress of the static fields, or the NEC-violating radiation from
an accelerating defect. The BPS equation (1.1) ensures that both are simultaneously
cancelled. The conclusion only depends on the structure of (T'#* D7), and is valid
for an arbitrary DCFT. Sections 3 and 4 are autonomous, readers only interested in
the problem of radiation reaction can skip the rest of the paper.

Section 5 presents the proof of (1.1). The BPS equation is formulated as a special
property of (7. D, ), where z is a complex transverse direction. This property follows
then from supersymmetric Ward identities that have the same form for all (n,p).
The superalgebras of table 1 are summarized for completeness in appendix B. The
proof uses the supersymmetry transformations of the displacement and stress-tensor
multiplets, which are summarized in appendix C.

3 The spacetime signature is mostly plus. Some of the literature, including ref. [3], uses instead
of ar the parameter h = —ar(n—p—1)/n.



2 Minimal superconformal defects

This section explains the entries of table 1. We adapt to our purposes and extend
the work of refs. [38-40] that classified various superconformal defects.

We are interested in defects for which both Cp and ar are defined. This excludes
local operators and domain walls, so 1 < p < n — 2. Since superconformal theories
(SCFTs) only exist in n < 6 dimensions [41], we only need to consider n = 3,4, 5, 6.
The corresponding superconformal algebras Qsé”), consistent with the existence of
a unitary conserved stress-tensor multiplet, are well known [42][43]. We list them
below for the reader’s convenience

n=3: osp(N|4R) D 50(2,3) Bso(M)g, N=1,--,6,8;

n=4: su(2,2/N) %350(2,4)@14(/\/')3, N=1,23;
psu(2,2IN) S s0(2,4) @ sud)y, N —4: (2.1)
n=5: F(42) " s0(2,5)®su(2)n N=1;

n==06: osp(82/N) B 50(2,6) Dusp(2N)p, N =1,2.

As usual, NV is the number of irreducible so(1,n—1) spinor supercharges. There is
one superalgebra for each pair (M, n). Also given in (2.1) are the maximal bosonic
(even-degree) subalgebras s0(2,n) & MR, where s0(2,n) is the conformal group and R
is the compact R-symmetry. 4

A planar superconformal p-dimensional defect breaks e < gs @ g., where g
is the defect superalgebra and g. a bosonic algebra that commutes with all preserved
supercharges. Most of the time g. is a compact symmetry that may, but need not,
be broken by the superconformal defect. But for surface defects it may include a
chiral s0(2, 1) half of the conformal symmetry.

We restrict attention to defects invariant under both worldvolume and transverse
rotations. This condition was already implicit in eqs. (1.3) and (1.4). It implies that
the displacement operator sits in an irreducible multiplet of the defect algebra [40].
It also implies (the last of) the following chain of inclusions

50(2,n) BN D s50(2,p)Dso(n—p)BR D g’ Dg. D 50(2,p)Ds0(n—p)aet - (2.2)

bos
S

= 50(2, p)@r is the bosonic subalgebra of gs, with v the defect R-symmetry.

The subscript ‘def’ indicates that if a simple component of so(n—p) fits in R, the
5

Here g

preserved rotations could be accompanied by bulk R-transformations.

4 We will use the special inclusion symbol bgs for the bosonic subalgebra of a superalgebra.

5 More generally, if the bulk theory has a flavour symmetry, the unbroken rotations could act
non-trivially in flavour space. Since both the stress-tensor and the displacement supermultiplets
are ‘flavour blind’, this will not affect our proof.



We call the inclusion of g4 @ g. in " a ‘p-embedding’ if the non-compact
unbroken symmetry is s0(2,p). A p-embedding is mazimal if it cannot be properly
included in any other p-embedding. Note that a p-embedding may be included in
a higher-p embedding, as befits the symmetry structure of a defect inside a defect.
Such composite defects break the worldvolume and/or transverse-rotation symmetry,
and we do not discuss them here.

Our problem is now to classify p-embeddings in the bulk superalgebras (2.1),
for p < n—2. Fortunately, maximal real subalgebras of the osp and su series and
of F'(4;2) have been classified [38-40], and are collected conveniently in table 2 of
ref. [40].5 If there is no maximal p-embedding for some &{™ in the list, we conclude
that the corresponding SCF'T does not admit stand-alone p-dimensional supercon-
formal defects.

2.1 Line defects

We begin with the line defects, p = 1, which were classified (without assuming
rotation symmetry) in table 12 of ref. [40].

Inspection of this table shows, first of all, that bulk theories with minimal, N' = 1,
supersymmetry in n = 3,4 and 6 dimensions do not admit any superconformal line
defects. One can understand why using elementary spinor properties.” Indeed, the
N = 1 R-symmetry is too small to contain the group of transverse rotations, so
the preserved so(n — 1)gef is canonically embedded in the ambient Lorentz group
s0(1,n—1). It follows that the bulk Poincaré supercharges, (), must transform as
an irreducible spinor of both so(1,n —1), since supersymmetry is minimal, and of
50(n—1)qger- But for n = 3,4 and 6 the irreducible spinors of so(n—1) have the same
dimension as those of s0(1,n—1) (see e.g. appendix B of ref. [44]). Since the defect
must break some supersymmetries, this proves that the above N' = 1 SCFTs have
no rotation-invariant superconformal line defects.

This simple counting argument does not exclude line defects in the six-dimensional
N = (2,0) theory. The bulk Poincaré supercharges transform in this case in the
(4,2,1) @ (4,1, 2) representation of so(1,5) ®su(2) ®su(2), where su(2) ®su(2) C
s50(5)r ~ usp(4)g [44]. A half-BPS line defect could, a priori, reduce these to one
irreducible spinor of s0(5)gef, but the rigidity of superconformal algebras forbids it.
Indeed, none of the maximal subalgebras of 0sp(8*|4) can describe the symmetries
of an odd-dimensional defect [40]. The best one can do is to consider maximal
l-embeddings in some higher-p subalgebra of 0sp(8*|4), but this breaks the so(5)
rotation symmetry as we have explained.

The case n = 5 is special because a Weyl-Majorana spinor of so(4) has half as
many components as an irreducible spinor of s0(1,4). Rotation-invariant line defects

6A bug in this table will be corrected in section 2.2.
TOur argument uses rotation invariance, but breaking it does not help, see [40].



are in this case allowed. They are described by the maximal 1-embedding
bos
F(4;2) D D(2,1;2;0) ®su(2). D s0(2,1) ®so(4) D su(2). . (2.3)

Note that the bosonic subalgebra contains three su(2) factors, one coming from
the bulk R-symmetry, su(2)g, and the others from so(4) ~ su(2) @ su(2)’. The
defect R-symmetry is s0(4) ~ su(2) & su(2)g while su(2).=su(2)’ commutes with
the supercharges (see appendix A). Line defects of the five-dimensional SCFT have
been analyzed in refs. [45-48] .

Superconformal line defects also exist in three- and four-dimensional SCFTs but
with A/ = 2 supersymmetry. The relevant maximal 1-embeddings are

n=3: osp(2|4R) DO su(l,1]1) ®u(l). 5 50(2,1) © 50(2)aer D u(l)e ; (2.4)

n=4: su(2,2]2) D osp(4*]2) 5 50(2,1) @ so(3) D usp(2) . (2.5)

In three dimensions the preserved rotation symmetry is a mixture of space rotations
and R-symmetry transformations, and the commuting u(1). may (but need not)
be broken (for an overview on explicit constructions of 3d line defects see [49] and
references therein). In four dimensions, on the other hand, both s0(3) and usp(2)g
are part of the defect superalgebra that has no commutant in Q5§4).

Extended N' > 2 supersymmetry allows a large variety of BPS line defects.
These were classified in ref. [40] where the reader can also find references to explicit
constructions. The defect superalgebras in three dimensions are su(1,1|m) with
m=1,3,4, or psu(1, 1/2), and in four dimensions osp(4*|2m) with m = 1,2 (modulo
bosonic commutants g.). In all cases the unbroken symmetry contains the minimal
defect superalgebras su(1, 1|1) for n = 3 and osp(4*|2) for n = 4. These are sufficient,
as we will see, for proving the conjecture (1.1).

To summarize our discussion up to here, minimal superconformal line defects
exist in n = 3,4 and 5-dimensional SCFTs with A/ = 2,2 and 1 supersymmetries.
The corresponding defect superalgebras are su(1, 1]1), osp(4*|2) and D(2,1;2;0), and
the unbroken supercharges transform as spinors of so(n—1). Simple counting shows
that these defects are half-BPS, and that there exist no other, less supersymmetric
line defects.

2.2 Surface defects

We move next to p = 2 and n = 4,5,6. The conformal group of a surface defect
factorizes into a left- and a right-moving piece, s0(2,2) ~ s0(2, 1) @s0(2,1)_. Each
can be extended separately to a one-dimensional superconformal algebra.



Consider first the AN/ = 1 four-dimensional SCFTs, whose Lie superalgebra is
su(2,2|1) D s0(2,4) @ u(l)gr. Among its maximal subalgebras (see table 2 of [40])
there is a unique 2-embedding ®

su(2,2(1) 5 su(1,1]1) ®su(l, Dedu(l)e S 50(2,1)50(2)au ®50(2, 1)edu(1)e . (2.6)

Since a chiral half of the conformal algebra commutes with the surviving super-
charges, these defects have (2,0) worldsheet supersymmetry. As was the case for line
defects in three dimensions, the preserved $0(2)qe¢ is in general non-trivially embed-
ded in the bulk s0(2) ®u(1)g, while the residual u(1). may be broken. Surface defects
of this type have been discussed in refs. [50-52], and the conjecture (1.1) was proved
for this case in ref. [3].

Extended N > 1 supersymmetry allows several different maximal 2-embeddings,

su(2,2|N) D su(1,1|N}) @ su(1, 1|N.) & u(1), (2.7)

where N, + N_ = N and su(1,1]0) =su(1,1).” The corresponding superconformal
surface defects have 2N, left-moving and 2N_ right-moving supercharges. All these
share a common su(1, 1|1) subalgebra which is sufficient for the proof of the conjecture
(1.1). There is a large literature treating various aspects of such defects, for a partial
list of references see [53-58].

Consider next the six-dimensional SCFTs whose symmetry is 0sp(8*|2\), where

N =1 or 2. The relevant maximal real subalgebras are

0sp((8 —2m)*|2NV1) @ osp(2m*|2N5) with Nj+Ne =N, 0<m<4. (2.8)

For N/ = 1 there is a unique maximal 2-embedding

0sp(47|2) @ osp(4”). bgs 50(2,1) @ su(2) @ usp(2) ®so0(2,1). Bsu(2).. (2.9)

A chiral half of s0(2,2) ~ s0(2,1); ©s0(2,1)_ commutes in this embedding with the
supercharges, so the half-BPS surface defects have (4,0) worldsheet supersymmetry.
The defect R-symmetry is so(4), ~ su(2) @ usp(2), while the (unbroken) rotation
group is s0(4) ~ su(2) ® su(2)..

8 The other maximal subalgebra in the list is 0sp(1]4;R). Its bosonic component is s0(2,3), so
it corresponds to p = 3 superconformal defects, i.e. interfaces or boundaries.

91n the special case (M, N_)=(2,2) the maximal 2-embedding is actually centrally extended
as follows: psu(2,2]4) D [u(1) x psu(1,1[2) x u(1)] @ [u(1) x psu(1,1]2) x u(1)]" .

10'When one of the even-integer entries in osp(2m*|2k) is zero the algebra is purely bosonic,
0sp(0|2k) ~ usp(2k) and osp(2k*|0) = so0(2k*). The star in s0(2k*) indicates the quaternionic
real form of the complex Lie algebra so(2k,C). For small k one has the following equivalences:
50(2%) ~ s0(2); s0(4*) ~ 50(2,1) ® s0(3); s0(6*) ~ su(1,3) and s0(8*) ~ s0(2,6). Note also in
passing the equivalences 0sp(2*|2) ~ su(2|1) and osp(4*|2) ~ D(2,1;—2;0) [38].



The N = 2 superalgebra offers more possibilities with (8,0), (4,0) or (4,4) world-
sheet supersymmetry. Examples of (4,4) and (4,0) defects are self-dual strings or
M2-branes ending on M5-branes (for a partial list of references see [59-64]). The
(8,0) embedding, on the other hand, is not realized by non-trivial surface defects,
i.e. defects that interact with the bulk SCFT. The reason is that the putative
displacement operator should transform in the (j, j/) = (%, %) representation of
50(4)ger =~ su(2) @ su(2) and have scaling dimension A = 3. None of the unitary
representations of osp(4*|4) (see table 8 of ref. [40]) includes such an operator as its
top component.

What is in any case important for us here is that all superconformal surface
defects in six dimensions share an osp(4*|2) ~ D(2,1;—2;0) superalgebra which is
sufficient for proving the conjecture (1.1).

The last theory to consider is the N'= 1 SCFT in five dimensions. It admits the
maximal 2-embedding

bos
F(4;2) D D(2,1;2;0) ®s0(2,1), D s0(2,1) ®so(4) ®so(2,1)., (2.10)

which describes surface defects with (4,0) worldsheet supesymmetry. There seems
to be some confusion in the literature concerning real subalgebras of F'(4;2),! so we
work out this case in detail in appendix A . Holographic surface defects of this type
were found in gauged suspergravity in ref. [65].

To summarize, half-BPS superconformal and rotation-invariant surface defects
exist for N/ = 1 theories in n = 4,5 and 6 dimensions. The preserved superalgebras,
modulo bosonic commutants, are su(1,1|1), D(2,1;2;0) and osp(4*[2) .

2.3 Higher-p defects

Finally we consider p = 3,4. Stand-alone, superconformal p = 3 defects do not exist
in n = 6 dimensions because none of the maximal subalgebras of osp(8*|2N) is an
odd-p embedding [40]. A maximal 3-embedding does exist in n = 5 dimensions

F(4;2) D o0sp(2|4R) @ u(l). ) 50(2,3) B 50(2)qer B u(l)c - (2.11)

As with other codimension-two defects, the preserved transverse rotations are non-
trivially embedded in the bulk so(2) @ u(1). Holographic defects of this type have
been analyzed in ref. [66, 67]."2

The last case is p = 4, n = 6 corresponding to the maximal 4-embedding

0sp(8°2A) D su(2,2IN) @ u(1)e S 50(2,4) @ 50(2)aer @ su(N) B u(1)e. (2.12)

HTn particular, the first F(4;2) entry in table 2 of [40] cannot be correct, since the fermionic
generators in su(2|1) ®su(l,2). would commute with the dilatation operator.
12 Despite the title of [66], the defects analyzed in this paper are three-dimensional.



These defects are half-BPS, with the transverse rotations once again non-trivially
embedded in the bulk R-symmetry. The gravity duals of such holographic defects
for N' = 2 are expected to belong to the general class of M-theory solutions found in
refs. [68, 69]. The solutions were mainly considered as AdS; compactifications, i.e.
as autonomous four-dimensional SCF'Ts, and it would be very interesting to explore
them further as n = 6 DCFTs.

This completes our derivation of table 1. The last thing we need to check is
that it is enough to prove (1.1) for the entries of this table. One may have worried,
for example, that 4d N/ = 4 super Yang-Mills has 1/4-BPS defects that cannot be
expressed as half-BPS defects of a N = 2 theory. For line defects this possibility
is ruled out by inspection of the complete list of ref.[40]. For surface defects in
four and six dimensions there exist no non-trivial 2-embeddings in the extended
superconformal algebras G™ that are not also embedded in a N = 1 subalgebra of
G\ Finally, the only 4-embeddings in the 6d N = (2,0) theory are su(2,2|2), or
its unique up to isomorphisms subalgebra su(2,2[1).

3 An equivalent conjecture

The conjecture (1.1) relates the one-point function of the stress tensor {(T*") to the
two-point function of the displacement {D?D’) . In this section we will reexpress it
as a condition on the bulk-to-defect two-point function (7#* D7) . Here and in what
follows (- --) stands for the normalized correlation functions in the background of
a static (hyper)planar defect.

3.1 The displacement-stress tensor correlation

The two-point function of any bulk conformal primary with the displacement is
strongly constrained by conformal invariance [1]. Consider as a warmup a scalar
operator O with scaling dimension Ay, and with one-point function

(O()) = =22 . (3.1)

oo
Its two-point function with the displacement is completely fixed by this data

.T]|.TJ_‘p_AO
oy

1
with  bp = QPP(Z%)W_(IH—U/Q Apap . (3.2)

(O(x) D (y)) = bo
Our notation is as follows: x = (2%, 27) and y = (y“, 0) where early Greek letters label
directions along the defect, v € {0,--- ,p—1}, while middle Latin letters label the
directions transverse to the defect, j € {p,---,n—1}. Furthermore |z|? = n,,z"z"
and |z, |* = 0;a'ad.

— 10 —



The general form (3.2) is fixed by the unbroken so(2,p) @ so(n — p) invariance.
The coefficient by follows from the identity

[ 0wpi) =~ (0w) (33
which expresses the fact that the operator exp(ia [ dPy D(y)) translates the defect
in the jth direction by an amount a.'® This identity is valid for any operator, scalar
or tensor, descendant or primary.

Consider next a symmetric traceless tensor T"”. The unbroken conformal and
transverse-rotation symmetry, so(2,p) @ so(n—p), determines (T D?) in terms of
three parameters by 5 3. Explicitly [1, 4]

v j |xl|p7AT v;j :
(T (2) D (y)) = WG“ (z,y)  with (3.4)
y 1 , r—y)*(z—y)Pal|x |
GoBii — E((n—p—l)bQ —by) n*Prl 4 4b (x=y) |(x_‘;j|)4 2. ; (3.5a)
Giti = _py st @=9)" (b5 —2b;) rw@y)l |, 2@y ol
|z —y|? |z —y|? |z —y[*
(3.5Db)
ik; — ik 3 (i k ki 1
G (x) = —E((p+ 1)by + by) 6%27 + 5 (672" + &Fa") (1 - |:E—y|2)
ok ok riakrd|z |?
by + by — by)—— + (205 — 4by) ———— + 4by ———— 3.5
+ (b1 + by — b3) ERE + (2b3 1) EESE + 4b,; Z—y[! (3.5¢)
The identity (3.3) with O replaced by T fixes two of the parameters,
A 3
(p+1)bs+by = Cby and by — 2p+27r—<7’+1>/2r(7%) ar,  (3.6)

so one parameter stays free. But in the special case where T"” is the SCF'T energy-
momentum tensor, Ay = n and the broken conservation law 9,7 = 6(x, ) D’ gives
one more equation that relates the remaining parameter to the displacement norm, [1]

(n— pT(%52)
m(n—p)/2
Taken together the relations (3.6) and (3.7) can now be used to determine (T D7)

completely in terms of the DCFT data ar and Cp.

2p[12 — (2n—p—2) b3 = CD . (37)

Since the conjecture (1.1) relates Cp to ar, we can re-express it as a relation
between the parameters b; o 3. It takes the elegant form

2nb; = (p +2)bs . (3.8)

We have thus succeeded in reformulating the original conjecture as a condition on
the bulk-to-defect correlation function (7" D7) which, as we will prove in section 5,
follows from superconformal Ward identities.

13 The integral in (3.3) is well-defined in the Euclidean theory.
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3.2 Line defects in N/ = 2 abelian gauge theory

To put some flesh into these abstract formulae, and to prepare the ground for a
discussion of the underlying physics, let us consider the example of superconformal
line defects in the A/ = 2 abelian gauge theory in four dimensions.

The N = 2 vector multiplet contains the gauge field A,, two Weyl photinos and
two real scalar fields ¢;_; . The general (electrically-charged) conformal line defect
is described by the operator

W = exp(/ds (ieA 0" + g \y\ff@)) , (3.9)

1

where n'n; = 1, dots are s-derivatives and the bulk fields are evaluated at y*(s).

The unit vector n! could in principle depend on s, but we here take it constant and
write for short n/¢; = ¢.

The stress tensor of the bosonic fields is 7}, = T,Sf,) + T,Eﬁ) where
(s) 1 2 1 2
T;w = 8u¢8u¢ - énuu|a¢| + 6 (WVD - auau)¢ ) (3'103)
v 1 2
and T\ =F/F,, - S FI (3.10b)

The scalar stress tensor Tle,) includes the total-derivative term that makes it traceless.
To find the displacement operator we parametrise the worldline in static gauge,
(v°, ) = (s,4°(s)), and expand (3.9) to linear order in 3. The result is

DI =eF% 4 gd¢ . (3.11)
Finally, the classical background fields created by the static defect read

0j ex?
and Fclass = m . (312)

9
4 ‘SL’ J_‘ ’
Since the DCFT at hand is free, egs. (3.10)-(3.12) is all that we need to calculate
any correlation function.
The one-point function { 7"") is given entirely by the classical fields. Comparing

¢class =

to the general form eq. (1.3) we find

2 2

) __ 9 . () _ €
ar = —po ar’ =163 - (3.13)

From the scalar propagator A(z — y) = 1/4n%|z — y|* we furthermore get

2 2

) _ 9 . w _ €

For p = 1,n = 4 the conjecture (1.1) reads Cp = —18ay. This is not valid separately
for the photon or the scalar. But the half-BPS line defect has e = ¢g,'* and one can
check that the conjecture is indeed satisfied.

14 There also exist 1/4-BPS defects but these break the transverse-rotation symmetry [70].
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To calculate { T* D7) we contract the displacement with one of the two free
fields in the stress tensor, and replace the remaining field by its classical value. In
the Lorentzian theory A(z — y) is the Feynman propagator if y/(s) is treated as a
quantum field, or the retarded one if it is treated as a classical background. Since
the general form (3.4)-(3.5) relied only on conformal symmetry, the result has this
form separately for the scalar and the vector. One finds

2 2 2
) __ 9 ) __ 9 ) _ 9 .
by = T4 by = EGYPER by = T6n (3.15a)

b =0, by =

(3.15b)

R =R
The conjecture (3.8), which is equivalent to (1.1), reads 8b; = 3b3. Not surprisingly,

it is not valid for the scalar and the vector separately, but if e = ¢ it is indeed
satisfied, 8(6'* + b!”) = 3(65” + b{”).

4 Stress, radiation and the Schott term

Despite its simplicity, the new form (3.8) of the conjecture cannot yet be exploited
for a proof. Furthermore, its physical meaning is obscure. In search of inspiration let
us return to the original argument of Lewkowycz and Maldacena [2] that motivated
the relation between Cp and ar.

These authors wanted to reconcile two different calculations®® of the energy emit-
ted by an accelerating half-BPS ‘quark’ in the N' = 4 super Yang-Mills theory.
One calculation used the Bremstrahlung function which is proportional to Cp [15],
while the other computes the energy flux directly in the background of a uniformly-
accelerating quark which is conformal to a static one [16]. The discrepancy between
the two results was attributed to the difficulty of separating the radiation from the
self-energy of the defect. This is a time-honoured problem even in classical electro-
dynamics [22-27].

Noting that the A = 4 theory has a scalar operator O with scaling dimension
Ao = n — 2 which couples to the defect, Lewkowycz and Maldacena proposed that
the emitted radiation should be computed by the modified stress tensor

TH =T + ¢ (0 — 940”0 (4.1)
for an appropriate value of £. The new stress tensor is conserved but not traceless.
The intuition in ref. [2], further elaborated in [17-20], was that choosing £ so as to
remove the leading short-distance singularity of 7% near the defect would also neatly
separate the defect’s self-energy.

The intuition is indeed correct, but the role of supersymmetry has remained
unclear. In this section we propose a more detailed and physical explanation.

15 For earlier calculations of radiation from the holographic-dual string in AdS see refs. [10-14].
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4.1 Static stress and the NEC

The leading singularity of 7" near the defect is given by its one-point function.
Using the general form (3.1) for (O(z)) we find

ne’

(%) = (T°°) + Eaop(n—2) . TPy =(T") =0 (4.2a)

|z |™
5ik :Ei:Ek

and (7)) = (T") + gao(=2) |0+ Vi =0 s

(4.2b)

Comparing to expression (1.3) for { 7#") shows that it is impossible to remove the
singularity in both the worldvolume and transverse components. Since the energy
better stay positive, we should try to remove the latter singularity. This is indeed
possible with the choice & = 4o, Wwhere

ar

e (4.3)

et G0 =
The subscript ‘def’ is here to remind us that the above choice of £ depends on the
defect via the DCFT data ap and ar.
Inserting (4.3) in (4.2) one finds

(T = ar(1 - 2) 2

= TPy =(T™) =0. (4.4)
e
The key point here is that, with the above choice of &, the singularity of T# at the
defect can be absorbed by a redefinition of the defect’s tension or mass. For a line
defect with proper-time 7 for example

dyt dy” -
™ (z) = ") (g —y) — T 4.
() = m [ ar sy LI 4 T (45)

where y#(7) is the worldline of the defect, m its renormalised mass and 7. few 1as no
|x — y|~" singularity. This would not have worked with 7" because the singular
stress { T%) cannot be absorbed in m.

Two questions arise immediately. Who has ordered the modification of the bulk
stress tensor (4.1), and why do we need supersymmetry ? The free-field example of
the previous section provides the answers. In this example the scalar operator O is
¢? and its one-point function is ( ¢*) = ¢?/1672|x,|*, so to cancel the transverse
stress we must choose

ar g% + 3e?

o=2T , 4.6
Saet 8ao 2442 (4.6)

This can be done for arbitrary e and g. But something special happens when e = g,
i.e. for supersymmetric defects. In this case £ = —1/6 which is precisely the value
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needed to remove the total-derivative term in (3.10a). This term comes from the
conformal R¢? coupling of the scalar field and is known to violate even the weakest
of local energy conditions, the Null Energy Condition (NEC), see e.g.[21]. It was
indeed shown in ref. [19] that for £ # —1/6 an accelerating defect coupling to ¢ emits
NEC-violating radiation.!

The above free-field example motivates the following :

The subtraction that restores the NEC for the bulk energy-momentum tensor
also removes the transverse stress of static planar superconformal defects.

We will now explain why this assertion is generally valid.

4.2 Energy flux of a moving defect

Ever since Dirac’s seminal paper [22] the question of radiation reaction for a mov-
ing charge has been the subject of controversy. The problem can be summarized as
follows: The energy flux in the fields created by the charge is the sum of a radiation
and a ‘bound-field” part [25, 27]. These are separately conserved. Integrating the
radiation flux in electrodynamics gives the standard Larmor formula which is pro-
portional to the acceleration squared. In extensions of Maxwell’s theory, such as the
N = 2 supersymmetric theory of section 3.2, the charge may also couple to scalar
fields. In this case there can be a NEC-violating radiation flux proportional to the
derivative of the acceleration [19].

The ‘bound-energy’ flux, on the other hand, is singular near the defect. The lore
is that this singular flux can be absorbed by redefining the particle mass, and that
the leftover is the Schott term in the Lorentz-Dirac equation of motion. This term is
also proportional to the derivative of the acceleration. Its necessity in the Lorentz-
Dirac equation follows from a heuristic argument of Landau and Lifshitz [24]. But
calculating it has remained a challenge, see e.g. ref. [27].

As anticipated above, the two problems are related. The operator that sets the
defect in motion is exp(i [ dsy?(s)D?(y)) where s = y° in static gauge. The effects
of interest are linear in the acceleration, so they can be extracted from [(T0D7) y .
The bulk-to-defect 2-point function is given by (3.4) - (3.5b), we copy it here for the
reader’s convenience:

(2° —y") | [P
|z — 2t

xiad|z|?

<<TZOD]>> = (—53 5”“1]_‘2 + ([13 —2[]1) .T}il’j + 4b,

) L (4.7)

|z —yl?
It has singularities when = — y is null, or when |z, |=0.

The NEC-violating radiation comes from the leading |x—y| singularity which we
can write as follows

(T()Di(y)) = !

PO (s

|z —y|?P

320 fay

p(p+1)(p+2)
16But the A(verage) NEC is satisfied if the defect stops accelerating at 7 — +oc.

) + subleading.  (4.8)
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Note that this term is absent in Maxwell’s theory, which obeys the NEC and for
which b; = 0. In the free-field example of section 3.2 such a term can be seen to arise
when we contract the displacement with one of the two scalar fields in 7% ~ 9°9°¢?.
The relevant Lorentzian Green function is the retarded one

(0 _ .0
m — Ap(zr—y) = Wﬂ\x—yﬁ) ) (4.9)
and all three derivatives act on it. Converting 0°9" to derivatives with respect to s
as in the familiar calculation of the Liénard-Wiechert potential, and integrating by
parts gives the NEC-violating radiation found in [19].

Generalising to an interacting theory sounds daunting, but fortunately conformal
invariance comes here to the rescue. What we want is to replace the Fuclidean
correlator (4.7) by the retarded one,

(T(@) D’ (y)) — (0" —y") [T"(x), D’ (y)]) - (4.10)

In a conformal theory this can be done by a simple analytic continuatio of Euclidean
time.'” Explicitly, the ordered n-point function {(O(x;) -+ O,(z,)) is given by
the analytic continuation 29 — 22 — i¢, with €; > €5+ > €, > 0. For line defects
(p = 1) this prescription leads precisely to the replacement of (4.9) in (4.8). This
shows that, apart from the unknown coefficient b;, the NEC-violating radiation is
universal — the same in all dimensions, and in free as well as strongly-interacting
DCFTs.'® This agrees with the holographic calculation of ‘heavy quark’ radiation in
N = 4 super Yang-Mills at strong coupling [13].

Having identified the term responsible for the NEC-violating radiation in the
2-point correlator (4.7) let us try now to remove it from (T%(z)D?(y)) . Using the
expression (3.2) for (O(x)D(y) ), with Ap = n — 2, gives

|xL |p—n+2
[+ )=

—£0'0(OD7) = gbo (2p+2)0 ("

SL’O |xJ_|p*n+2

(5z‘a‘+(p—n+2) v —(2p+4)xixj> . (4.11)

|z |2r+4
Adding this to (4.7) shows that to cancel the NEC-violating term we must choose

Ebo(p+1)(p+2)=b; . (4.12)

To remove the static stress, on the other hand, we had to choose & as in eq. (4.3).
When combined with (3.2) this reads
bs

o (4.13)

1
Caetbo(p+1) = L (p+1)27 r(l%)ﬂ—(pﬂ)ﬂ _
n

17 For reviews of Lorentzian CFT see [71, 72].

8The reader may wonder why the propagator of a free scalar field ¢ in dimensions n # 4 does
not enter in the correlator (4.8). The reason is that conformal defects do not couple linearly to ¢
in other dimensions.
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Lo and behold, the two values of ¢ agree if and only if the conjectured BPS relation
(3.8) is satisfied ! This proves the boxed assertion of section 4.1.

Adding (4.7) and (4.11), and using the value (4.12) of {bo that restores the NEC
we find

| [Pt

(T°() D)) = ~by(1— 1) (@ —g")0% + fron susy] (414

where [non susy] vanishes iff (3.8) is obeyed. The above oc 67 correlation function
is required by relativistic covariance. The reason is that the energy flux of a defect
moving at constant speed in the jth direction can be computed either by a Lorentz
boost of the energy-momentum { 7#*) at rest, eq. (4.4), or equivalently by inserting
the operator exp(iv [ dy®y°D?). Agreement of the two results fixes uniquely the
residual correlator (4.14).

It would be interesting to understand whether supersymmetry allows a proper
derivation of the Schott term in the Lorentz-Dirac equation. Absorbing the leading
singularities of T*” by redefining the mass looks at odds, as we have explained, with
relativistic invariance when the fields carry non-zero stress in the particle’s rest frame.
This is the case for the Coulomb field, and it could be the source of the encountered
difficulties in standard electrodynamics. We defer the question to future work.

A last remark concerns the modified energy-momentum tensor. Since dynamical
defects break anyway the conformal symmetry, the fact that T~M“ # (0 is not vexing.
But the modification (4.1) relies on the existence of an R-singlet scalar operator of
dimension n — 2, coupling appropriately to all superconformal defects. Candidates
exist in the stress-tensor multiplet of most bulk SCFTs, see ref. [43], but with two
notable exceptions: N = 1 in four dimensions and N' = 2 in three dimensions.
The BPS equation (1.1) continues to hold in these cases, but O is just a fictitious
intermediate device of the proof.

5 Proof of the conjecture

Let us come then to the proof of the conjecture (3.8). All we will use from the
previous section is eq. (4.14) which implies, in particular, that (7% (z)D(y)) = 0
for i # j. Pick two transverse coordinates, say 2” and 2”1, and define z = 2P +izP*!.
We have then equivalently

(Tol@)Da0) o oo (il) b p2

— — = 5.1
0x®* 0z \ |z —y|?P+? bs 2n (5.1)
We used here the rotation symmetry to get rid of the : =7 components on the left,
plus the fact that the last two terms of (4.7) combine as in the right-hand side above

if and only if by /bj is fixed as in (3.8). Note that time can be replaced by any z* along
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the defect worldvolume, and that the only role of the operator O is to determine the
right-hand side of (5.1).

This form of the conjecture is appealing because all superconformal defects share
a common unbroken su(1,1|1) D s0(2,1) ®s0(2)ger symmetry, as one can verify from
table 1. The so0(2,1) subgroup of this superalgebra is the conformal group in the
worldvolume time z° (or z* for surface defects), the 50(2)qef Totates the transverse
z-plane (and in certain cases also the R-charges), and the two supercharges Q,Q
obey {Q,Q} = P° or P*. Since T, is a top component of the full bulk superalgebra,
it is also the top component of an su(1,1|1) multiplet whose superprimary .4 has
dimension A4 =n — 1. One can then try to prove the conjecture in a single go from
the Ward identity 0 = QQ{AD.), using the fact that the displacement operator is
also an su(1, 1/1) top component [40].

The strategy works nicely for line defects of a three-dimensional N' = 2 SCFT,
but computing the general form of {AD.) turned out to be arduous. We have thus
followed an alternative route that uses a single, judiciously-chosen supercharge @),
and the following slight reformulation of the conjecture

O (Zlz P2\ .. by p+2
(@D« o (CEEE) e B2y

This can be derived in the same way as (5.1).

To avoid clattering, we will change completely our notation in this final section,
hoping this will not confuse the reader. We work in Euclidean signature and let the
transverse coordinate z be x; + ix,,'” and the imaginary time be one of T345. We
also now use early Greek letters as spinor indices. The index structure of the gamma
matrices in n = 3,5 dimensions is 7, = (v,),”, while in n = 4,6 it is 7, = (vu)aB and
Yo = (V) (f . Indices are raised and lowered with the charge-conjugation matrices
(C™)as in n = 3,5 dimensions, (CW)a5 = (CW), 4 in four dimensions, and (C9)_;
in six dimensions where the conjugate spinor representations are inequivalent. All the
bulk superalgebras of table 1 have u(1) and/or su(2) R-symmetries. We denote their
generators by r and (R;),? with I = 1,2,3 and A, B = 1,2. The index structure
of the supercharges is thus Q4 or Q4. The su(2) R-symmetry index is raised by
multiplying with ¢4Z on the left where £!? = 1.

In order to unify the proofs we also choose the following bases of v-matrices: In
three dimensions we use the 2x2 Pauli matrices ;. In four dimensions v, = (o3, il)
and 9, = (0, —il,). In five dimensions we choose the following basis™

N=01R1, Y2=02®1, 13=03Q01, Y4=03R02, V5=0303.(5.3)

1980 that a lower z-index stands for V, = %(Vl —iVa).
20 This basis is not the same as the one in appendix A.
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In six dimensions we add ¢ = iy with 75 = —il4 while all other (%)dﬁ are the same
as (7;)a” . The charge conjugation matrices are C®) = C® = ig, and C®) = C©® =
01 R 109.

Choosing the v-matrices as above, and orienting the static (hyper)planar defects
in an appropriate way, allows us to list the preserved supercharges for all the DCFTs
of table 1 in a unified way, as shown in table 2 below. All the defects are half-BPS,
so there are four unbroken supercharges in the 5d and 6d A/ = 1 and 4d N/ = 2 cases.
The 4d N =1 and 3d N/ = 2 DCFTs have two unbroken supercharges.

‘ n ‘ P ‘ defect directions ‘ preserved supercharges ‘
. |2 3,4 Q1 @5, Q1, Q3
4 3,4,5,6 Q1. Q3. Q3. Q3
1 5 Q1 Qi @1, &4
5 |2 3,4 Q1. Q3, QF, Q3
3 3,4,5 Qi Q3 Q3, QF
RE 1 Re{Q), ), Qf, 3}
2 3,4 Q1, Q2
3 1] 3 | Q1 Qs |

Table 2. The preserved supercharges for all the DCFTs of table 1. The directions 1,2 are always
transverse to the defect worldvolume, while the parallel directions are shown in the third column
above. For (n,p) = (4, 1), the supercharges are complex and only the real parts shown in the table
are unbroken. Our proof uses Ward identities of the first preserved supercharge in each case.

We want to show that the special form of {7,.(x)D,(y)) in (5.2) follows from
superconformal Ward identities. To this end we need the transformations of various
fields in the stress-tensor multiplets. We list these transformation in appendix C.
They are obtained from the Jacobi identities for the superconformal algebras which
are recorded for completeness in appendix B. The transformation of 7, under the
(Q-generators has the universal form

QNTy) = 30T (1) + (n > v) (5.4)

where the index A can be dropped if the R-symmetry is u(1). We will need a single
preserved supercharge: Q1 in 6d and 5d, Re(Q}) in 4d A/ = 2, and Q; for the last
two rows of the table. Our previous painstaking choices were designed to simplify
the action of this preserved supercharge on T.,..

A second fact that we will need is that there exists a fermionic defect operator
A in the displacement multiplet such that Q(A) = D,. Note indeed that there is
always a broken supercharge @y, such that {Q, Qy.} = P.. If we choose A to be the
corresponding goldstino then Q(A) = D, up to a derivative of a lower component. We
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show that this derivative-term is absent by working out explicitly the transformation
of the displacement multiplets in appendix C.

We are now ready for the proof. For the 4d surface defects and the 3d line defects
the result follows from Ward identities of the supercharge () = @Q);. Its action on 7},
and the u(1) R-symmetry current j, reads

Q(Tzz) = %azt]zl s Q(.]z) = 1Jz1 s (55)
where J,, is the supercurrent. Then Q(7%..(z)A(y)) = Q(J.(z)A(y)) = 0 gives
0 ,. 0 [Z|w, P2
(D) = 5 Do) x5 (TE) 6o

We also used here the fact that the kinematic structure of (j,(x)D;(y)) ' is fixed
as above by conformal symmetry.

In 5d and 6d we need the transformation of 7., j2 and O under the preserved
supercharge Q = @7, where jJ is R’=* component of the su(2) R-symmetry current,
and O is the scalar in the stress-tensor multiplet. One finds

1
QT..) = §asz11 . QU ) = _Jll +773ZX1 , Q0) = X% . (5.7)
The factor 7 is % in 6d and i in 5d. Supersymmetry implies that Q{T%.(x)A(y)),
Q73 (x)A(y)) and Q(O(x)A(y)) all vanish. Combining these Ward identities and
using the rigid kinematic structure of {j2(x)D.(y)) gives the desired result

(TD.00) = -G D ) -1 550D o 55 (0 69

|z —y[?+?

Finally, for 4d line defects we need the transformation of T.., j3 and O under
Q = Q' +Q!, where jg is the R1=3 component of the su(2) R-symmetry current, and
O is the scalar superprimary in the stress-tensor multiplet,22

The vanishing of Q{T..(x)A(y)), Q<< 2(x)A(y )>> and Q(O(x)A(y)) then gives

(T (@)D-0) = 3 2 (O()D-)) x g (L) C 6a0)

|z —y[?+?

This completes the proof of (5.2) in all the cases.
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21 This vanishes for codimension other than two.
22These transformations can be also found in [3, 18]. Our jf: is the ¢,1' of this reference.
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A Real subalgebras of F(4;2)

The bosonic algebra of F'(4;2) that generates the symmetries of the N' =1 SCFT in
five dimensions is s0(2, 5) @ su(2)g. The fermionic generators are a (spinor, doublet)
of this algebra, see e.g.[73]. They are split by their dilatation charge in raising and
lowering operators, viz. Poincaré supercharges ) and conformal supercharges S.

To understand their reality properties it is convenient to start with a Weyl spinor
of s0(2,8) which also transforms as (spinor, doublet) of s0(2,5) ®su(2)g. The @) and
S supercharges are $0(8) spinors with opposite chirality. Imposing the Majorana
condition leaves eight real Poincaré and as many conformal supercharges, which is
precisely the content of F'(4;2). In short @ € (8;,2) and S € (8,,2) where 8, and
8. are the two inequivalent spinors of so(8).

Note that from the viewpoint of s0(2,5) @ su(2)g, the s0(8) Majorana condition
is a symplectic-Majorana condition.?® One can understand why using the standard
basis of the Clifford algebra in 2k dimensions in terms of Pauli matrices

k=1: yl=0?, ¥2=03%;

k=2: Al=0*®0', V?»=0*®c', ¥=100%, 7*=1®0%;

and so on till £ = 4. In this basis the Majorana condition for so(8) spinors is
U* = BWU, where B = v'93+%y7 is the product of all imaginary ~y-matrices [44].
Writing ¥ as a doublet of s0(5) spinors gives W* = ie,,(CW¥)? where C' = iy!y345.
Note that CC* = —1 which is why so(5) spinors are pseudoreal, and why there are
no Weyl-Majorana s0(6) spinors.

Consider now the real subalgebras of F'(4;2) corresponding to superconformal
line and surface defects. For line defects the unbroken bosonic symmetry is

50(2,1) @ 50(4)aer @ su(2)r ~ 50(2,1) ®s0(3) ®so(3) ®su(2)r, (A1)

with the s0(2,8) spinor transforming in the (2,2,0,2) @ (2,0, 2, 2) representation.
It is clearly compatible to keep only half of this spinor by imposing the projection
v2y34445 = 4. This gives four real Poincaré and as many conformal supercharges,
which is precisely the fermionic content of D(2,1;2;0). The residual commuting
su(2). in eq. (2.3) is identified with so(3)".

For surface defects, on the other hand, the unbroken bosonic symmetry is

50(2,2) @ 50(3) et ©5u(2)g =~ 50(2,1)L Ds0(2,1)_ @ 50(3)ger D 5u(2)r, (A.2)

and the s0(2, 8) spinor transforms in the (2,0, 2,2) ® (0, 2, 2, 2) representation. The
compatible projection is now a chiral projection on the string worldsheet, and the
commuting subalgebra is s0(2,1)_ or so(2,1),. This agrees with eq. (2.10)

To confirm this analysis, we have also constructed explicitly the real superalgebra
embeddings for the above line and surface defects.

23 A nice general discussion of this condition can be found in [74].
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B Superconformal algebras

The common part of all superconformal algebrs is the conformal algebra so(2,d),

[D,PM]:PM , [D,KM]:—KM ,
[Mum Mpa] = nupMua + nuaMup - nupMua - nuaMup ) (B 1)
(M, Bpl = 1Py — 0Py (M, Kol = 0 Ky — 0y Ky

P, K| =2M,, — 2n,,D .

We work in the real form where (P,)' = K*. When there is a su(2) symmetry its
generators are normalized by [R!, R'] =il /K Ry.

The fermionic generators () and S carry a spinor and an R-symmetry index
which determine their commutators with the bosonic generators. The M, generators
in the spinor representation are 1(7,,)a" or %(WW)@B , so for example [M,,, Q4] =
3 (Yw)a’QF ete. The su(2) R-symmetry generators are 307 . When there is also a
u(1) the generators @ have R-charge —i—% while the generators S have R-charge —%.

Finally we always have
[D,Q=3Q, [D,S]=-35 and [P,Q]=[K.S]=0. (B.2)

The anticommutators {Q, Q} and {5, S} are also fixed up to an overall factor.
The only non-trivial anticommutator is {Q, S}. Schematically {Q, S} ~ M + D+ R,
and one determines the coefficient of each term by imposing the super-Jacobi identi-
ties. We now give the remaining (anti-)commutators for the superalgebras of table 1.
The classical superalgebras can be found in ref. [75], the exceptional F'(4;2) in sec-
tion 20.2.1 of ref. [73], and all line-defect superalgebras in ref. [40]. The conventions
in these references differ however from ours.

0sp(8*)4)
This is the superconformal algebra of 6d N' = (1,0) with su(2) R-symmetry:
[K,uu Qﬁ] = (7#)0/352 9 [P,UJ SaA] = _</7H)06Q§ )
{Qa, Q5 =2"P(V)apPu, {85,557} = =22 (3) 44K, (B.3)

Q0. 85} =" (0" s My — 2" 5(CO) 15D = 8 (o) (COT) 4R

F(4;2)

This is the superconformal algebra of 5d N' =1 with su(2) R-symmetry:

[K,uu Qé] = (f}/#)aﬁsg‘ ) [P,UJ 5&4] = _<7H)CVBQ? 9
{Qéa Qg} =2 ‘C:AB(’)/M)&BPM ) {S(fa S[?} =2 ‘C:AB(’YM)&BKM ) (B4)
{Q2, 55} = =P (4" )ap My, + 26*P(CP)) 5D + 6 (07)* P (C) o R .
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su(2,2[2)

This is the superconformal algebra of 4d N' = 2 with R-symmetry su(2) @ u(1):

K Qd] = ("S5 (K Q4] = (34)a"S4
[Pm 5&4] = —(%)0/3@2‘ ) [P;m 5&4] = —(%)aﬁQE‘ )
{Qév Qg} =2 EAB(’YM)OCBPM ) {5&47 SﬁB} =2 EAB(/YM)OCBKM )

{Q2, 88} = e*P (") ap My — 26*P(CW)op(D — 1) — 4 (o7)*B(CH) s R,
{Q, 55} = =" (3)ag My + 2*P(CD) 15 (D + 1) + 4 (1) (CW) 4R .

(B.5)
su(2,2|1)
This is the superconformal algebra of 4d N =1 with u(1) R-symmetry:
[K;M Qa] = (vu)aﬁ‘gﬁ ) [Km Qa] = (’S/M)aﬁSB )
[Pﬂv Sa] = _(W)aﬁQﬁ ) [Pl“ ‘gd] = _<7u)dBQ5 )
{Qon Qﬁ} =2 (’YM)CVBPM ) {Son Sg} = —2 (VM)QBKM ) (B6)
{Qa, S5} = (1" )ag My — 2(CD)as(D — 31) |
{Qa, SB} = WW)aBMW —2 (0(4))a5(D +3r) .
osp(2[4; R)
This is the superconformal algebra of 3d N' = 2 with u(1) R-symmetry:
[Km Qa] = (/VM)aBSﬁ ) [K;m Qa] = (/VM)aﬁSB )
[P;u Sal = _(VM)aBQB ) [P;m Sa] = _('YM)aﬁQﬁ )
{Qav Qﬁ} =2 (f}/ﬂ)aﬁpﬂ ) {SOH Sﬁ} = -2 (fVﬂ)aﬁKﬂ ) (B7)

{Qa, S5} = (V")apMyuw —2(C)as(D = 27)
{Qas S5} = (Y )as My —2(C®)ap(D +27) .

D(2,1; X,0)

This is a 1d superconformal algebra with four supercharges. The R-symmetry
algebra is su(2), x su(2)g. The respective generators 7/ and R!. are normalized as
above. We use a,b = 1,2 for the su(2), index, and A, B = 1,2 for the su(2)g index.
The (anti-)commutators read

[K, QAa] _ SAa ’ [P, SAa] — —QAa 7
{QAG’ QBb} — QEABEabP ’ {SAa’ SBb} — 2€AB€abK ’ (B8)
{QAOL7 SBb} _ _2)\8AB<01)ab7J + QgABg“bD + 2(}\ + 1) (O'I)AB&‘abRI )
The special case A = 1 is isomorphic to 0sp(4*|2), and the case A = 0 is isomorphic
to psu(l,1|2) @ su(2) which contains su(1, 1|1) as a subalgebra.
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C Supersymmetry transformations

In this appendix we present the transformation under the action of the Poincaré
supercharges () of the stress-tensor and displacement multiplets.

The stress tensor multiplets for all bulk superconformal algebras in n > 3 di-
mensions can be found in [43]. We restrict to the minimal SCFTs of table 1. The
four-dimensional case was worked out, in a slightly different notation, in [3, 18]. For
the six-dimensional ' = (2,0) SCFT the Q-actions can be found in [76]. We used
the technique of this latter reference to work out all other cases.

To be more precise, let Q(A) be the action of ) on some operator A. We begin
with the most general ansatz for Q(A) that is consistent with the field content of the
multiplet and the bosonic symmetries. We also impose the conservation and zero-
trace conditions of A, if any. Finally we fix the coefficients for each tensor structure

by requiring that {Q, Q} = 2 P, that is {Q, Q}(A) = 20A.

0sp(8"[4)

The (40 + 40) stress tensor multiplet contains a scalar operator O, a spinor

X2, a self-dual 3-form H (), the su(2) R-symmetry currents jﬁ, the supersymmetry
currents J;§, and the stress tensor 7,,.** Schematically

0%yt S ilen,, %It 5T, . (C.1)
The explicit transformations are
Q3(0) = x4 .
Qf(x?) = ];IL (VM)aﬁ(UI)AB + H;wp (,tup)aB etP 4 (8MO) ('7”)046 e4B )
. 1 1 v
Q40 = 57 (05" = 5(0x5) (07) 5" (3:)a
1 1 o~
QS(HMVP) = _EJﬁ\5| (’VVp])ozB + %(aOXé) (v 'YWP)aB ) (C.2)
v 2 . v v
Qé(Jfﬁ) = QT;W (7 )aﬁ &,AB - 3(0,,];) (7# P— 45;/)7 )aﬁ 5AC<UI)CB
_%(81/}[[)0)\) (_duu,ypa)\ + 6(5pr>/qu +18 dup,nl/o,y)\)aﬁ EAB 7
1
QS(TMV) = Z(ap‘]jﬁ) (’VpV)aB + (:u < V) .

F(4;2)

The (32 + 32) stress tensor multiplet contains a scalar O, a spinor x4, a 2-form

B, the su(2) R-symmetry currents jé, the supercurrents J:‘a and T,

Nz 2

0%yt L iloB, S5 ul ST, . (C.3)

24The self-duality condition is (*H)**? = i H"? and the supercurrents satisfy (ﬁ“)dBJ% =0.
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The explicit transformations are

Qa(0) = x4,

QAOE) = il (")as(@1)*F + By (1)ap 2P + (9,0) (1")ag *”
QAU = 378 (1) — 2(0xE) (o)) (1)
QS(BMV) = _iJ;‘ﬁ ('Y;wp)aﬁ + %(ang) (2 Y’ + 5[;/)'71/})045 ) (C.4)

v 1 N 14 v
Qa(Jus) = 2T ()ap e = 5(9udy) (0™ = 30,7 Jas(o1)*”
%(8 Buo) (07 +26,"977 = 20"7,7 + 66,077 ) ap et?
1
Qa(Tw) = £(0p7355) (7)o" + (n > v) .

9

su(2,2[2)

The (24 + 24) stress tensor multiplet contains a scalar O, a spinor x4 (and y4),
a symmetric bispinor H,s) (and H (@6)), the u(1) and su(2) R-symmetry currents j,

and j!, the supercurrent J7, (and Jz) and T},

0L xtoxwt L Hyojojlol, S Itoll ST, (C5)
The explicit transformations are
QI 0)=x4, Qi0)=—xi,
Qa(xs) = Hape™ QLX) = Hype™®
Qi(x5) = [=5ue™ + julon)™” = (9,0)7)(7)ap
QL(X5) = Uue™ + du(on)™® = (8,0)e™P] (1) o5
~ 1 2 _
Q4 (Hsy) = 15745 + 59ux5] (1)an + (B ¢ 7)
_ 2 B . .
Qi (Hy,) = [57% = 30uX31(1")as + (B 4)

QL) = 374 = 30XD ()" . Qi) = — 5T — 2O ()s”
QLG = [3J5 + 50xE) (1)e") () 5™
QAU = 375 — 50,X5) (76" ()5
QT = (0, Hyp) P (3,7)a™ + 5 (00 Hya) P (3, sy
Qi(T5) = (0, Hyp) P (3")a" = 30 Hia) €7 (3u") g

Qi(I) = —2T0 e (7)as + 1[@9,» AB 1 2(0,50) (01)*F) (7 — 26,7 )as
QT = 2T e (1) 5 + 51(00dp) P = 2(0,31) (01)*P) (" = 26,59 )
Qa( Tw) = Z(apjuﬁ) (0)o” + (n e v)
Qi (Tw) = 1(0,74) (3)a” + (n > v) .
(C.6)
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su(2,2[1)

This is a subalgebra of the previous case, but we give it separately for the reader’s
convenience. The (84-8) stress-tensor multiplet contains the u(1) R-symmetry current

Ju, the supercurrents J,q, jud and T},
. Q 7 Q
Ju = Jua ® Jua — 1) - (C.7)

Notice that this multiplet contains no scalar, the super-primary is the R-symmetry
current. The explicit transformations are

Qa(]u) = %Jua ) Qa(]u) = %Jua ;

Qd<JuB) =2 (”_YV)QBTW (al/jp) ("_Yuyp -2 5;/)'_71/)046 )

Qal,3) =2 (1) s T + (Bud) (" = 20,9 )0 (C.8)
Qa(Tiw) = 50pJus) (7)o’ + (e 1)
Qa(Tow) = 3(0,7,5) (77)a” + (1 > v)

osp(2]4; R)

The (4+4) stress-tensor multiplet contains the u(1) R-symmetry current j,, the
supercurrents J,q, j“a and T,

Ju =5 T @ Ja — Ty - (C.9)

The explicit transformations are

Qa(ju) = %J,ua ) Qa(ju) = _%jua )
ro(JuB) =2 VV)aBTW -2 (avjp) (’YMVP - 5up7y)aﬁ )
Qa(‘Llﬁ) =2 ’VV)QBT;W +2 (aujp) (%VP - 5up7y)a5 ) (C.lO)

(
(

V) = 300dus) (7)o" + (3 v)
) = 505 Tus) ()’ + (4 ) .

The transformation of the displacement multiplets under the preserved super-
charges is much simpler. The generic multiplet contains the displacement vector D,
a fermion A, and in some of the cases a scalar ®. This is the structure under the
transverse-rotation group $0(n—p)qer. The fermion and the preserved supercharges
Q@ are also worldvolume spinors, and they may carry an extra r-symmetry index A.
The defect superalgebras of table 1 were recorded in appendix B. The transformation
laws are fixed by imposing the super-Jacobi identities.

We label the cases by (n,p) and group them according to the codimension and
the number of preserved supercharges. What is required for our proof is that there
always exists a supercharge () and a fermion A such that Q(A) = D,.
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(4,2) and (3,1)

This is the simplest multiplet, generated by two supercharges and without a
scalar component ®. Complexifying the transverse s0(2)q4ef index gives

{Q,A\} =D, [Q,D]=20A, (C.11)

and the conjugate relations. Here 0 stands for d; when p = 1 and for 9, when p = 2.

(6,4) and (5, 3)

For (n,p) = (6,4) the non-vanishing (anti-)commutators are
[Qaa q)] = Aa ) [QOMD] = -2 (’7Z)aﬁazAB )
{QuAsk =CiD . {Qa s} =2(1)as(0:2) -

The index ¢ runs from 1 to p, and we have again complexified the transverse §0(2)gef
indices. For (n,p) = (5, 3) one must replace 3° — +* and & — a.

(C.12)

(6,2) and (5,1)

Here () and A are complex so(4) spinors and they have an additional r-symmetry
index. The displacement can be written as a bispinor D and there is no scalar ®.
The non-vanishing (anti-)commutators read

{QA ABP) = gABpab  [QAa DY = _2 cub gpAL (C.13)

together with the conjugate relations.

(5,2) and (4,1)

Here () and A are transverse-so(3) spinors and have an additional r-symmetry
index. The displacement is a symmetric bispinor D® = (0;)®D7 (j = 1,2,3). The
non-vanishing (anti-)commutators read

[QAQ, (I)] — AAa ’ [QAG, Dbc] — _(eac aAAb + gab aAAc) ’

C.14
{QAG,ABb} — EAB(Dab +€abaq)) ’ ( )

This is the only tricky case because {Q, A} ~ D + 0®. But with the choices made
in section 5 one finds D, oc D??, and the 9% term drops out in the anticommutator
{Q', A*?} . This is sufficient for our proof.

References

[1] M. Billo, V. Gongalves, E. Lauria and M. Meineri, “Defects in conformal field
theory,” JHEP 04, 091 (2016) [arXiv:1601.02883 [hep-th]].

[2] A. Lewkowycz and J. Maldacena, “Exact results for the entanglement entropy and
the energy radiated by a quark,” JHEP 05, 025 (2014) [arXiv:1312.5682 [hep-th]].

— 27 —



[3]

[12]

[13]

L. Bianchi and M. Lemos, “Superconformal surfaces in four dimensions,” JHEP 06,
056 (2020) [arXiv:1911.05082 [hep-th]].

C. Bachas and Z. Chen, “Invariant tensions from holography,” JHEP 08, 028 (2024)
[erratum: JHEP 11, 022 (2024)] [arXiv:2404.14998 [hep-th]].

T. Harmark and N. A. Obers, “General definition of gravitational tension,” JHEP
05 (2004), 043 [arXiv:hep-th/0403103 [hep-th]].

L. Bianchi, M. Lemos and M. Meineri, “Line Defects and Radiation in N = 2
Conformal Theories,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, no.14, 141601 (2018) [arXiv:1805.04111
[hep-th]].

L. Bianchi, L. Griguolo, M. Preti and D. Seminara, JHEP 10 (2017), 050
doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2017)050 [arXiv:1706.06590 [hep-th]].

L. Bianchi, M. Preti and E. Vescovi, “Exact Bremsstrahlung functions in ABJM
theory,” JHEP 07, 060 (2018) [arXiv:1802.07726 [hep-th]].

N. Drukker, M. Probst and M. Trépanier, “Defect CFT techniques in the 6d
N = (2,0) theory,” JHEP 03, 261 (2021) [arXiv:2009.10732 [hep-th]].

A. Mikhailov, “Nonlinear waves in AdS / CFT correspondence,”
[arXiv:hep-th/0305196 [hep-th]].

C. Athanasiou, P. M. Chesler, H. Liu, D. Nickel and K. Rajagopal, “Synchrotron
radiation in strongly coupled conformal field theories,” Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010),
126001 [erratum: Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011), 069901] [arXiv:1001.3880 [hep-th]].

V. E. Hubeny, “Holographic dual of collimated radiation,” New J. Phys. 13 (2011),
035006 [arXiv:1012.3561 [hep-th]].

Y. Hatta, E. Tancu, A. H. Mueller and D. N. Triantafyllopoulos, “Radiation by a
heavy quark in N=4 SYM at strong coupling,” Nucl. Phys. B 850 (2011), 31-52
[arXiv:1102.0232 [hep-th]].

R. Baier, “On radiation by a heavy quark in N = 4 SYM,” Adv. High Energy Phys.
2012 (2012), 592854 [arXiv:1107.4250 [hep-th]].

D. Correa, J. Henn, J. Maldacena and A. Sever, “An exact formula for the radiation
of a moving quark in N=4 super Yang Mills,” JHEP 06 (2012), 048 [arXiv:1202.4455
[hep-th]].

B. Fiol, B. Garolera and A. Lewkowycz, “Exact results for static and radiative fields
of a quark in N=4 super Yang-Mills,” JHEP 05 (2012), 093 [arXiv:1202.5292
[hep-th]].

C. A. Agén, A. Guijosa and J. F. Pedraza, “Radiation and a dynamical UV/IR
connection in AdS/CFT,” JHEP 06 (2014), 043 [arXiv:1402.5961 [hep-th]].

B. Fiol, E. Gerchkovitz and Z. Komargodski, “Exact Bremsstrahlung Function in
N = 2 Superconformal Field Theories,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, no.8, 081601 (2016)
[arXiv:1510.01332 [hep-th]].

— 28 —



[19]

[20]

[21]

[25]

B. Fiol and J. Martinez-Montoya, “On scalar radiation,” JHEP 03 (2020), 087
[arXiv:1907.08161 [hep-th]].

L. Bianchi, M. Billo, F. Galvagno and A. Lerda, “Emitted Radiation and
Geometry,” JHEP 01, 075 (2020) [arXiv:1910.06332 [hep-th]].

M. Visser and C. Barcelo, “Energy conditions and their cosmological implications,”
[arXiv:gr-qc/0001099 [gr-qc]].

P. A. M. Dirac, Proc. Roy. Soc. (London) A167, 148 (1938).
F. Rohrlich, “Classical charged particles,” Addison-Wesley, 1990.

L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, “The classical theory of fields,” Addison, Reading,
Mass., 1962.

C. Teitelboim, “Splitting of the maxwell tensor - radiation reaction without
advanced fields,” Phys. Rev. D 1 (1970), 1572-1582 [erratum: Phys. Rev. D 2
(1970), 1763-1763]

E. Poisson, “An Introduction to the Lorentz-Dirac equation,” [arXiv:gr-qc/9912045
[gr-qc]].

D. V. Gal'tsov and P. Spirin, “Radiation reaction reexamined: Bound momentum
and Schott term,” Grav. Cosmol. 12 (2006), 1-10 [arXiv:0405121 [hep-th]].

M. Meineri, J. Penedones and A. Rousset, “Colliders and conformal interfaces,”
JHEP 02 (2020), 138 [arXiv:1904.10974 [hep-th]].

C. Bachas, S. Chapman, D. Ge and G. Policastro, “Energy Reflection and
Transmission at 2D Holographic Interfaces,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020) no.23,
231602 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.231602 [arXiv:2006.11333 [hep-th]].

C. Bachas, Z. Chen and V. Papadopoulos, “Steady states of holographic interfaces,”
JHEP 11 (2021), 095 [arXiv:2107.00965 [hep-th]].

S. A. Baig and A. Karch, “Double brane holographic model dual to 2d ICFTs,”
JHEP 10 (2022), 022 [arXiv:2206.01752 [hep-th]].

C. Bachas, S. Baiguera, S. Chapman, G. Policastro and T. Schwartzman, “Energy
Transport for Thick Holographic Branes,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 (2023) no.2, 021601
[arXiv:2212.14058 [hep-th]].

C. R. Graham and E. Witten, “Conformal anomaly of submanifold observables in
AdS / CFT correspondence,” Nucl. Phys. B 546 (1999), 52-64
[arXiv:hep-th/9901021 [hep-th]].

L. Bianchi, M. Meineri, R. C. Myers and M. Smolkin, JHEP 07 (2016), 076
doi:10.1007 /JHEP07(2016)076 [arXiv:1511.06713 [hep-th]].

K. Jensen, A. O’Bannon, B. Robinson and R. Rodgers, “From the Weyl Anomaly to
Entropy of Two-Dimensional Boundaries and Defects,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019)
no.24, 241602 [arXiv:1812.08745 [hep-th]].

— 29 —



[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

A. Chalabi, A. O’Bannon, B. Robinson and J. Sisti, “Central charges of 2d
superconformal defects,” JHEP 05 (2020), 095 [arXiv:2003.02857 [hep-th]].

A. Chalabi, C. P. Herzog, A. O’Bannon, B. Robinson and J. Sisti, “Weyl anomalies
of four dimensional conformal boundaries and defects,” JHEP 02 (2022), 166
[arXiv:2111.14713 [hep-th]].

E. D’Hoker, J. Estes, M. Gutperle, D. Krym and P. Sorba, “Half-BPS supergravity
solutions and superalgebras,” JHEP 12, 047 (2008) [arXiv:0810.1484 [hep-th]].

M. Gutperle, J. Kaidi and H. Raj, “Janus solutions in six-dimensional gauged
supergravity,” JHEP 12, 018 (2017) [arXiv:1709.09204 [hep-th]].

N. B. Agmon and Y. Wang, “Classifying Superconformal Defects in Diverse
Dimensions Part I: Superconformal Lines,” [arXiv:2009.06650 |[hep-th]].

W. Nahm, “Supersymmetries and Their Representations,” Nucl. Phys. B 135, 149
(1978)

S. Minwalla, “Restrictions imposed by superconformal invariance on quantum field
theories,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 783-851 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9712074
[hep-th]].

C. Cordova, T. T. Dumitrescu and K. Intriligator, “Multiplets of Superconformal
Symmetry in Diverse Dimensions,” JHEP 03, 163 (2019) [arXiv:1612.00809 [hep-th]].

J. Polchinski, “String theory. Vol. 2: Superstring theory and beyond,” Cambridge
University Press, 2007.

B. Assel, J. Estes and M. Yamagzaki, “Wilson Loops in 5d N=1 SCFTs and
AdS/CFT,” Annales Henri Poincare 15, 589-632 (2014) [arXiv:1212.1202 [hep-th]].

G. Dibitetto and N. Petri, “AdS, solutions and their massive IIA origin,” JHEP 05,
107 (2019) [arXiv:1811.11572 [hep-th]].

K. Chen and M. Gutperle, “Holographic line defects in F(4) gauged supergravity,”
Phys. Rev. D 100, no.12, 126015 (2019) [arXiv:1909.11127 [hep-th]].

C. F. Uhlemann, “Wilson loops in 5d long quiver gauge theories,” JHEP 09, 145
(2020) [arXiv:2006.01142 [hep-th]].

N. Drukker, D. Trancanelli, L. Bianchi, M. S. Bianchi, D. H. Correa, V. Forini,
L. Griguolo, M. Leoni, F. Levkovich-Maslyuk and G. Nagaoka, et al. J. Phys. A 53
(2020) no.17, 173001 doi:10.1088/1751-8121/ab5d50 [arXiv:1910.00588 [hep-th]].

E. Koh and S. Yamaguchi, “Surface operators in the Klebanov-Witten theory,”
JHEP 06, 070 (2009) [arXiv:0904.1460 [hep-th]].

N. Drukker, I. Shamir and C. Vergu, “Defect multiplets of A/ = 1 supersymmetry in
4d,” JHEP 01, 034 (2018) [arXiv:1711.03455 [hep-th]].

S. S. Razamat, “Flavored surface defects in 4d N'=1 SCFTs,” Lett. Math. Phys.
109, no.6, 1377-1395 (2019) [arXiv:1808.09509 [hep-th]].

- 30 —



[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

[66]

[67]

[68]

S. Gukov and E. Witten, “Gauge Theory, Ramification, And The Geometric
Langlands Program,” [arXiv:hep-th/0612073 [hep-th]].

J. Gomis and S. Matsuura, “Bubbling surface operators and S-duality,” JHEP 06,
025 (2007) [arXiv:0704.1657 [hep-th]].

S. Gukov and E. Witten, “Rigid Surface Operators,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 14,
no.1, 87-178 (2010) [arXiv:0804.1561 [hep-th]].

D. Gaiotto, L. Rastelli and S. S. Razamat, “Bootstrapping the superconformal index
with surface defects,” JHEP 01, 022 (2013) [arXiv:1207.3577 [hep-th]].

J. Gomis and B. Le Floch, “M2-brane surface operators and gauge theory dualities
in Toda,” JHEP 04, 183 (2016) [arXiv:1407.1852 [hep-th]].

B. Le Floch, “AGT correspondence for surface operators,” PhD thesis, Ecole
Normale Superieure (2015)

P. S. Howe, N. D. Lambert and P. C. West, “The Selfdual string soliton,” Nucl.
Phys. B 515, 203-216 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9709014 [hep-th]].

M. Henningson and K. Skenderis, “Weyl anomaly for Wilson surfaces,” JHEP 06,
012 (1999) [arXiv:hep-th/9905163 [hep-th]].

C. Bachas, E. D’Hoker, J. Estes and D. Krym, “M-theory Solutions Invariant under
D(2,1;v) & D(2,1;7),” Fortsch. Phys. 62, 207-254 (2014) [arXiv:1312.5477 [hep-th]].
N. Drukker, M. Probst and M. Trépanier, “Surface operators in the 6d N = (2, 0)
theory,” J. Phys. A 53, n0.36, 365401 (2020) [arXiv:2003.12372 [hep-th]].

F. Faedo, Y. Lozano and N. Petri, “Searching for surface defect CFTs within AdSs,”
JHEP 11, 052 (2020) [arXiv:2007.16167 [hep-th]].

A. Conti, G. Dibitetto, Y. Lozano, N. Petri and A. Ramirez, “Deconstruction and
surface defects in 6d CFTs,” JHEP 11, 131 (2024) [arXiv:2407.21627 [hep-th]].

P. Karndumri, “Line and surface defects in 5D N = 2 SCFT from matter-coupled
F(4) gauged supergravity,” Eur. Phys. J. C 84, no.12, 1268 (2024) [arXiv:2406.18946
[hep-th]].

M. Gutperle and C. F. Uhlemann, “Surface defects in holographic 5d SCFTs,”
JHEP 04, 134 (2021) [arXiv:2012.14547 [hep-th]].

L. Santilli and C. F. Uhlemann, “3d defects in 5d: RG flows and defect
F-maximization,” JHEP 06, 136 (2023) [arXiv:2305.01004 [hep-th]].

J. M. Maldacena and C. Nunez, “Supergravity description of field theories on curved
manifolds and a no go theorem,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 16, 822-855 (2001)
[arXiv:hep-th/0007018 [hep-th]].

D. Gaiotto and J. Maldacena, “The Gravity duals of N=2 superconformal field
theories,” JHEP 10, 189 (2012) [arXiv:0904.4466 [hep-th]].

K. Zarembo, “Supersymmetric Wilson loops,” Nucl. Phys. B 643 (2002), 157-171
[arXiv:hep-th/0205160 [hep-th]].

— 31 -



[71] T. Hartman, S. Jain and S. Kundu, “Causality Constraints in Conformal Field
Theory,” JHEP 05 (2016), 099 [arXiv:1509.00014 [hep-th]].

[72] D. Simmons-Duffin, “TASI Lectures on Conformal Field Theory in Lorentzian
Signature,” 2019.

[73] D. Z. Freedman, A. Van Proeyen, “Supergravity,” Cambridge University Press 2012.

[74] J. Figueroa-> OFarrill, “Majorana spinors,”
www.maths.ed.ac.uk/~jmf/Teaching/Lectures/Majorana.pdf

[75] L. Frappat, P. Sorba and A. Sciarrino, “Dictionary on Lie superalgebras,”
[arXiv:hep-th/9607161 [hep-th]].

[76] M. Trépanier, “Surface operators in the 6D N = (2,0) theory,” KCL thesis (2021).

- 32 —


www.maths.ed.ac.uk/~jmf/Teaching/Lectures/Majorana.pdf

	Introduction
	Definitions and outline

	Minimal superconformal defects
	Line defects
	Surface defects
	Higher-p defects

	An equivalent conjecture
	The displacement-stress tensor correlation
	Line defects in N=2 abelian gauge theory

	Stress, radiation and the Schott term
	Static stress and the NEC
	Energy flux of a moving defect

	Proof of the conjecture
	Real subalgebras of F(4;2)
	Superconformal algebras
	Supersymmetry transformations

