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Abstract: Type IIB string theory admits Janus solutions connecting AdS5 vacua.

These geometries correspond to interface conformal field theories and are naturally

described in five-dimensional supergravity as AdS4 foliations over an interval. In this

work, we introduce a novel type of Janus solution in AdS5, featuring AdS2 × S2 foli-

ations instead of AdS4. We interpret these solutions as the supergravity duals of line

defects in four-dimensional SCFTs and we discuss their D-brane engineering. Our pri-

mary tool is Romans supergravity in five dimensions, which provides a simple Type IIB

truncation over S5. Within this framework, under specific conditions, we construct reg-

ular solutions interpolating between AdS5 and AdS2 ×R3. These geometries represent

one-parameter deformations of AdS5 vacua and are characterized by a running profile

for two-form gauge potentials and a scalar field in the supergravity bulk. Finally, using

holographic renormalization, we explicitly compute the on-shell action of the defect

and we discuss the one-point functions in the holographic field theory.
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1 Introduction

A key insight from string theory is that quantum gravitational systems lack free

parameters. This idea appears in various forms in the literature, such as the notion

that every coupling constant corresponds to the asymptotic value of a dynamical field

or that every symmetry must be gauged [1]. In this context, 2D gravity stands out as

an exception (for a very short list of relevant results on this topic, see [2–8]). In this

regard, it seems reasonable to assume that Swampland criteria apply only to quantum

gravities in dimensions D ≥ 3. Even in D = 3, gravity exhibits notable peculiarities,

as it lacks dynamical degrees of freedom. Consequently, this restriction is often further

refined to apply only when D > 3 [9].

Despite the extensive literature on these topics, many aspects of quantum gravity

in two and three dimensions remain elusive and pose significant challenges. A key issue

lies in understanding the UV origin of two-dimensional gravitational configurations

and their consistent embedding within string theory. One of the greatest theoretical

obstacles in 2D gravity is providing a precise formulation of the holographic principle

or, equivalently, understanding the deep meaning of the sum over different topologies

(see, for instance, [10–13]).

This paper follows this general research trajectory, focusing on supersymmetric

AdS2 and its embedding in string theory. Using the standard AdS/CFT framework,

we explore the idea that AdS2 can be associated holographically to line defects within

higher-dimensional superconformal field theories. Specifically, we will focus on four-

dimensional SCFTs, as they are among the most studied and well-understood within

the framework of holography and string theory. The notion of line defect in 4D SCFTs

can be precisely developed in supergravity, starting from the crucial geometric property

that the AdS5 space can be locally written as a foliation of a AdS2 × S2 space. This

research trajectory on defects in holography has proven fruitful, with many results in

recent years focused on identifying low-dimensional AdS solutions dual to conformal

defects within SCFTs in various dimensions. For a non-exhaustive list of references on

AdS2 and AdS3 as holographic defects, see [14–36]. Precisely, in this work we focus on

the supergravity duals of line defects within four-dimensional SCFTs with N = 2 and

N = 4 supersymmetry. For a very short list of references on defects in four-dimensional

conformal field theories and holography, see [37–45].

Defects in quantum field theory are among the most actively studied topics. Broadly,

a defect in a field theory can be described as a deformation with a coupling constant
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locally defined in spacetime. In conformal field theories, a particularly interesting sce-

nario occurs when the deformation preserves a lower-dimensional conformal symmetry,

restricted to the spacetime directions where the defect extends. In holography and

string theory, these ideas were initially explored in earlier works [46–49]. From this

perspective, the defect describes the boundary conditions of the intersection between a

stack of D-branes assiociated to a given SCFT and additional defect branes, which par-

tially break the conformal isometries of the dual gravity vacuum. The lower-dimensional

AdS geometry (AdS2 in our case) provides the geometric picture of the locus of the

intersection with defect branes.

Supergravity solutions that describe the fully backreacted geometries dual to con-

formal defects are the so-called Janus solutions [50–59]. These are domain wall ge-

ometries characterized by a foliation with a lower-dimensional AdS space, AdS2 in this

case, and a higher-dimensional AdS in the asymptotic region. Importantly, the fluxes

associated with defect branes do not vanish asymptotically, reproducing only a locally

AdS geometry. Another key feature of these solutions is that they usually form a

one-parameter family, representing a deformation of the vacuum geometry. When this

parameter is set to zero, the global vacuum is recovered, and all fluxes from the defect

branes vanish. This parameter is ultimately related to the charges of the defect branes

and, as we will see, plays a crucial role in determining the on-shell action of the defect.

In this work, we explicitly derive two new classes of AdS2 ×S2 ×S1 ×S3 solutions

fibered over two intervals in Type IIB string theory. We construct these backgrounds

as Janus solutions in five dimensions and then uplift them to 10D employing the trun-

cation formulas of [60]. The reduction used is a simple truncation over S5, reproducing

the so-called SU(2) × U(1) Romans supergravity in 5D. This is the minimal realiza-

tion of N = 4 gauged supergravity in five dimensions, where “minimal” indicates that

only the supergravity multiplet is retained in the reduction. In this context, we ob-

tain two inequivalent classes of AdS2 × S2 geometries fibered over an interval, both

asymptotically locally AdS5 and preserving 8 real supercharges (BPS/2 in 5D). Both

families feature a supergravity bulk with a running dilaton and two two-form gauge

fields. These excitations break the vacuum isometries and are related to interactions

with defect branes.

The first class exhibits a spacetime singularity. In this case, we are able to relate the

10D uplift of our solutions to a class of near-horizon geometries of the type AdS2×S2×
S1×S3 fibered over two intervals, introduced in [29]. Specifically, we derive the explicit

coordinate change leading to the 10D solution of [29], that describes an intersection of

D1-F1-D5-NS5 defect branes ending on a stack of D3s. This intersection breaks the

isometries of AdS5×S5 vacua to the singular backgrounds AdS2×S2×S1×S3 fibered

over two intervals. Equivalently, our 5D singular solutions can be also embedded within
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N = 2 AdS5×S5/Zk vacua, just by operating the topological substitution S3 → S3/Zk
in the 10D uplift formulas. This situation corresponds to consider D3 branes over KK

monopoles background.

The second class of solutions represents a completely new regular Janus configu-

ration, characterized by a smooth limit where the 5D solution takes the form of an

AdS2 × R3 geometry on one side and locally AdS5 asymptotics on the other. These

solutions form a one-parameter family of deformations of the AdS5 vacuum, associated

with a parameter λ ∈ (−1, 1). For this class, we provide the uplift in Type IIB, but

we cannot determine a precise brane interpretation. However, we argue that the brane

setup likely involves D3 branes with D1-F1-D5-NS5 defect branes. In this case, we

suppose that the defect brane charges are fully localized in 10D spacetime, making it

challenging to describe these solutions as near-horizon limits of a brane configuration.

Finally, for the regular Janus solution, we perform the precise computation of the

on-shell action, using the prescriptions of holographic renormalization. This quantity

encodes all the dynamical and geometric information about the defect degrees of free-

dom. Additionally, we compute the one-point function of the operator dual to the 5D

scalar and we discuss the derivation of the one-point functions for the currents dual to

the two-form gauge fields and the stress-energy tensor of the holographic field theory.

The paper is organized as follows: in sections 2 and 3, we review the brane origin

of AdS5 vacua in string theory, 5D Romans supergravity, and the Type IIB consistent

truncation. In section 4, we present the new 5D solutions, and in section 5, we discuss

their Type IIB uplifts. Section 6 contains the holographic computations of the on-

shell action and one-point functions. In section 7, we present our conclusions and

future perspectives. Appendices A and B contain technical details regarding spinor

technology for SUSY variations and the derivation of the counterterms needed for the

computation of the on-shell action.

2 The brane picture of AdS5 vacua

In this section we review some well-known properties of AdS5 vacua in Type II

supergravities and their brane interpretation. First, we consider the most simple setup

of D4 and NS5 branes in Type IIA and we explicitly discuss how to extract N = 2

AdS5 vacua in the near-horizon limit. We then consider T-dual configurations and

discuss how AdS5 × S5/Zk vacua arise from D3 branes on KK monopole background.

The case with one KK monopole is the maximally supersymmetric vacuum AdS5×S5.

We will mainly follow notations and approach of [29], where the brane picture of AdS5

solutions in Type IIA/B is extensively reviewed.

– 4 –



2.1 AdS5 from D4-NS5 intersections

It is well-known that intersections of D4 and NS5 branes give rise to N = 2

gauge theories [61]. The main idea to engineer a 4d field theory from these branes is

considering the D4s stretched between the NS5s. Schematically, we can depict these

D4-NS5 intersections as in Table 1. More precisely, let us consider NS5 branes located

within the space R3
r, parameterized by spherical coordinates (r, φ1, φ2), and at some

fixed values of the ψ direction. Now take the D4s stretched between the NS5s along ψ.

This implies that the D4s are finite in this direction, moreover D4 branes are located

at a definite value within the plane parameterized by (y, z). It then follows that the

D4 worldvolume defines the color sector of a four-dimensional gauge theory. The gauge

coupling is g4 ∼ ψk+1−ψk

gs
, where the subscript k identifies the position of NS5 branes.

The theory is then conformal if the number of flavors1 at each interval is equal to twice

the number of colors [61].

t x1 x2 x3 y z ψ r φ1 φ2

D4 × × × × − − × − − −
NS5 × × × × × × − − − −

Table 1. The D4-NS5 system underlying 4d N = 2 SCFTs. The D4 are extended between

NS5 branes along the direction ψ. The intersection is BPS/4 and admits warped AdS5 vacua

in the near-horizon.

Holographically,N = 2 superconformal theories are associated with infinite families

of AdS5 vacua in M-theory [62]. In this paper we will assume that the finite direction ψ

is periodically identified. This condition implies that the N = 2 theories introduced

above describe the Zk orbifolds of the N = 4 SYM theory [61, 63, 64]. These theories

have a very natural description in Type IIB in terms of the orbifold vacua AdS5×S5/Zk.
Let’s consider a supergravity description of the above Type IIA setup. We may

start with the general metric in Type IIA associated to the D4-NS5 system

ds210 = H
−1/2
4 ds2R1,3+H

1/2
4

(
dy2+dz2

)
+HNS5H

−1/2
4 dψ2+HNS5H

1/2
4

(
dr2+r2ds2S2

)
, (2.1)

where the Minkowski space R1,3 is parameterized by x0, . . . , x3. The charge distribu-

tions of D4 and NS5 are encoded in the warp factors of the above metric. Specifically,

D4 branes are taken fully-localized in their transverse space, i.e. H4 = H4(y, z, r), while

we assume the NS5 charge to be smeared along ψ, namely HNS5 = HNS5(r). We may

1This setup can be enriched by including D6 flavor branes extended along (R1,3,R3
r).
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consider now the semi-localized solution defined as [64–66],

H4 = 1 +
Q4

(y2 + z2 + 4QNS5r)2
and HNS5 =

QNS5

r
, (2.2)

where Q4 and QNS5 are integration constants related to D4 and NS5 charges.

This solution admits an AdS5 vacuum geometry. In order to show this, the crucial

observation is that a change of coordinates is needed. Let us define a new parametriza-

tion (µ, α, ϕ) as it follows [67]

z = µ sinα sinϕ , y = µ sinα cosϕ , r = 4−1Q−1
5 µ2 cos2α , (2.3)

with α ∈ [0, π
2
], µ > 0 and ϕ the angular polar coordinate in the (y, z)-plane. If we

rewrite the solution (2.2) in this new parametrization and take the µ → 0 limit, we

obtain the following geometry [67]

ds210 = Q
1/2
4 ds2AdS5

+Q
1/2
4

[
dα2 + 4Q2

5Q
−1
4 c−2dψ2 + s2dϕ2 + 4−1c2ds2S2

]
, (2.4)

where c = cosα, s = sinα and ds2AdS5
= Q−1

4 µ2ds2R1,3 +
dµ2

µ2
. This background is a

particular realization of solutions [62]. Specifically, the R-symmetry group of the dual

theory can be read off from (2.4) and is given by SU(2)× U(1) rotations acting on S2

and S1
ϕ.

2.2 The Type IIB picture

We now perform a T-duality transformation along the circle S1
ψ in (2.4). From

the supergravity side, it can be precisely shown that T-duality relates the AdS5 near-

horizon (2.4) to AdS5 × S5/Zk vacua in Type IIB, with k = QNS5 (see [68] for more

details). In these vacua, the internal manifold can be locally written as a foliation of

three-spheres as it follows

ds2S5/Zk
= dα2 + sin2α dϕ2 + cos2α ds2S3/Zk

,

ds2S3/Zk
=

1

4

[(
2dψ

k
+ ω

)2

+ ds2S2

]
.

(2.5)

with dω = volS2 . T-duality holds also outside of the near-horizon, meaning that the

D4-NS5 system of Table 1 can be mapped into a stack of D3 branes with KK monopoles,

which are the objects responsible for the orbifolding of the five-sphere.

We can construct the T-dual setup from scratch, directly in Type IIB. To this aim,

let us take the system depicted in Table 2. The 10D metric has the following form
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branes t x1 x2 x3 y z ψ r φ1 φ2

D3 × × × × − − − − − −
KK × × × × × × ISO − − −

Table 2. The Type IIB brane picture of D4-NS5 intersections of Table 1. T-duality is

performed in the ψ direction. The near-horizon limit is described by AdS5×S5/Zk geometries.

ds210 = H
−1/2
3 ds2R1,3+H

1/2
3

(
dy2+dz2

)
+H

1/2
3

(
H−1

KK(dψ+2−1QKKω)
2+HKK

(
dr2+r2ds2S2

))
,

(2.6)

where QKK is the KK monopole charge. We may choose the charge distributions as

HKK = HKK(r) and H3 = H3(y, z, r). As for the D4-NS5 intersection, we then take the

semi-localized solution2 [65]

H3 = 1 +
4πQ3QKK

(y2 + z2 + 2QKKr)2
and HKK =

QKK

2r
, (2.7)

and cast it into the new parametrization [67, 69]

z = µ sinα sinϕ , y = µ sinα cosϕ , r = 4−1Q−1
KK µ

2 cos2α . (2.8)

In these new coordinates the D3-KK background (2.7) can be rewritten as [69]

ds210 = H
−1/2
3 ds2R1,3 +H

1/2
3

(
dµ2 + µ2ds2S5/Zk

)
with H3 = 1+

4πQ3QKK

µ4
. (2.9)

The S5/Zk metric is precisely the same obtained with T-duality, given in (2.5), with

k = QKK. The near-horizon limit is defined as µ→ 0 and leads to the geometry [69]

ds210 = L2
5

(
ds2AdS5

+ ds2S5/Zk

)
,

F(5) = 4L4
5

(
1 + ⋆(10)

)
volAdS5 ,

(2.10)

with ds2AdS5
= (4πQ3QKK)

−1 µ2ds2R1,3 +
dµ2

µ2
and L5 = (4πQ3QKK)

1/4. For clarity, in

the above formulas we also included the five-form flux. The above vacua are BPS/2 in

Type IIB, namely they preserve 16 real supercharges. We point out that the case with

k = 1 is special. In this case, supersymmetry is enhanced and we obtain the maximally

supersymmetric AdS5 × S5 vacua dual to N = 4 SYM theory. We then observe that

the presence of KK monopoles affects the vacuum only globally [69]. In other words,

to obtain the N = 2 orbifold vacua (2.10) from supergravity one just has to keep the

same local geometry of AdS5 × S5, write the S5 as a foliation as (2.5), and then make

the substitution S3 → S3/Zk.
2We fix the integration constants as in [29]. With this choice of Q3, one precisely obtains k = Q5

via T-duality.
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3 The supergravity setup

Type IIB AdS5 vacua and their fluctuations are very naturally described in five-

dimensional supergravity. In this regard, there are many examples in the literature on

consistent truncations of Type IIB to five dimensions. In this paper we consider a very

simple realization arising from the KK reduction of Type IIB over a S5, namelyminimal

N = 4 SU(2)×U(1) gauged supergravity. The adjective minimal means that the theory

is composed only by the supergravity multiplet. This theory was originally studied by

Romans in [70] and was obtained as a consistent truncation in [60]. Alternatively,

this supergravity model can be consistently obtained truncating away all the vector

multiplets in the general N = 4 supergravity [71]. In this section, we review the main

features of this 5D theory and we discuss the Type IIB reduction leading to it.

3.1 The 5D Romans supergravity

The field content of the theory comprises only the supergravity multiplet, whose

bosonic part includes [70]: the 5D gravitational field gµν , three SU(2) gauge vectors

Aiµ, with i = 1, 2, 3, one U(1) gauge vector Aµ, two two-forms Bα
µν , with α = 1, 2, and

a real scalar X. Here, Ai transform in the adjoint representation of SU(2), while Bα

transform in the real two-dimensional vector representation of SO(2) ∼= U(1).

The global symmetry group of the theory is given by R × SO(5), where SO(5) ≃
USp(4)R is the R-symmetry group. The bosonic part of the action reads [60] (see

also [72])

S =
1

16πG
(5)
N

∫ [
(R− V) ⋆1− 3X−2 dX ∧ ⋆ dX − 1

2
X−2F i ∧ ⋆F i − 1

2
X4F ∧ ⋆F

− 1

2
X−2Bα ∧ ⋆Bα +

1

2g1
εαβB

α ∧ dBβ − 1

2
Bα ∧Bα ∧ A− 1

2
F i ∧ F i ∧ A

]
,

(3.1)

where the scalar can be also parametrized as X = e
− 1√

6
ϕ
. The fields strengths are given

by

F i = dAi +
1

2
g2εijkA

j ∧ Ak and F = dA . (3.2)

The real constants g1 and g2 are two gauge parameters associated to the gauging of the

subgroup SU(2)× U(1) ⊂ SO(5). The gauging produces the scalar potential

V = −2g2
(
g2X

2 + 2
√
2g1X

−1
)
. (3.3)

The two-forms can be conveniently packed into one single complex two-form B ≡
B1 + iB2, with associated field strength

G = dB − ig1A ∧B . (3.4)
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The complex notation allows us to rewrite the second line of action (3.1) in a more

compact form

S =
1

16πG
(5)
N

∫ [
(. . .)− 1

2
X−2B ∧ ⋆B̄ +

i

2g1
B ∧ Ḡ− 1

2
F i ∧ F i ∧ A

]
. (3.5)

In total, we can identify three inequivalent theories: for g2 = 0 (and g1 ̸= 0), g1g2 > 0 or

g1g2 < 0. These are denoted as N = 40, N = 4+ or N = 4−, respectively [70]. We shall

focus on the case N = 4+. In this case the theory has a maximally supersymmetric

AdS vacuum

AdS5 =⇒ X = 1 , (3.6)

and for vanishing one- and two-form fields. Finally, we point out that the above ex-

pression is written3 imposing g1 = g and g2 =
√
2 g without loss of generality.

We can derive the equations of motion from the action (3.1). Einstein equations

are given by

Rµν = 3X−2∂µX ∂νX +
1

2
X−2

(
F i
µλF

i λ
ν − 1

6
gµνF

i
ρσF

i ρσ
)
+

1

2
X4

(
FµλF λ

ν − 1

6
gµνFρσFρσ

)
+

1

2
X−2

(
B(µ|λ|B̄

λ
ν) −

1

6
gµνBρσB̄

ρσ
)
+

1

3
gµνV .

(3.7)

The field equations of vectors and two-form fields are4

d
(
X−2 ⋆F i

)
= −g2X−2εijkA

j ∧ ⋆F k − F i ∧ F ,

d
(
X4 ⋆F

)
= −1

2
F i ∧ F i − 1

2
B ∧ B̄ ,

X2 ⋆G = −ig1B .

(3.8)

Finally, the equation of motion of the scalar field has the following form

d
(
X−1 ⋆ dX) = −1

6
X−2F i ∧ ⋆F i +

1

3
X4F ∧ ⋆F − 1

6
X−2B ∧ ⋆B̄

− 2

3
g2
(
g2X

2 −
√
2g1X

−1
)
⋆1 .

(3.9)

3For generic values of g1 and g2, the vacuum is located at X =
21/6g

1/3
1

g
1/3
2

.
4We point out that the first equation has a different sign with respect to [60]. This is consistent

with our conventions on the action and the Hodge dual.
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3.1.1 The SUSY variations

Let’s now study the SUSY variations of fermions. Our theory is five-dimensional

and with N = 4 supersymmetry, which implies that we have four gravitini ψµx and

four gaugini χx, with x = 1, . . . , 4. These spinors transform in the fundamental repre-

sentation of the R-symmetry group USp(4)R.

The components of the SUSY parameters ϵx are organized in symplectic-Majorana

spinors. We refer to Appendix A for information relating to the spinorial structures

involved in our work. The action (3.1) is invariant under the following supersymmetry

transformations [70]5

δψµx = Dµϵx − iγµT y
x ϵy −

i

12
√
2

(
γ νρ
µ − 4δνµγ

ρ
)(

S y
νρx +

1√
2
S ′ y
νρx

)
ϵy ,

δχx =
i

2
√
2
(∂µϕ)γ

µϵx +R y
x ϵy +

1

4
√
6
γµν

(
S y
µνx −

√
2S ′ y

µνx

)
ϵy ,

(3.10)

where the covariant derivative reads

Dµϵx = ∂µϵx +
1

4
ω ab
µ γabϵx +

g1
2
Aµ(Γ45)

y
x ϵy +

g2
2
Aiµ(Γi45)

y
x ϵy , (3.11)

and we defined the following quantities

T y
x =

(
1

3
√
2
g2X +

1

6
g1X

−2

)
(Γ45)

y
x , R y

x =

(
1√
6
g2X − 1√

3
g1X

−2

)
(Γ45)

y
x ,

S y
µνx = X−1

[
F i
µν(Γi)

y
x +Bα

µν(Γα)
y
x

]
, S ′ y

µνx = X2Fµνδ
y
x . (3.12)

We note that the above relations explicitly depend on two types of gamma matrices:

{ΓI} with I = (i, α) associated with the R-symmetry group USp(4)R ≃ Spin(5)R, and

the 5D spacetime matrices {γµ}. Again, we refer to Appendix A for more details.

Importantly, from the above variations one can extract a superpotential W of the

following form

W(X) =
1

3
√
2
g2X +

1

6
g1X

−2 . (3.13)

Specifically, the scalar potential (3.3) and the coefficients (3.12) can be written as

V = 12
[
X2(∂XW)2 − 4W2

]
, T y

x = W (Γ45)
y
x , R y

x =
√
3X ∂XW (Γ45)

y
x ,

(3.14)

using the explicit expression of the superpotential (3.13).

5In order to obtain these expressions we need to divide by 2 all the fields in [70], multiply by 2 the

gauge couplings and change the signature of the metric, including the redefinition γa 7→ iγa.
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3.2 The dimensional reduction from Type IIB

We now discuss how 5D Romans supergravity can be obtained from consistent

truncation of Type IIB over a S5. This reduction was originally obtained in [60] through

a prescription on the internal geometry preserving SU(2)×U(1) symmetry. The general

idea is to write the S5 as a foliation of a S3 and a circle, precisely as we wrote in (2.5).

Away from the vacuum, the 5D fields describe the deformations of metric and fluxes. In

what follows, we will present the KK reduction restricted to vanishing one-form fields

(the gauge fields Ai and A defined in previous section) and refer to [60] for the general

truncation. The reduction Ansatz of the 10D metric is given by [60]

ds210 = ∆1/2ds25 + g−2∆−1/2dsM5 ,

ds2M5
= X∆ dα2 +X2 sin2α dψ2 +X−1 cos2α ds2S3 ,

(3.15)

where ∆ = X−2 sin2α +X cos2α. The coordinate ψ parameterizes a circle as in (2.5).

A peculiar feature of this truncation is that the 10D scalar degrees of freedom are

constant, namely Φ = 0 and C0 = 0. Introducing the notation s = sinα, c = cosα, we

can write the Ansatz for gauge fluxes as it follows [60]

G(3) = −2−1/2g−1e−iψ (c dα− is dψ) ∧B − 2−1/2g−1se−iψdB ,

F(5) = (1 + ⋆(10))
[
2g (X2c2 +X−1s2 +X−1) vol5 − 3g−1scX−1 ⋆(5) dX ∧ dα

]
,
(3.16)

where G(3) = F(3) + iH(3) is the 10D complex three-flux in Type IIB. The five-flux

explicitly wraps on vol5, which is the volume form of the 5D spacetime.

In the above relations, all the dynamical quantities appearing on the right-hand side

of the equalities are defined over the 5D spacetime. On the left-side are the Type IIB

metric and fluxes involved in the truncation. If one substitutes the above prescription

in the equations of motion of Type IIB supergravity, one obtains the field equations of

5D Romans’ supergravity (3.7)–(3.9), with g2 =
√
2g1 and g1 = g.

As a comment that will be useful later, we note that in this dimensional reduction

the vacuum fluctuations from the two-form B are responsible for a non-trivial profile

of the three-fluxes in 10D, while the scalar X controls the deformations of the internal

space and of the five-form flux. From the above formulas we observe that for X = 1 and

B = 0 we reproduce the supersymmetric AdS5×S5 vacua (2.10) with radius L5 = g−1.

Finally, we point out that thanks to the formulas above, one can also use Romans

supergravity to describe fluctuations within AdS5 × S5/Zk vacua. In fact, as we dis-

cussed in section 2.2, the inclusion of KK monopoles in the D3 branes stack does not

modify the local structure of the vacuum. Instead, they affect the 10D spacetimes only

globally, through the orbifolding S3 → S3/Zk within the S5 geometry.
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4 New AdS2 solutions with two-form potentials

In this section we study AdS2 × S2 × I bulk geometries in 5D Romans supergrav-

ity. We explicitly solve the BPS equations in two situations: when the AdS2 and S2

warp factors scale in the same way, namely they have equal radii, and when they scale

differently. In both systems we are able to find solutions preserving half supersymme-

tries (BPS/2 in 5D), featured by two-form gauge potentials and the scalar field with a

non-trivial radial profile. In the case where AdS2 and S2 have the same radius we ob-

tain a domain wall-like solution interpolating between an asymptotically locally AdS5

geometry and a spacetime singularity. In the more complicated situation where AdS2

and S2 scale differently, we find a regular solution interpolating between locally AdS5

and an AdS2 × R3 geometry.

4.1 The Ansatz for bosonic fields

In this paper we consider half-BPS five-dimensional backgrounds described by the

following metrics

ds25 = e2U(ρ) ds2AdS2
+ dρ2 + e2W (ρ) ds2S2 , (4.1)

where ds2AdS2
and ds2S2 denote the unit radius metrics on AdS2 and S2, respectively.

Moreover, we suppose that the scalar field has the following non-trivial profile

X = X(ρ) . (4.2)

As far as the gauge sector is concerned, we take two two-forms of the type

Bα = bα(ρ) volAdS2 + cα(ρ) volS2 , (4.3)

and vanishing vectors Ai = A = 0.

We point out that the above Ansatz for the two-forms is over-determined. In fact,

from the equations of motion (3.8) we obtain the two relations

b2 = k b1 , c1 = −k c2 , (4.4)

where k is a real constant. The remaining functions b1 and c2 must satisfy

b′1 = −g1e2U−2WX−2c2 , c′2 = −g1e2W−2UX−2b1 . (4.5)

Given the conditions (4.4), we can now show that it is always possible to rotate the

fields Bα to set b2 and c1 to zero. As we mentioned in previous section, the action (3.1)
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and the equations of motion (3.7)–(3.9) are invariant under an SO(2) rotation of the

doublet Bα, namely(
B1

B2

)
7→

(
cos ξ − sin ξ

sin ξ cos ξ

)(
B1

B2

)
⇐⇒ B 7→ eiξB , (4.6)

where ξ is the parameter of the rotation. Also the supersymmetry variations (3.10) are

invariant if we, additionally, rotate the doublet of gamma matrices (Γ4,Γ5). A funda-

mental fact is that this rotation does not affect the combination Γ45, which remains

unaltered. If we now take ξ = − arctan(k) we obtain(
cos ξ − sin ξ

sin ξ cos ξ

)(
b1 volAdS2 − k c2 volS2

k b1 volAdS2 + c2 volS2

)
=

√
1 + k2

(
b1 volAdS2

c2 volS2

)
. (4.7)

In what follows, we shall employ this symmetry to set k = 0. With this choice the

two-forms are given by

B1 = b(ρ) volAdS2 and B2 = c(ρ) volS2 , (4.8)

where we introduced the notation b1 = b and c2 = c.

4.2 The Ansatz for the Killing spinor

Let’s now consider the prescription for the Killing spinor. As we mentioned pre-

viously, the SUSY parameters ϵx are 5D symplectic-Majorana spinors, which we will

take of the following general form6

ϵx = Y (ρ)
[
cos

(
θ(ρ)

)
I4δyx + sin

(
θ(ρ)

)
γ01(Γ5)

y
x

]
ϵ0y , (4.9)

where Y (ρ) and θ(ρ) are two real functions. We recall that the matrices (ΓI)
y
x , with

I = 1, . . . , 5, are the gamma matrices of the R-symmetry group USp(4)R ≃ Spin(5)R.

The spinor ϵ0x can be decomposed as follows

ϵ0x = eiφγ2 ϑx ⊗ ζx , (4.10)

where φ is a phase fixed by the Killing spinor equations. Here, ϑx = ϑx(x
µ̂) are four

Majorana Killing spinors on AdS2, while ζx = ζx(x
µ̃) is a set four symplectic-Majorana

Killing spinors on S2. Explicitly, these two-dimensional spinors satisfy the following

relations

ϑ∗
x = Bβ2ϑx , ∇̂µ̂ϑx =

κx
2
βµ̂ϑx and ζ∗x = ΩxyBρ2ζy , ∇̃µ̃ζx =

κ′x
2
ρ∗ρµ̃ζx ,

(4.11)

6We refer to Appendix A for our conventions on gamma matrices and index notations.
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where the 2D gamma matrices βµ̂ and ρµ̃ are defined as in (A.2). The first and the

third relations are respectively the Majorana and symplectic-Majorana conditions for

2D Lorentzian and Euclidean spinors. The matrices Bβ2 and Bρ2 are introduced in (A.7).

The second and four equations are the Killing spinor equations for spinors on AdS2

and S2 in D = 2. These equations are defined up to the signs κx, κ
′
x = ±1.

In this work, we study solutions breaking half of the supersymmetries of the AdS5

vacuum. To this aim, we will impose the projection condition

γ2(Γ45)
y
x ϵ

0
y = iϵ0x . (4.12)

As we are going to see, this condition, together with the above prescriptions for bosonic

fields and the Killing spinor, reproduces a consistent set of BPS equations.

4.3 The singular AdS2 × S2 domain wall

We start our analysis of BPS solutions by imposing U = W in the 5D metric (4.1).

This is equivalent to consider the following Ansatz on bosonic fields

ds25 = e2U(ρ)
(
ds2AdS2

+ ds2S2

)
+ dρ2 ,

B = b(ρ) volAdS2 + i c(ρ) volS2 ,

X = X(ρ) .

(4.13)

The quantities b and c in the complex two-form are related each other. This can

be seen by plugging the above prescription into Maxwell equations (4.5), leading to

c2 = b2 + constant. In what follows, we will then focus on backgrounds such that

b(ρ) = c(ρ) . (4.14)

We can now evaluate the SUSY variations (3.10) over this field configuration. First,

one can see that the Killing spinor (4.9) gets strongly simplified with the condition

U = W , namely

θ(ρ) = 0 , (4.15)

together with the condition κ′x = κx on the signs of the 2D Killing equations (4.11).

The Killing spinor boils down to the form

ϵx = Y eiφγ2 ϑx ⊗ ζx . (4.16)

Imposing the projection (4.12), from the condition of vanishing SUSY variations

we extract the following BPS equations

U ′ = −2W , X ′ = 2X2 ∂XW , b′ = − g b

X2
, Y ′ = −Y W , (4.17)
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where the superpotential W was given in (3.13). The phase φ is fixed by the following

condition

e−2iφγ2ϵx +
κxb e

−U
√
2X

(Γ5)
y
x ϵy = 0 . (4.18)

In the explicit representation (A.4) the matrix Γ5 is diagonal. In this basis the above

equations decouple and can be solved independently, leading to the following conditions

φ = 0 , b = κ
√
2XeU , κ1 = κ4 = −κ2 = −κ3 ≡ κ . (4.19)

It can be shown that the expression of b is consistent with the first-order equation

for b′ in (4.17). We can now integrate equations (4.17) introducing the following

reparametrization

dρ = eV (µ) dµ with e−V = 2X2 ∂XW . (4.20)

Expressed in this coordinate, the BPS equation for the scalar takes the form X ′ = 1.

We can choose the particular solution X = µ. The remaining BPS equations become

easily solvable, leading to the solution

e2U =
µ

g2(1− µ3)
, e2V =

9µ2

4g2(1− µ3)2
, b =

√
2µ3/2

g(1− µ3)1/2
, Y = eU/2 ,

(4.21)

where we set κ = 1, g2 =
√
2g and g1 = g, and fixed the integration constant in eU to a

convenient value. The solution is a BPS/2 domain wall defined along the µ coordinate.

As it is manifest from the non-trivial profile for b, this domain wall is charged under

the two-forms B1 and B2, respectively wrapping the AdS2 and S2 directions.

One can explicitly verify that a curvature singularity lies at µ = 0, while in µ = 1

the metric presents a conformal boundary, therefore we take the coordinate µ to range

in the interval µ ∈ [0, 1]. At the conformal boundary, the solution is asymptotically

locally AdS5. This can be observed by expanding the Ricci scalar in a neighborhood

of µ = 1, obtaining

R = −20g2 +O(µ− 1)2 , X = 1 +O(µ− 1) . (4.22)

These are precisely the Ricci scalar and the VEV of the field X at the AdS5 vacuum.

We stress that the vacuum geometry is reproduced only locally. This can be explicitly

observed noticing that the two-form B is non-zero in the asymptotics, thus breaking

the isometries of the AdS5 vacuum.
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4.4 A new Janus in AdS5

We now focus on five-dimensional geometries in which we allow the AdS2 and S2

factors to scale independently. Specifically, we consider the following prescription for

the fields,

ds25 = e2U(ρ) ds2AdS2
+ e2W (ρ) ds2S2 + dρ2 ,

B = b(ρ) volAdS2 + i c(ρ) volS2 ,

X = X(ρ) .

(4.23)

In order to obtain a consistent set of BPS equation, we need to employ the general

Ansatz for the Killing spinor (4.9), that we recall for the reader’s convenience:

ϵx = Y (ρ)
[
cos

(
θ(ρ)

)
I4δyx + sin

(
θ(ρ)

)
γ01(Γ5)

y
x

]
ϵ0y , (4.24)

where ϵ0x is given in (4.10). We stress that in this more general situation the Killing

spinor depends on two dynamical variables, Y (ρ) and θ(ρ). This is coherent with the

fact that we are considering two variables U and W for variations of AdS2 and S2

factors. This present situation is, of course, more involved than the case U = W

studied in previous section.

Given the above prescriptions, we are able to find a consistent set of BPS equations

imposing one projection condition, which is again the condition given in (4.12). It

follows that our solutions will be half-BPS in 5D, precisely as the previous case with

U = W . Evaluating the SUSY variations over the Ansatz (4.23) and specifying a

Killing spinor of the form (4.24), we obtain the following set of BPS equations

U ′ =
1

3 cos(2θ)

(
−2(2 + cos(4θ))W − 4 sin2(2θ)X ∂XW + κ e−U sin(2θ)

)
,

W ′ =
1

3 cos(2θ)

(
(−7 + cos(4θ))W + 2 sin2(2θ)X ∂XW + κ e−U sin(2θ)

)
,

X ′ =
X

3 cos(2θ)

(
(5 + cos(4θ))X ∂XW + 2 sin2(2θ)W − κ e−U sin(2θ)

)
,

Y ′ =
Ξ

6 cos(2θ)

(
−2(2 + cos(4θ))W − 4 sin2(2θ)X ∂XW + κ e−U sin(2θ)

)
,

θ′ = sin(2θ)
(
W −X ∂XW

)
,

(4.25)

where W is the superpotential (3.13). In these equations we have the freedom to choose

two signs, namely κ = ±1 and κ′ = ±1. These are defined as in (4.19) in terms of the

κx and κ′x appearing in the 2D Killing spinor equations (4.11).

In addition to the first-order equations, we find three algebraic constraints between

the dynamical variables. Two of them provide the two-form variables b and c in terms
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of the other fields,

b = 2
√
2κXeU −

√
2Xe2U

(
κ′ e−W cos(2θ) + 6W sin(2θ)

)
,

c = 2
√
2κ′XeW −

√
2Xe2W

cos(2θ)

(
κ e−U − 6W sin(2θ)

)
.

(4.26)

The third constraint is a consistency condition relating the dynamical flows of the

AdS2 and S
2 metric factors to the other quantities, namely the scalar X and the spinor

variable θ. The condition has the following form

−κ
2
+
κ′ eU−W

2
cos(2θ) + eU

(
2W +X ∂XW

)
sin(2θ) = 0 . (4.27)

In order to integrate the BPS equations, we will follow the same strategy employed

in [59]. First, from (4.25) we immediately observe that the standard relation Y = eU/2

for the overall spinor variable Y is still valid for this family of backgrounds. Then, as

a crucial observation, we point out that from the constraint (4.27) we can extract two

integrals of motion

C1 = eU−W cos(2θ) , C2 = eU sin(2θ)
(
2W +X ∂XW

)
. (4.28)

One can explicitly verify that C1 and C2 are constant along the flow by taking their

ρ-derivatives and imposing the BPS equations (4.25). The algebraic constraint (4.27)

can be then written as

−κ
2
+
κ′C1

2
+ C2 = 0 . (4.29)

At this point the strategy is to relate all the quantities to X and θ using (4.28). Directly

from (4.28) we immediately obtain the expressions for U and W ,

eU =
C2

gX
sin−1(2θ) , eW =

C2

g C1X
cot(2θ) . (4.30)

We can now use the equation for θ to trade the ρ coordinate for θ itself as

dρ =
2X2

g
sin−1(2θ) dθ . (4.31)

We are ready to solve the equation for X in (4.25). Using the explicit form of the

superpotential (3.13) and the expression for U in (4.30), the equation for X can be

exactly integrated, giving the following solution

X =
C

1/3
2 cos1/3(2θ) sin−2/3(2θ)(√

2C2C3 + (C2 − κ) log(cot θ) + C2 sin
−2(2θ) cos(2θ)

)1/3 , (4.32)

where C3 is an integration constant and θ ∈ (0, π
4
). The expressions for U , W , b and

c can be obtained plugging (4.32) in (4.30) and (4.26). Even if this solution seems to

reproduce a very intricate spacetime dependence, in what follows we will show that the

5D geometry can be written in a very simple form.
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4.4.1 The solution and its asymptotics

Our solution (4.32) is defined over the interval θ ∈ (0, π
4
). Let’s consider the

behavior near θ = π
4
. In this limit the scalar field behaves as

X−1 =
C

1/3
3

21/6
(
π
4
− θ

)1/3 +
21/3(2C2 − κ)

3C2C
2/3
3

(
θ − π

4

)2/3

+O
(
θ − π

4

)4/3

. (4.33)

Importantly, we observe that for C3 = 0 the scalar field becomes regular at this point,

X ∼ C
1/3
2

(2C2 − κ)1/3
≡ X0 . (4.34)

We can now show that in θ = π
4
the metric describes a regular AdS2 × R3 geometry.

To this aim, we point out that the constraint (4.29) can be rewritten as

2C2 − κ = −κ′C1 =⇒ C2
2X

−6
0 = C2

1 , (4.35)

where, we recall, κ and κ′ can be ±1. If we expand the metric around θ = π
4
and use

this condition we obtain

ds25 ∼
C2

2

g2X2
0

ds2AdS2
+

4X4
0

g2

(
dθ2 +

(
θ − π

4

)2

ds2S2

)
, (4.36)

where the second term is precisely the three-dimensional Euclidean space R3 in spherical

coordinates.

Given this regular behavior in the θ → π
4
limit, let us now consider the full bulk

solution. Introducing the auxiliary parameter

λ = 1− κ

C2

(4.37)

and using the constraint (4.29), we can write the two constants C1 and C2 as

C1 = − κ(1 + λ)

κ′(1− λ)
, C2 =

κ

1− λ
. (4.38)

The full solution can then be written as a family of AdS2 × S2 × I geometries defined

by λ ∈ (−1, 1). Their general form is given by

ds25 =
1

g2X2 sin2(2θ)

(
1

(1− λ)2
ds2AdS2

+ 4X6dθ2 +
cos2(2θ)

(1 + λ)2
ds2S2

)
,

X =

(
1 + λ

sin2(2θ)

cos(2θ)
log(cot θ)

)−1/3

,

B = −
√
2λ

g(1− λ)2
sin−1(2θ)

[
1 +

sin2(2θ)

cos(2θ)
log(cot θ)

]
volAdS2 ,

− i

√
2λ

g(1 + λ)2
cot(2θ)

[
1− sin2(2θ)

cos(2θ)
log(cot θ)

]
volS2 ,

(4.39)
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where we wrote the two-form fields in the complex notation.

We immediately observe that for λ = 0 we obtain the global AdS5 vacuum with

radius L2
5 = g−2, parameterized as

ds25 =
1

g2 sin2(2θ)

(
ds2AdS2

+ 4dθ2 + cos2(2θ)ds2S2

)
. (4.40)

For λ ̸= 0 the solution is locally AdS5 in the θ → 0 limit. In fact at the leading order

in θ → 0, the solution (4.39) can be written as

ds25 ∼
1

4g2θ2

(
1

(1− λ)2
ds2AdS2

+ 4dθ2 +
1

(1 + λ)2
ds2S2

)
,

X ∼ 1 ,

B ∼ − λ√
2g (1− λ)2 θ

volAdS2 − i
λ√

2g (1 + λ)2θ
volS2 .

(4.41)

In this limit the Ricci scalar reproduces the AdS5 behavior (4.22), namely R ∼ −20g2.

The contribution of the two-form to the equations of motion is then subleading with

respect to the metric, but still non-zero. For this reason the AdS5 isometries are

irremediably broken and the geometry is only locally AdS5 at θ = 0.

5 The Type IIB origin

In this section we discuss the interpretation of our 5D solutions in Type IIB. To this

aim, we provide the uplift to ten dimensions of both types of AdS2 × S2 × I solutions

constructed in the previous section, by making use of formulas of section 3.2.

As far as the singular solution (4.21) is regarded, we provide the exact brane

interpretation as the near-horizon of D1-F1-D5-NS5 defect branes ending on the D3-

KK system of Table 2. This brane setup was introduced in [29], where it was explicitly

shown that the near-horizon geometry is a class of AdS2 × S2 × S1 × S3/Zk solutions

fibered over two intervals. Here we provide the change of coordinates in 10D connecting

our singular domain wall to that near-horizon geometry.

A crucial property of the brane solution presented in [29] is the smearing of D1-F1-

D5-NS5 branes along the transverse directions of D3 branes. This property allows to

decouple the field equations of the two groups of branes. This implies that the entire

backreaction of D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes is breaking up the worldvolume isometries of D3

branes to the curved geometry

R1,3 −→ AdS2 × S2 , (5.1)
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where, importantly, AdS2 and S2 have the same radius. As it is argued for similar

supergravity setups [59], this property seems to be intimately related to the singular

behavior of the domain wall (4.21).

As we showed in section 2.2, D3 branes with KK monopoles are associated to

AdS5 × S5/Zk vacua, defining the ambient four-dimensional SCFT. The intersection

D1-F1-D5-NS5 ends on the worldvolume of the D3s, breaking its conformal isometries

through a spacetime dependent deformation. The result is a superconformal quantum

mechanics describing a line defect within the 4D SCFT [29].

Unfortunately, we are not able to provide a precise brane interpretation for our

regular Janus solutions (4.39). Nevertheless we point out that the Type IIB uplift is

still described by solutions of the type AdS2 × S2 × S1 × S3/Zk. The main difference

now is that the singularity is smoothed out by allowing AdS2 and S2 to have different

radii. This seems to suggest that the brane setup is still the same described above, but

this time with D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes considered fully-localized in their transverse space

(see [59, 73, 74] for a similar discussion for AdS3 × S3 backgrounds in M-theory).

5.1 The D1-F1-D5-NS5-KK-D3 system

Let’s start with the Type IIB origin of the singular domain wall (4.21). To this

aim, we first compute the uplift using formulas of section 3.2. From equations (3.15)

and (3.16), we obtain the following 10D geometry

ds210 =
µ∆1/2

g2(1− µ3)

(
ds2AdS2

+ ds2S2

)
+

9µ2∆1/2

4g2(1− µ3)2
dµ2

+ g−2∆−1/2
[
µ∆ dα2 + µ2 sin2α dψ2 + µ−1 cos2α ds2S3

]
,

(5.2)

with ∆ = µ−2 sin2α+µ cos2α. This metric describes an AdS2×S2×S1×S3 spacetime

fibered over two intervals parameterized by the coordinates (µ, α). The corresponding

fluxes are given by

G(3) = − µ3/2 e−iψ

g2(1− µ3)1/2

[
c dα− is dψ +

3s

2µ(1− µ3)
dµ

]
∧ (volAdS2 + i volS2) ,

F(5) = (1 + ⋆(10))

[
3µ2(µ3c2 + s2 + 1)

g4(1− µ3)3
dµ− 2sc

g4(1− µ3)
dα

]
∧ volAdS2 ∧ volS2 ,

(5.3)

where we used the notation s = sinα and c = cosα. At the extrema of µ ∈ [0, 1]

the solution reproduces the AdS5 × S5 vacuum and a curvature singularity. Following

what observed in section 3.2, by topological substitution S3 → S3/Zk, we can generate

AdS2 × S2 × S1 × S3/Zk solutions with AdS5 × S5/Zk asymptotics. We stress that

there is no supersymmetry enhancement in the asymptotic limit because the AdS5

vacua geometry are realized only locally, and not globally.
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Let’s now discuss the D-brane interpretation of this Type IIB solution. In what

follows, we show that it is related by a coordinates change to the near-horizon geometry

of a precise brane system. The idea is to consider a stack of D3s with KK monopoles

(see section 2.2) and to intersect it with a suitable bound state of D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes.

This intersection was introduced in [29] and is depicted in Table 3. Let’s summarize

the main features of this brane setup. We may start writing the general metric of the

branes t u θ1 θ2 y z ψ r φ1 φ2

D3 × × × × − − − − − −
KK × × × × × × ISO − − −
D1 × − − − × − − − − −
F1 × − − − − × − − − −
D5 × − − − × − × × × ×
NS5 × − − − − × × × × ×

Table 3. Brane system from [29] describing D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes ending on D3-KK branes.

Our 5D domain wall (4.21) describes the near-horizon limit of this system when D1-F1-D5-

NS5 charges are smeared along the internal directions of the vacuum.

intersection

ds210 = H
−1/2
3

[
−H−1/2

1 H−1
F1H

−1/2
5 dt2 +H

1/2
1 H

1/2
5 HNS5

(
du2 + u2ds2S2

)]
+H

1/2
3

[
H

−1/2
1 H

−1/2
5 HNS5dy

2 +H
1/2
1 H−1

F1H
1/2
5 dz2

]
+H

1/2
3 H

1/2
1 H

−1/2
5

[
H−1

KK

(
dψ + 2−1QKKω

)2
+HKK

(
dr2 + r2ds2

S̃2

)]
,

(5.4)

where for the D3-KK system we use the same notations7 of section 2.2. Specifically,

we consider H3 = H3(y, z, r) and HKK = HKK(r). We remind again that we can turn

off the KK monopoles reproducing supersymmetry enhancement and a round S3.

Let’s now consider the charge distributions of D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes. We point

out that their presence breaks the isometries on the D3 worldvolume. To keep this

into account, we introduced the coordinates (u, θ1, θ2) on the space R3
u where D1-

F1-D5-NS5 branes are localized. We then suppose that they are smeared along the

directions (y, z, ψ,R3
r). In other words, we require that D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes are

entirely localized within the worldvolume of the D3s. Concretely, we assume that

7Here we denote with S̃2, parameterized by (φ1, φ2), the two-sphere transverse to D3 branes, in

order to distinguish it from the S2 parameterized by (θ1, θ2), that turns out to belong to the 5D

domain wall.
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H1(u), HF1(u), HNS5(u), H5(u). From this assumption it follows that the equations

of motion for the D3-KK system and those for D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes decouple [29].

Specifically, one gets the harmonic functions

H1 = HNS5 = 1 +
Q1

u
and HF1 = H5 = 1 +

QF1

u
, (5.5)

where Q1 and QF1 are parameters in relation to the quantized charges of the cor-

responding branes. We observe that we can introduce a near-horizon limit u → 0,

corresponding to zooming in on D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes. The above geometry takes the

following form [29]

ds210 = Q
3/2
1 Q

1/2
F1 H

−1/2
3

(
ds2AdS2

+ ds2S2

)
+Q

1/2
1 Q

−1/2
F1 H

1/2
3

(
dy2 + dz2

)
+Q

1/2
1 Q

−1/2
F1 H

1/2
3

(
H−1

KK(dψ + 2−1QKKω)
2 +HKK

(
dr2 + r2ds2

S̃2

))
.

(5.6)

We thus observe that, in the u→ 0 limit, the unique effect of these branes is to deform

the D3 worldvolume to AdS2 × S2. This is particularly evident by comparing this

solution with the geometry (2.6) of the pure D3-KK system. We point out that this

fact is due to our assumption on the smearing of D1-F1-D5-NS5, that also implies that

the transverse space of D3s remains the same after intersecting D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes.

We can now specify this backgrounds to the semi-localized solution (2.7) for D3-KK

branes and perform the change of coordinate (2.8). The solution (5.6) becomes [29]

ds210 = Q
3/2
1 Q

1/2
F1 H

−1/2
3

(
ds2AdS2

+ ds2S2

)
+Q

1/2
1 Q

−1/2
F1 H

1/2
3

(
dµ2 + µ2ds2S5/Zk

)
,

H3 = 1 +
4πQKKQ3

µ4
,

(5.7)

where the S5/Zk metric has the form (2.5). Following the same logic of section 2.2,

we can finally take the µ → 0 limit obtaining a locally AdS5 × S5/Zk geometry. This

analysis is performed explicitly in [29], including the derivation of fluxes.

In what follows we show that our 5D singular domain wall can be precisely mapped

in (5.6). If we go back to the Type IIB uplift (5.2) and we compare it with the near-

horizon geometry (5.6), we obtain the following relations8

r =
e2Uc2X−1

4Q2
F1QKKg2

, z + iy =
i eiψs b√
2 g QF1

, (5.9)

8In order to perform the mapping precisely, we need to rescale all the fields in [29] in order to set

Φ = 0, as required in [60]. To do this, we exploit the following symmetry of Type IIB supergravity

dŝ2s.f. = λ2ds2s.f. , eΦ̂ = λ2eΦ , B̂(2) = λ2B(2) , F̂(n) = λn−3F(n) , (5.8)

with n = 1, 3, 5 and λ a strictly positive constant.

– 22 –



where on the right-hand side we have the 5D quantities e2U , X and b defined by

our solution (4.21). In order to realize the mapping one also needs to impose the

identification

H3 =
Q1Q

3
F1

e4U∆
. (5.10)

Notice that the above expression for H3 is equivalent to the semi-localized solution for

D3-KK system9 (2.7) once we impose the explicit 5D solution (4.21).

We then showed that the 5D singular domain wall (4.21) describes the physics of

D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes intersecting the D3-KK bound state, studied in [29].

5.2 The 10D Janus

Let’s compute the uplift to Type IIB of the regular Janus solution (4.39). Using

formulas (3.15) we obtain the following geometry

ds210 =
∆1/2

g2X2 sin2(2θ)

[
(1− λ)−2ds2AdS2

+ 4X6dθ2 + (1 + λ)−2 cos2(2θ)ds2S2

]
+ g−2∆−1/2

[
X∆ dα2 +X2 sin2α dψ2 +X−1 cos2α ds2S3

]
,

X =

(
1 + λ

sin2(2θ)

cos(2θ)
log(cot θ)

)−1/3

,

(5.11)

with ∆ = X−2 sin2α+X cos2α. This metric describes a one-parameter class of AdS2×
S2 ×S1 ×S3 backgrounds fibered over two intervals, parameterized by the coordinates

(θ, α). As in the previous case, the round S3 can be substituted by the orbifold S3/Zk.
The 10D fluxes have the general form of the uplift (3.16),

G(3) = −2−1/2g−1e−iψ (c dα− is dψ) ∧B − 2−1/2g−1se−iψdB ,

F̃(5) =
cot2(2θ)

2g4(1− λ2)2X7

[
8F5X

5

sin3(2θ)
dθ − 3csX ′

sin(2θ)
dα

]
∧ volAdS2 ∧ volS2 ,

(5.12)

where we employed the notations s = sinα, c = cosα, F5 = (X2c2 + X−1s2 + X−1)

and F(5) = (1 + ⋆(10))F̃(5). The complex three-flux G(3) explicitly depends on the 5D

two-form (4.39) that we may recall here,

B = −
√
2λ

g(1− λ)2
sin−1(2θ)

[
1 +

sin2(2θ)

cos(2θ)
log(cot θ)

]
volAdS2 ,

− i

√
2λ

g(1 + λ)2
cot(2θ)

[
1− sin2(2θ)

cos(2θ)
log(cot θ)

]
volS2 .

(5.13)

9The equation of motion for H3, written in (3.11) of [29] is satisfied by (5.10) once we impose the

explicit 5D solution.
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First, we point out that for λ = 0 we recover the global AdS5 × S5/Zk vacua, while

for λ ̸= 0 the uplifted solution describes a 10D Janus solution interpolating between

θ = 0 and θ = π
4
. Applying the results obtained in five dimensions, we recover locally

AdS5 × S5/Zk vacua for θ → 0 and a regular background AdS2 × R3 × S1 × S3/Zk
fibered over the interval in the limit θ → π

4
.

Unfortunately, we are not able to find a brane solution whose near-horizon limit

is equivalent to (5.11). Nevertheless, we observe that the amount of supersymmetry

preserved and the topology, AdS2 × S2 × S1 × S3/Zk, are the same as the singular

solution (5.2). This leads us to suppose that our two 5D solutions may have a similar

brane origin in Type IIB. The crucial difference with respect to the singular case is that

the AdS2 and S
2 factors scale differently, allowing the S2 to shrink smoothly in θ = π

4
.

These facts suggest the possibility that the brane setup underlying our Janus solution is

still represented by the D1-F1-D5-NS5-KK-D3 intersection depicted in Table 3 and by

a general 10D metric of the type (5.4). In order to obtain a near-horizon geometry with

a different scaling between AdS2 and S
2 variations, one should modify the prescription

over the charge distribution of defect branes D1-F1-D5-NS5. For instance, with the

more general prescription

H1 = H1(u, z, r) , HF1 = HF1(u, y, r) , H5 = H5(u, z) , HNS5 = HNS5(u, y) ,

(5.14)

defect brane charges are fully-localized, namely they are localized within the space R3
u

and along the transverse directions of D3 branes (y, z,R3
r). Given this more general

assumption, the technical challenge is providing a particular solution for (5.14) that

admit AdS2 and AdS5 limits in a suitable combination of coordinates (u, y, z, r). In this

case in fact, the field equations for defect and mother branes do not separate anymore

(see the discussion after (5.4)), implying that we cannot take independently the two

near-horizon limits.

6 Holographic calculations

In this section we perform the holographic computation of the on-shell action of the

Janus solution constructed in section 4.4 and we study the one-point functions of the

holographic field theory. The methods used in this section follow the prescriptions of

the holographic renormalization [75, 76]. Before starting with our analysis, let’s remind

the logic underlying this holographic procedure.

Our Janus solution is characterized by a locally AdS5 asymptotic geometry, there-

fore we claim that a four-dimensional SCFT is defined at the boundary. As usual, the

presence of non-vanishing fields in the bulk reflects in deformations in the boundary
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CFT, obtained by adding relevant operators and, possibly, turning on vacuum expec-

tation values (VEVs) for these. The AdS/CFT dictionary [77, 78] states a one-to-one

correspondence between operators on the boundary and fields in the bulk, identifying

the sources of the former with the value on the boundary of the latter. Additionally,

the string theory partition function, as a functional of the boundary values ϕ0, equals

the CFT generating function of correlators. In the saddle-point approximation, this re-

lation becomesWCFT[ϕ0] = −Son-shell[ϕ0], whereWCFT[ϕ0] is the generator of connected

correlation functions and Son-shell[ϕ0] is the supergravity on-shell action. It follows that

the on-shell action can be used as a functional generator for the correlators of the CFT.

In quantum field theory correlation functions suffer from UV divergences, which

are mirrored by the IR (i.e. near-boundary) divergences appearing on the gravity side.

This divergent behavior is caused by two different contributions: first, the bulk action

diverges due to the infinite volume of the spacetime M and, second, the Gibbons–

Hawking–York term is ill-defined because the induced metric on ∂M diverges. In order

to circumvent this issue and to obtain a finite on-shell action one needs to systematically

remove all the divergences. Such a result can be achieved applying the holographic

renormalization procedure [75, 76].

This approach starts with a regularization prescription realized imposing a cut-

off in the spacetime, integrating the bulk action up to the cutoff, and evaluating the

corresponding boundary terms. This computation, which is performed in the near-

boundary region, relies on the series expansion in the cutoff parameter of the metric

and the additional fields. The leading contributions play the role of sources in the dual

field theory. The regularized action contains a finite set of terms that diverge when

the cutoff is removed. Taking care of these infinities is the purpose of the second part

of the procedure, the renormalization. As it happens in quantum field theory, we can

cancel the divergences order-by-order introducing appropriate local covariant countert-

erms, which, in our case, can be entirely expressed in terms of the induced boundary

metric and fields, evaluated at the cutoff [76]. Once the counterterms are added to the

regularized action,10 the cutoff can be removed and the resulting renormalized action

turns out to be finite.

By construction, the renormalized on-shell action is invariant under bulk diffeo-

morphisms, except for the ones that generate Weyl transformations of the boundary

metric.11 Conformal invariance of the field theory defined on the boundary can possibly

be broken, thus leading to the emergence of conformal anomalies. These anomalies are

10One can always decide to include additional finite counterterms, which translates in choosing a

different renormalization scheme.
11The CFT on the boundary is endowed with a conformal class of metrics [g0], but the renormaliza-

tion procedure dictates to select a representative g0, thus breaking explicitly the conformal invariance.
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closely related to logarithmically divergent terms in the action and, for this reason,

appear only when the boundary is even-dimensional [75, 76].

Following the logic outlined above, we devote the first part of this section to the

analysis of the near-boundary behavior of our Janus solution (4.39). In the second

part, we explicitly compute the renormalized on-shell action. Finally, in the last part

we make some considerations regarding the conformal weight of the CFT dual operators

and calculate their one-point function.

6.1 The boundary expansion

As we mentioned in the opening of this section, the first ingredients required for our

computation are the expansions of the fields in a region close to the boundary. Since

the Janus solution (4.39) is asymptotically locally AdS5, we can employ the Fefferman–

Graham (FG) expansion to study the 5D metric near the boundary. In general, the

FG expansion near the boundary has the form

ds25 =
1

z2
(
dz2 + gij(z, x) dx

idxj
)
, (6.1)

where the boundary is located at z = 0 and the metric tensor gij admits the following

series expansion in powers of z

g(z, x) = g0(x) + z2g2(x) + z4
[
g4(x) + log z g̃4(x) + log2z ĝ4(x)

]
+O(z5) . (6.2)

The terms involving odd power of z are expected to vanish up to order z4, while the log-

arithmic contributions at z4 are required because the boundary is even-dimensional [75]

(see also [79]). We expect for the scalar field X and the two-forms Bα the following

asymptotic expansions

X(z, x) = 1 + z2
[
X2(x) + log z X̃2(x)

]
+O(z3) ,

Bα(z, x) = z−1Bα
−1(x) + z

[
Bα

1 (x) + log z B̃α
1 (x)

]
+O(z2) ,

(6.3)

where Bα
−1, B

α
1 and B̃α

1 are two-forms living on the boundary. Although these expan-

sions are not the most general ones (see [80] for an example in D = 6), they still capture

the asymptotic behavior of our Janus solution, as will be clear shortly.

We now focus on our explicit solution (4.39) and put it into the FG form. This

computation is crucial to extract from the expansion the various holographic quantities

of our solution, such as the anomalies and the one-point functions. The Fefferman–

Graham expansion can be obtained expressing the coordinate θ in (4.39) in terms of

the FG coordinate z. The comparison of the two metrics leads to12

dz

z
=

2X2dθ

sin(2θ)
. (6.4)

12From now on, we will set to one the radius of the AdS5 vacuum, hence g = 1.
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Since the above equation cannot be solved analytically, we will search for a solution in

a neighborhood of the boundary. To this end, we expand the right-hand side around

θ = 0, integrate term by term and expand again the exponential of the result. In this

way we obtain the perturbative expansion

z(θ) = θ +
1

3
θ3
(
1− 2λ+ 4λ log θ

)
+

1

90
θ5
(
12− 20λ+ 45λ2

+ 60λ(2− 3λ) log θ + 280λ2 log2θ
)
+O(θ6) ,

(6.5)

that can be inverted as

θ(z) = z − 1

3
z3
(
1− 2λ+ 4λ log z

)
+

1

90
z5
(
18− 60λ− 5λ2

+ 20λ(6− 7λ) log z + 200λ2 log2z
)
+O(z6) .

(6.6)

Plugging this expression in the various functions describing our solution (4.39) we

obtain

e2U =
1

4(1− λ)2z2
+

3− 2λ

6(1− λ)2
+

[9− 3λ2 − 12λ(4− λ) log z − 8λ2 log2z]z2

36(1− λ)2
+O(z3) ,

e2W =
1

4(1 + λ)2z2
− 3 + 2λ

6(1 + λ)2
+

[9− 3λ2 + 12λ(4 + λ) log z − 8λ2 log2z]z2

36(1 + λ)2
+O(z3) ,

b = − λ√
2(1− λ)2z

− [3− 2λ− 4(3− λ) log z]λz

3
√
2(1− λ)2

+O(z2) , (6.7)

c = − λ√
2(1 + λ)2z

+
[3 + 2λ− 4(3 + λ) log z]λz

3
√
2(1 + λ)2

+O(z2) ,

X = 1 +
4λ

3
z2 log z +

8λ2

9
z4 +O(z5) .

With these expansions, we are now ready for the renormalization of the on-shell action.

6.2 The on-shell action

We may start rewriting the gravity action employing the equations of motion.

Using the third Maxwell equation and substituting the expression for the Ricci scalar

R coming from the Einstein equations, the on-shell bulk action reads

Sbulk =
1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
M

d5x
√
−G

(
2

3
V +

1

12
X−2Bα

µνB
αµν

)
, (6.8)

where now we called G the five-dimensional metric to avoid confusion with the near-

boundary metric (6.2). In order to reproduce a well-posed variational problem, we need

to add the Gibbons–Hawking–York (GHY) term

SGHY =
1

8πG
(5)
N

∫
∂M

d4x
√
−hhijKij (6.9)
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Here, hij is the induced boundary metric and Kij its extrinsic curvature tensor.

Since on-shell action is divergent, we need to add counterterms on the boundary

to subtract the divergent terms and renormalize it. The detailed construction is shown

in Appendix B, here we report the total divergence

Sdiv =
1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
d4x

√
−g0

{
6ϵ−4 + log ϵ

[
1

12
R[g0]

2 − 1

4
Rij[g0]R

ij[g0]

− 1

8
tr
(
g−1
0 Ric[g0]g

−1
0 Bα

−1g
−1
0 Bα

−1

)
+ 3X̃2

2

]} (6.10)

and the expression for the total counterterm

Sc.t. =
1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
∂M

d4x
√
−h

{
−6− 1

2
R[h]− 6(1−X)2 − log ϵ

[
1

12
R[h]2

− 1

4
Rij[h]R

ij[h] +
1

16
tr
[
(h−1Bα)2(h−1Bβ)2

]]
− 3

log ϵ
(1−X)2

}
.

(6.11)

As we mentioned in the introduction, the logarithmic divergences in the above expres-

sion are related to the conformal anomalies of the theory. Specifically, the gravitational

anomaly reproduces its standard expression (see [75]), while the remaining terms are

due to matter. The scalar anomaly agrees with the result of [81], while the one coming

from the B form, to the best of our knowledge, has never been constructed before.

To validate its expression one should compare it with the VEV of the trace of the

stress–energy tensor, which captures the whole set of anomalies of the theory.

We can now define the regularized on-shell action by adding the counterterms to

the on-shell bulk action integrated for θ ≥ ϵ and to the boundary term (SGHY + Sc.t.)

evaluated at θ = ϵ. It can be shown that in the regularized action all the divergences

cancel out and we can then take the ϵ → 0 limit and obtain the renormalized on-shell

action

Sren = − 1

16πG
(5)
N

· 1 + 4λ2

4(1− λ2)2
Vol(AdS2)Vol(S

2) . (6.12)

When λ is set to zero we recover the the on-shell action for the global AdS5. Subtracting

this value from (6.12) gives the on-shell action for the defect solution (4.39)

Sren(defect) = − 1

16πG
(5)
N

· λ
2(6− λ2)

4(1− λ2)2
Vol(AdS2)Vol(S

2) . (6.13)

As a last comment, we stress that all the computations were performed in the

Lorentzian signature. The Euclidean on-shell action, which is the one entering in the

gravitational path integral, is related by SE ↔ −Sren, where the volume of AdS must

be replaced by the volume of its Euclidean counterpart.
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6.3 Conformal dimensions, one-point functions and VEVs

Before discussing the correlation functions in the holographic field theory, let’s

compute the conformal dimensions of the operators corresponding to the scalar X and

to the tensor field B. These can be obtained from the linearized equations of motion

near the AdS5 boundary. By inserting X − 1 ∼ z∆X into (3.9) we derive

∆X(∆X − 4) = −4 , (6.14)

that implies that the dual operator has conformal dimension ∆X = 2. Thus we expect

that the VEV of the operator dual to the scalar field is proportional to the coefficient

of the z2 term in the FG expansion of X, which agrees with the explicit computation

below. Analogously, if we plug Bij ∼ z∆B−2 in (B.9) we obtain

(∆B − 2)2 = 1 (6.15)

and so ∆B = 3 for the operator dual to B.

We remind that the boundary fields associated to the leading terms in the FG

expansion (as g0, X̃2 and Bα
−1 in (6.1), (6.3)) correspond to the sources for the dual

operators. Once we have identified the sources, we can compute the associated one-

point functions, that are defined in a standard way [76, 81]. Starting with the scalar

X we have

⟨OX⟩ =
1√
−g0

δSren

δX̃2

= lim
ϵ→0

(
log ϵ

ϵ2
1√
−h

δSsub

δX

)
, (6.16)

where Ssub = Sreg+Sc.t. and Sreg is the sum of the bulk action and GHY term computed

with the cut-off ϵ. Explicitly, δSGHY = 0, while the bulk action gives

δSbulk =
1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
M

d5x
[√

−G E(X) δX − ∂µ
(√

−G 6X−2 ∂µX δX
)]
, (6.17)

where E(X) is a term proportional to the EOMs for the scalarX and, therefore, vanishes

when computed on-shell. We shall now apply Gauss’s theorem∫
M

d5x
√
−G∇µV

µ =

∮
∂M

d4x
√
−hnµV µ , (6.18)

where nµ is the outward-pointing normal vector to ∂M with unit norm and h is the

determinant of the induced metric. In our case nµ = −z−1δzµ, hence

δSbulk =
1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
∂M

d4x
√
−h

(
6X−2z ∂zX δX

)
. (6.19)
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Finally, we have
1√
−h

δSreg

δX
=

1

16πG
(5)
N

(
6X−2ϵ ∂ϵX

)
. (6.20)

The counterterm (6.11) gives

1√
−h

δSc.t.

δX
=

1

16πG
(5)
N

[
12(1−X) +

6

log ϵ
(1−X)

]
, (6.21)

We can finally compute the one-point function for the scalar, obtaining the following

result:

⟨OX⟩ =
1

16πG
(5)
N

lim
ϵ→0

[
log ϵ

ϵ2

(
− ϵ2

log ϵ
6X2 +O(ϵ3)

)]
=

1

16πG
(5)
N

(−6X2) . (6.22)

We can thus observe that the operator dual to the scalar field acquires a non-zero VEV,

breaking the conformal invariance, as expected from the presence of the defect.

The one-point function of the current dual to the two-form is

⟨J ijα ⟩ =
1√
−g0

δSren

δBα
−1 ij

= lim
ϵ→0

(
1

ϵ5
1√
−h

δSsub

δBα
ij

)
, (6.23)

while the one-point function of the stress–energy tensor of the dual theory is defined as

⟨Tij⟩ =
−2√
−g0

δSren

δgij0
= lim

ϵ→0

(
1

ϵ2
−2√
−h

δSsub

δhij

)
= lim

ϵ→0

(
1

ϵ2
Tij[h]

)
, (6.24)

where Tij[h] is the boundary stress–energy tensor. This tensor can be decomposed as

Tij[h] = T reg
ij [h] + T c.t.

ij [h] , with T reg
ij [h] = − 1

8πG
(5)
N

(
Kij −Khij

)
, (6.25)

where K = hklKkl is the trace of the extrinsic curvature tensor. Unfortunately, these

last two correlators cannot be derived explicitly from the renormalized action that we

presented. This is due to the fact that, to construct the counterterms, we made use of

the equations of motion of the theory, that for our solution give rise to a constraint (see

equation (B.4)) among the matter fields. Even if this condition greatly simplifies the

computation, it also causes the loss of some information, making impossible to recover

the off-shell renormalized action, needed to compute the dual stress–energy tensor. We

expect that this issue would be overcome if we considered the more general expression

for the action, without truncating the vectors Ai,A to zero. Such a computation is

beyond the scope of the present work.
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7 Conclusions

In this paper we constructed new families of AdS2 × S2 × I solutions to the five-

dimensional N = 4 SU(2)×U(1) Romans’ supergravity, characterized by non-vanishing

two-forms and a real scalar field . These backgrounds are supersymmetric, in particular

they preserve half of the total number of supercharges, and exhibit different behaviors

according to the scaling of the AdS2 and the S2 warp factors. When they have the

same radius, the solution describes a domain wall interpolating between an asymptot-

ically locally AdS5 geometry and a spacetime singularity. When the two spaces scale

differently, the resulting geometry is a regular Janus that interpolates between AdS5

and a smooth AdS2 ×R3 geometry. Remarkably, the latter system can be written as a

one-parameter family of deformations of the global AdS5, which is recovered when the

parameter is set to zero.

By means of the truncation Ansatz developed in [60], we can uplift our solutions to

D = 10 and embed them in Type IIB supergravity. Both classes give rise to BPS/2 con-

figurations described by AdS2×S2×S1×S3 geometries fibered over two intervals, with

AdS5 × S5 asymptotics. Additionally, the three-sphere can be replaced by its orbifold

counterpart S3/Zk as in (2.5), further halving the number of preserved supercharges

and yielding an AdS5 × S5/Zk asymptotic geometry. The 10D solutions present the

same behavior of the lower-dimensional geometries: while the 5D configurations with

equal radii give rise to singular domain walls in Type IIB, the uplifted Janus solutions

are smooth everywhere.

The uplifted solution allows us to provide the Type IIB origin of the 5D domain

wall background. In particular, the resulting geometry can be engineered intersecting a

stack of D3 branes, with the addition of KK monopoles, with a suitable bound state of

defect D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes, as first presented and discussed in [29]. In fact, through

an appropriate change of coordinates, the near-horizon of the latter (5.6) can be shown

to perfectly match with the uplifted domain wall (5.2). A key aspect in this construction

is that the charges of D1-F1-D5-NS5 branes are smeared along the transverse directions

of D3 branes, which, as final result, implies that the D3 branes worldvolume is deformed

by the defect branes to the product AdS2×S2, the two of them having equal radii. On

the other hand, we were not able to provide the brane picture underlying our Janus

solution. However, the similarities shared with the domain wall seems to suggest that

the brane setup could be the same, but with the defect branes fully-localized in the D3

branes transverse space.

In the last section of the paper we study our Janus solutions holographically. Specif-

ically, we compute the on-shell action and the one-point function. To do so, we apply

the standard techniques of holographic renormalization.
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This work opens up several potential directions for future exploration. Below, we

ouline three of them. The first immediate research trajectory is to study in detail

the superconformal quantum mechanics associated with the line defect of the solutions

(4.39). This direction has already been explored for similar AdS2 backgrounds in string

theory with the same amount of supersymmetry [29, 33, 82–84]. To this aim, a very

important step forward would be providing a clear brane picture of the uplift (5.11)

of our 5D Janus. In relation to this last point, a second interesting direction involves

investigating possible connections between line defects and black holes. Specifically,

our AdS2 × S2 × I regular solution should be embedded within a more general 5D

solution, where the bulk excitations also depend on the radial coordinate of AdS2.

Such a solution might represent a novel type of AdS5 black hole.

Finally, a third intriguing direction is to explore potential connections with recent

developments in the Swampland program. In [85], a notion of distance between stringy

AdS solutions is introduced. It would be interesting to test this framework with varia-

tions over AdS5 ×S5 vacua expressed as deformations of the geometry AdS2 ×S2, and

with the contribution of flux variations associated to the two-form fields.
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A Spinor conventions

In this appendix we introduce the representations used for gamma matrices. More-

over, we summarize the main features of symplectic-Majorana spinors in five dimen-

sions. As a general rule, we use Greek letters for curved indices and Latin indices for

the flat bases. Given the general prescription (4.1) for the 5D geometry, the curved

coordinates are given by xµ = (t, u, ρ, θ1, θ2). The AdS2 and S2 metrics are then taken

as it follows

ds2AdS2
= −u2 dt2 + du2

u2
and ds2S2 = dθ21 + sin2θ1 dθ

2
2 . (A.1)

The flat basis is then labeled by Latin indices a = 0, . . . , 5. We also introduce 2D

bases for AdS2 and S2. For corresponding curved and flat indices we use the subscript

µ̂ = (t, u) and â = (0, 1) for AdS2 indices, and µ̃ = (θ1, θ2) and ã = (1, 2) for S2.
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A.1 Gamma matrix representations

The 5D Lorentzian gamma matrices γa satisfy the fundamental relation {γa, γb} =

2ηab. For these matrices we choose the following decomposition [86]

γâ = βâ ⊗ ρ∗ , γ2 = β∗ ⊗ ρ∗ , γã = I2 ⊗ ρã , (A.2)

where βâ are the 2D Lorentzian gamma matrices and ρã the 2D Euclidean gamma

matrices. The chiral matrices are defined as β∗ = −β0β1 and ρ∗ = −iρ1ρ2. For lower-

dimensional gamma matrices, βâ and ρã, we use the following representation in terms

of the Pauli matrices σ1,2,3,

β0 = iσ1 , β1 = σ2 , and ρ1 = σ1 , ρ2 = σ2 , (A.3)

which gives β∗ = σ3 and ρ∗ = σ3 . This choice implies that γ01234 = −i I4.
In SUSY variations (3.10) gamma matrices ΓI associated to the R-symmetry group

Spin(5)R ≃ USp(4)R appear. These are five-dimensional Euclidean gamma matrices

satisfying the relation {ΓI ,ΓJ} = 2δIJ . In the SUSY variations the index I is then split

as I = (i, α). A useful representation for these matrices is

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

Γ4 = −σ3 ⊗ σ2 , Γ5 = −σ3 ⊗ σ3 .
(A.4)

With this choice the skew-symmetric matrix Ωxy used to raise the USp(4)R index x

(see [70] for more details) takes the explicit form

Ωxy = Ωxy = iσ1 ⊗ σ2 . (A.5)

For the above choice, one has that Γ12345 = I4.

A.2 Symplectic-Majorana spinors in D = 5

The components of the SUSY parameter ϵx in (3.10) are organized in N = 4

symplectic-Majorana spinors. These are defined by the following condition

ϵ∗x = ΩxyB ϵy , (A.6)

where x, y are USp(4)R indices and the matrix Ωxy was introduced above. The matrix

B is related to the five-dimensional charge conjugation matrix C by the condition B =

i Cγ0. Given the decomposition (A.2), consistency requires matrix B to splits as13

B = Bβ2 ⊗ Bρ2 . (A.7)

We may recall the properties that the B matrix has to satisfy [87]

13If we choose to have Majorana spinors also along S2, then we have B = Bβ
2 ⊗ (Bρ

2ρ∗). However,

this possibility does not seem to be consistent.
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• D = 5 (Lorentzian)

(γa)
∗ = −BγaB−1 , B∗B = −I4 . (A.8)

• D = 2 (Lorentzian)

(βâ)
∗ = Bβ2βâ(B

β
2 )

−1 , (Bβ2 )∗B
β
2 = +I2 ,

β∗ = −β0β1 , (Bβ2β∗)∗ = (Bβ2β∗)−1 .
(A.9)

• D = 2 (Euclidean)

(ρã)
∗ = −Bρ2 ρã (B

ρ
2)

−1 , (Bρ2)∗ Bρ = −I2 ,
ρ∗ = −iρ1ρ2 , (Bρ2 ρ∗)∗ = (Bρ2 ρ∗)−1 .

(A.10)

B The construction of counterterms

In this appendix, we summarize the computation of the counterterms required by

the holographic renormalization procedure. We begin assuming a Fefferman–Graham

expansion of the fields, as in equations (6.1)–(6.3). As a consequence, the five-dimensional

Ricci tensor decomposes as [75, 76]

Rij = Rij[g] +
1

2
g′ikg

klg′lj −
1

4
g′ij tr(g

−1g′)− 1

2
g′′ij +

1

2
z−1

(
3g′ij + gij tr(g

−1g′)
)
− 4z−2gij ,

Riz =
1

2
gjk∇kg

′
ij −

1

2
gjk∇ig

′
jk , (B.1)

Rzz =
1

4
tr(g−1g′g−1g′)− 1

2
tr(g−1g′′) +

1

2
z−1 tr(g−1g′)− 4z−2 ,

where Rij[g] and∇i are constructed using the lower-dimensional metric g and the prime

denotes the derivative with respect to z. In the derivation of counterterms, we will use

extensively the formula

√
−g =

√
−g0

[
1 +

1

2
z2 tr(g−1

0 g2) +
1

2
z4
(
−1

2
tr(g−1

0 g2g
−1
0 g2) +

1

4
tr2(g−1

0 g2)

+ tr(g−1
0 g4) + log z tr(g−1

0 g̃4) + log2z tr(g−1
0 ĝ4)

)]
+O(z5) ,

(B.2)

representing the expansion of the determinant of the metric.
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B.1 The order-by-order equations of motion

A key feature of the Fefferman–Graham expansion is that most of the higher-order

contributions are fixed by leading-order ones through the equations of motion. These

relations are obtained expanding the equations of motion in series of z and imposing

them to vanish at each order.

Since we are not interested in constructing the most general set of counterterms,

but rather only the ones that fit into our Ansatz, in what follows, we will truncate to

zero the vector degrees of freedonm of the Romans supergravity, namely Ai = A = 0.

This choice is consistent provided that the second Maxwell equation (3.8) is satisfied.

This is equivalent to impose the constraint

B ∧ B̄ =
∑
α

Bα ∧Bα = 0 . (B.3)

Assuming this truncation, from the (zz)-component of the Einstein equations, expanded

up to order O(z2), we obtain∑
α

|Bα
−1|2g0 ≡

∑
α

1

2
gik0 g

jl
0 B

α
−1 ijB

α
−1 kl = 0 , (B.4)

and the following series of trace relations

tr(g−1
0 g4) =

1

4
tr(g−1

0 g2g
−1
0 g2)− 2X2

2 −
1

4
X̃2

2 −
1

24
tr(g−1

0 Bα
−1g

−1
0 Bα

1 )

+
1

32
tr(g−1

0 Bα
−1g

−1
0 B̃α

1 ) +
1

24
tr(g−1

0 Bα
−1g

−1
0 Bα

−1g
−1
0 g2) ,

tr(g−1
0 g̃4) = −4X2X̃2 −

1

24
tr(g−1

0 Bα
−1g

−1
0 B̃α

1 ) ,

tr(g−1
0 ĝ4) = −2X̃2

2 .

(B.5)

The (ij)-components of the Einstein equations, together with (B.4), gives (sum over α

is understood)

g2 ij = −1

2

(
Rij[g0]−

1

6
g0 ijR[g0]

)
− 1

4
Bα

−1 ikg
kl
0 B

α
−1 lj , (B.6)

tr(g−1
0 g2) = −1

6
R[g0] . (B.7)

The equation for the scalar does not provide any additional constraint, whereas Maxwell’s

equations impose, among the others, the relations

dBα
−1 = dBα

1 = dB̃α
1 = 0 . (B.8)
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One last constraint involving the components of the two-form can be obtained from

the “square” of the last Maxwell equation in (3.8), namely

⋆d
(
X2 ⋆dBα

)
= −X−2Bα . (B.9)

Indeed, plugging the FG expansion of Bα, equation (B.9) implies

B̃α
1 ij =

1

2
tr(g−1

0 g2)B
α
−1 ij + X̃2B

α
−1 ij − g2 ikg

kl
0 B

α
−1 lj −Bα

−1 ikg
kl
0 g2 lj . (B.10)

We close this section with a convenient expression for the Ricci scalar R[g], obtained

contracting the (ij)-components of the Einstein equations with gij:

R[g] = R[g0]+z
2
[
2 tr(g−1

0 g2g
−1
0 g2)+tr2(g−1

0 g2)−
1

4
tr(g−1

0 Bα
−1g

−1
0 B̃α

1 )
]
+O(z3) . (B.11)

In writing this relation, we already made use of the constraints presented above.

B.2 The counterterms

Now that we have at our disposal the essential relations involving the coefficients

in the FG expansion, we are ready for the construction of the counterterms. As we

explained in section 6, the strategy is to set a cutoff at z = ϵ and to compute the

regularized action, obtained integrating the bulk action up to the cutoff and evaluating

the GHY term at the cutoff. The action will then present power-law and logarithmic

divergences in ϵ. The latter due to the fact that the boundary is even-dimensional.

It is important to notice that a given counterterm could introduce new, less severe

divergences, and therefore will have to be taken into account in the rest of the analysis.

The starting point is the bulk action (3.1), truncated to Ai = A = 0 and with

g1 = 1, g2 =
√
2. By means of the equations of motion, the on-shell action can be

written in the following form

Sbulk =
1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
M

d5x
√
−G

(
2

3
V +

1

12
X−2Bα

µνB
αµν

)
. (B.12)

The GHY term (6.9) comprises the induced boundary metric hij and its extrinsic

curvature Kij. In the FG coordinates they read as

hij = z−2gij , Kij = −z
2
∂zhij , (B.13)

thus yielding a GHY term of the form

SGHY =
1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
∂M

d4x
(
−2z ∂z

√
−h

)
. (B.14)

Let’s write the various divergent contributions produced in our specific case. To keep

the notation light, in what follows we will write the various terms in a schematic form,

omitting the prefactor 1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
d4x

√
−g0 and writing just the non-trivial coefficient.
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Order ϵ−4: The most severe divergences that we encounter appear at order O(ϵ−4)

and are given by

Spot : − 2

SGHY : 8

The total divergence is then

S(4)
div =

ϵ−4

16πG
(5)
N

∫
d4x

√
−g0

[
6
]
, (B.15)

which can be canceled by the covariant counterterm

S(4)
c.t. =

1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
∂M

d4x
√
−h

[
−6

]
. (B.16)

Order ϵ−2: Due to our specific expansion, we do not have divergences at order

O(ϵ−3), therefore the following ones are at O(ϵ−2)

Spot : − 2 tr(g−1
0 g2)

SBB :
1

12
|Bα

−1|2g0
SGHY : 2 tr(g−1

0 g2)

S(4)
c.t. : − 3 tr(g−1

0 g2)

Making use of (B.4) and (B.7), the total divergence can be written as

S(2)
div =

ϵ−2

16πG
(5)
N

∫
d4x

√
−g0

[
1

2
R[g0]

]
, (B.17)

and the corresponding covariant counterterm is

S(2)
c.t. =

1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
∂M

d4x
√
−h

[
−1

2
R[h]

]
. (B.18)

In order to compute the subsequent divergences introduced by this counterterm, rela-

tion (B.11) will be essential.

Order log2ϵ: Since order O(ϵ−1) gives no divergences, we move to the family of loga-

rithmic ones. The first examples appear at order O(log3ϵ), but they cancel when (B.5)

is imposed. The next divergences, at order O(log2ϵ), read

Spot : 2 tr(g−1
0 g̃4) + 8X2X̃2

SBB :
1

12
tr(g−1

0 Bα
−1g

−1
0 B̃α

1 ) +
1

6
X̃2|Bα

−1|2g0
S(4)
c.t. : − 3 tr(g−1

0 ĝ4)
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Using again (B.4) and (B.5), the total contribution becomes

S(ℓ.2)
div =

log2ϵ

16πG
(5)
N

∫
d4x

√
−g0

[
6X̃2

2

]
, (B.19)

which can be canceled by the counterterm

S(ℓ.2)
c.t. =

1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
∂M

d4x
√
−h

[
−6(1−X)2

]
. (B.20)

Order log ϵ: The last set of divergences appear at order O(log ϵ) and have the form

Spot : tr2(g−1
0 g2)− 2 tr(g−1

0 g2g
−1
0 g2) + 4 tr(g−1

0 g4) + 8X2
2

SBB :
1

6
tr(g−1

0 Bα
−1g

−1
0 Bα

1 )−
1

6
tr(g−1

0 Bα
−1g

−1
0 Bα

−1g
−1
0 g2) +

1

3
X2|Bα

−1|2g0 −
1

12
tr(g−1

0 g2)|Bα
−1|2g0

SGHY : − 2 tr(g−1
0 ĝ4)

S(4)
c.t. : − 3 tr(g−1

0 g̃4)

S(ℓ.2)
c.t. : − 12X2X̃2

All these contributions sum up to

S(ℓ.1)
div =

log ϵ

16πG
(5)
N

∫
d4x

√
−g0

[
tr2(g−1

0 g2)−tr(g−1
0 g2g

−1
0 g2)+3X̃2

2+
1

4
tr(g−1

0 Bα
−1g

−1
0 B̃α

1 )

]
.

(B.21)

Using the explicit form of g2 and B̃α
1 in (B.6) and (B.10), it is possible to show that

this logarithmic divergence can be reabsorbed by the following counterterm

S(ℓ.1)
c.t. =

1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
∂M

d4x
√
−h

{
− log ϵ

[
1

12
R[h]2 − 1

4
Rij[h]R

ij[h]

+
1

16
tr
[
(h−1Bα)2(h−1Bβ)2

]]
− 3

log ϵ
(1−X)2

}
.

(B.22)

Summing all the counterterms corresponding to the different orders of divergence, we

obtain

Sc.t. =
1

16πG
(5)
N

∫
∂M

d4x
√
−h

{
−6− 1

2
R[h]− 6(1−X)2 − log ϵ

[
1

12
R[h]2

− 1

4
Rij[h]R

ij[h] +
1

16
tr
[
(h−1Bα)2(h−1Bβ)2

]]
− 3

log ϵ
(1−X)2

}
,

(B.23)

where all the quantities are to be evaluated at the cutoff.
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