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We construct the twisted covariant form hierarchies (TCFH) of (massive) type IIA supergravity

for common sector, D-brane and warped product AdS supersymmetric backgrounds and show

that the Killing spinor bilinears satisfy a generalisation of the conformal Killing-Yano equation

with respect to the TCFH connections. The Killing-Stäckel, Killing-Yano and closed conformal

Killing-Yano tensors of all spherically symmetric (massive) type IIA brane backgrounds are com-

puted and one demonstrates that the geodesic flow on these solutions is completely integrable

by giving all independent charges in involution. The Killing spinor form bilinears that generate

hidden symmetries for spinning particle and string probe actions on such backgrounds are iden-

tified. The interplay between TCFHs and hidden symmetries of probes propagating on these

backgrounds is investigated and used to explore the question of whether charges constructed

from these bilinears are sufficient to prove the integrability of such probes on this class of back-

grounds. Additionally, some of the properties of TCFHs, such as the reduced holonomy of the

minimal TCFH connections for generic backgrounds, are investigated. After this, the algebra of

holonomy symmetries of sigma models propagating on supersymmetric heterotic backgrounds

with a non-compact holonomy group is determined. One demonstrates that these close as a

W-algebra that is specified by a Lie algebra structure on the space of covariantly constant forms

that generate the holonomy symmetries. In addition, the chiral anomalies associated with these

symmetries are identified. Finally, it is argued that these anomalies are consistent and can be

cancelled up to two loops in the sigma model perturbation theory.
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1

Introduction

From the early days of classical mechanics to modern theories of spacetime and the fundamen-

tal interactions, symmetries have consistently acted as a driving force for the development of

physics. For instance, Galilean relativity is central to the formulation of Newtonian mechanics,

taking the laws of physics to be the same in all inertial frames, with two such frames being

related by a Galilean transformation1. While Galilean relativity laid the groundwork for the

concept of relative motion, the discovery of the invariance of the speed of light suggested that

there is a different symmetry between inertial frames, namely Poincaré symmetry. From this

extension of the rotation group to transformations involving both the spatial and temporal

coordinates, one arrives at the notion of spacetime based on symmetry considerations. The

realisation that one should consider spacetime rather than space and time separately led to

the theory of Special Relativity and a fundamental change in the way in which we formulate

physical laws. Building on the Poincaré symmetry between inertial frames, Einstein later re-

alised that when generalising to non-inertial frames, the laws of physics must be invariant under

arbitrary diffeomorphisms. This discovery gave rise to the theory of General Relativity and the

reinterpretation of gravity as the geometry of spacetime.

One of the first solutions of the field equations of General Relativity was the Schwarzschild

solution, which describes a static, spherically symmetric black hole: this was found by imposing a

R×SO(3) symmetry on the spacetime. Symmetries often play a central role in guiding the search

for solutions to theories of spacetime; by starting with a symmetry ansatz, one can significantly

simplify the form of the equations of motion, readily giving way to closed-form solutions. Beyond

this, symmetries give rise to powerful tools such as Noether’s theorem and Liouville’s theorem

— with Noether’s theorem establishing a deep link between conserved charges and symmetries

and Liouville’s theorem providing conditions for the integrability of a dynamical system in terms

of the number of independent, mutually Poisson commuting conserved charges.

It is clear that symmetry plays an integral role in physics, and from this end, unification has

been an ongoing theme of research. One only needs to look back towards the electromagnetic

theory constructed by Maxwell2 to see this. Maxwell’s unification of the electromagnetic inter-

action was built upon by the electroweak theory of Glashow, Weinberg and Salam in 1967 [1–3],

which led to the formulation of the SU(3)×SU(2)×U(1) Standard Model, providing a quantum

description of the strong and electroweak interactions. The goal of further unification, namely

to reconcile gravity with the other fundamental forces, is, however, fraught with difficulty. This

difficulty arises due to the gravitational coupling constant having a mass dimension of minus

1This group of symmetry transformations between inertial frames is given by the Galilean group G3.
2A modern description of Maxwell theory is the gauge theory of U(1).
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two in four dimensions, and so by simple power counting one can see that attempts to quantise

General Relativity lead to non-renormalisable ultraviolet divergences.

String Theory emerged as the leading candidate for such a “theory of everything”. Work

first began on String Theory in the late 1960s as a model of the strong nuclear interaction by

Veneziano [4]. This description of the strong nuclear force was quickly superseded in favour

of quantum chromodynamics. Work on the amplitude proposed by Veneziano continued where

it was reinterpreted as a scattering amplitude for relativistic bosonic strings [5–7]. Schwarz,

Scherk and others continued research into String Theory, discovering that the spectrum of

these bosonic strings contains a massless spin 2 state that corresponds to the graviton [8, 9].

Excitingly, while the theory was initially proposed to describe the strong nuclear interaction,

gravity was naturally emergent. This work developed into what has become known as “bosonic”

String Theory, given that its spectrum of states comprises exclusively of bosons.

Despite these promising aspects of bosonic String Theory, there were several unsatisfactory

features. For instance, the spectrum of states did not contain any fermionic matter and that

the ground state contained a tachyon, indicating instability of the vacuum. Moreover, the

bosonic string is critical in 26 dimensions. Ramond et al. conducted research with the goal of

introducing fermionic states to the spectrum of the bosonic string, leading to the discovery of

supersymmetry3 [11–13]. This gave way to what is now known as Superstring Theory4, which

is critical in 10 dimensions. Strings that possess supersymmetry are known as superstrings.

As research continued into the late 1970s, it was realised that the spectrum of states of the

superstring admits a consistent truncation where the tachyon is removed, and the remaining

states can be arranged into supermultiplets, resulting in the first consistent superstring theories

[14].

The ten year period between 1984 and 1994 was host to several important discoveries in

String Theory5: the Green-Schwarz anomaly cancellation of the type I superstring [15] and the

discovery of the heterotic string by Gross et al. [16]. During this time, Candelas, Horowitz,

Strominger and Witten showed that by compactifying on Calabi-Yau manifolds, one can con-

struct N = 1 supersymmetric theories in four dimensions [17]. By 1985, it was identified that

there exist only five consistent superstring theories: type I, type IIA, type IIB, heterotic SO(32)

and heterotic E8 × E8. In the mid 1990s, it was realised that these five theories are related to

one another by dualities, and each can be constructed by taking different limits of a single 11

dimensional theory of branes, known as M-theory [18].

On the heels of the second superstring revolution, the proposal of the AdS/CFT corre-

spondence by Maldacena [19] in the late 1990s marked a pivotal moment for String Theory.

The correspondence states that superstring theories on (n + 1)-dimensional Anti-de Sitter

(AdSn+1) geometries are dual to n-dimensional conformal field theories (CFT), providing a

holographic duality between gravitational theories and traditional quantum field theories. As

the AdS/CFT correspondence is a strong-weak coupling duality, it provides new directions for

3Supersymmetry was also independently discovered outside of the context of String Theory by Golfand and
Likhtman where they were researching spinorial extensions of the Poincaré algebra [10].

4Though Superstring Theory is frequently referred to as “String Theory” for brevity.
5The period between 1984-1985 is known as the first superstring revolution, and the mid-1990s is referred to

as the second superstring revolution.
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studying strongly coupled quantum field theories through the framework of String Theory that

are otherwise inaccessible through traditional perturbative approaches. This discovery has ig-

nited a surge of interest in studying superstring and supergravity theories on AdS geometries

over the past years. The most well-understood examples of this duality are those with a high

degree of supersymmetry, with the most celebrated example being the duality between type IIB

String Theory on AdS5 × S5 and N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory. This has prompted great

interest in the study of supersymmetric backgrounds.

We have frequently discussed symmetries of the space(time) geometry: this class of sym-

metries6 are known as isometries and are generated by Killing vector fields. In the context of

geodesic flow of dynamical systems, isometries are also known as explicit symmetries. In this

context, another class of symmetries, known as hidden symmetries, play a crucial and subtle

role in studying such systems. A hidden symmetry is a symmetry of the phase space of a dy-

namical system that does not have a well-defined projection to the configuration space. Phrased

more geometrically, if the dynamical system is propagating on a manifold, M , then the phase

space will be naturally identified with the cotangent bundle, T ∗M : thus a hidden symmetry is

a symmetry of T ∗M that does not have a well-defined projection to M . Physically, one can

think of such symmetries as mapping solutions of the equations of motion to other solutions.

Hidden symmetries are generated by generalisations of Killing vectors, known as Killing-Stäckel

and Killing-Yano tensors.

While hidden symmetries are not physical symmetries of the spacetime geometry but rather

symmetries of the space of solutions, and through Noether’s theorem, they nonetheless give rise

to conserved charges. Such charges contribute towards the conditions required for integrability

of the dynamical system as set by Liouville’s theorem. The Kerr black hole is one of the most

prodigious examples of the application of hidden symmetries to the integrability of dynamical

systems on gravitational backgrounds. Here Carter discovered an integral of geodesic motion

that was quadratic in the particle’s momenta [20, 21], leading to the complete separability of

the Hamilton-Jacobi equation in the Kerr geometry. Penrose and Walker later showed that this

integral of motion was in one-to-one correspondence with a rank two Killing-Stäckel tensor [22].

Beyond the Kerr geometry, Killing-Stäckel and Killing-Yano tensors have been instrumental

in the integrability of geodesic flows of several black hole spacetimes, whilst also playing a

significant role in the separability and integrability of other classical field equations on curved

backgrounds [23–30]. For additional applications of these tensors see e.g. [31–35].

It has been shown in [36] that the conditions imposed by the gravitino Killing spinor equation

on the (Killing spinor) form bilinears can be arranged as a twisted covariant form hierarchy

(TCFH) [37]. This means that there is a connection, DF , on the space of spacetime forms

which depends on the fluxes, F , of the theory such that the highest weight representation of

DFΩ vanishes, where Ω is a collection of forms of various degrees and DF may not be form

degree preserving. Equivalently, this condition can be written as

DF
XΩ = iXP + αX ∧Q , (1)

6Referring to a symmetry of the metric tensor.
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for every spacetime vector field X, where P and Q are appropriate multi-forms and αX denotes

the associated 1-form constructed from the vector field X after using the spacetime metric g,

αX(Y ) = g(X,Y ). The proof of this result is rather general and includes supergravities on

spacetimes of any signature as well as the effective theories of strings which include higher order

curvature corrections. It also puts the conditions imposed by the Killing spinor equations on

the form bilinears on a firm geometric basis.

One consequence of the TCFH is that the form bilinears satisfy a generalisation of the

conformal Killing-Yano equation with respect to the connection DF . This can be easily seen

after taking the skew-symmetric part and contraction with respect to the metric g of (1), and so

one identifies P with an exterior derivative constructed from DF and Q with a formal adjoint

of DF acting on Ω. As it has been demonstrated in [38] that spinning particle probes [39]

propagating on backgrounds equipped with a Killing-Yano form admit (hidden) symmetries

generated by the form, it raises the possibility that, as a consequence of the TCFH, the form

bilinears of supersymmetric backgrounds may be associated with the (hidden) symmetries of

certain probes whose actions may include couplings associated with the supergravity fields.

Thus, there may be an interplay between TCFHs and probe conservation laws.

This thesis is organised as follows: in chapter 1 we aim to provide a review of the necessary

theoretical background to provide context for the work of the thesis. In chapter 2 we present

the TCFH of (massive) type IIA supergravity and show that the Killing spinor bilinears satisfy

a generalisation of the conformal Killing-Yano equation. We also compute the Killing-Yano ten-

sors for all spherically symmetric IIA brane backgrounds and show that they are integrable. We

then identify those Killing spinor bilinears corresponding to hidden symmetries and investigate

whether the charges constructed from these bilinears are sufficient to prove the integrability of

the relevant probes on this class of backgrounds. This work was published in [40]. Chapter 3

is the natural extension of chapter 2 where we refine our focus to warped-product AdS back-

grounds, which has been published in [41]. In chapter 4 we determine the algebra of holonomy

symmetries of sigma models propagating on heterotic backgrounds with a non-compact holon-

omy group. We demonstrate that they close as a W-algebra specified by a Lie algebra structure

on the space of covariantly constant forms. We then identify the chiral anomalies associated

with these symmetries and argue that they are consistent and can be cancelled up to two loops

in the sigma model perturbation theory. This chapter has been published in [42]. In appendices

A, B and C we state our conventions, provide a more thorough treatment of warped product

AdS backgrounds than is presented in chapter 3 and present the Killing spinor bilinears of type

IIA supergravity backgrounds, respectively.
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Chapter 1

Symmetries, Supergravity and

TCFHs

In this chapter, we provide a lightning review of the essential theoretical background to provide

context for the work outlined in this thesis. We begin by examining the classical symmetries

of geodesic flow, discussing hidden symmetries and their relation to Killing-Stäckel and Killing-

Yano tensors and their application to the integrability and separability of the geodesic and Klein-

Gordon equations. Next, we shift our focus to the introduction of the maximal supergravities

in 10 dimensions. Here, we examine the key aspects of supersymmetric backgrounds, such

as the Killing spinor equations and their associated integrability conditions. We then explore

non-linear sigma models and their supersymmetric extensions, relating the symmetries of these

actions to the previously discussed Killing-Stäckel and Killing-Yano tensors. Following this,

we review anomalies and present the Fujikawa construction of the chiral anomaly. Finally, we

introduce the notion of a twisted covariant form hierarchy and demonstrate how it gives rise to

a generalisation of the conformal Killing-Yano equations.

1.1 Geometric Formulation of Symmetries

1.1.1 Explicit Symmetries

Consider the motion of a free particle propagating on an n-dimensional spacetime manifold, M ,

with metric g. Such a system has an action

S =
1

2

∫
dτ gMN ẋ

M ẋN , (1.1)

which describes the geodesic flow1 onM , where ẋ denotes the derivative of the coordinate x with

respect to the affine parameter τ . Isometries are diffeomorphisms that preserve the spacetime

geometry and are generated by Killing vector fields, K ∈ Γ(TM), which satisfy the Killing

equation:

LKg = 0 , (1.2)

1When viewing the geodesic flow as a dynamical system, M is identified with its configuration space.
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where LK is the Lie derivative with respect to the vector field K. This can be equivalently

written in a coordinate basis as:

∇(MKN) = 0 , (1.3)

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection. It is well-known that Killing vector fields generate

symmetries of geodesic motion,

δxM = ϵKM (x) , (1.4)

where ϵ is a constant that parametrises the transformation. The transformation (1.4) is a

symmetry of (1.1) and is known as an explicit symmetry of the action. In general, explicit

symmetries of particle dynamics are symmetries generated by Killing vector fields. Through

Noether’s theorem, these symmetries give rise to an associated conserved charge

Q(K) = g(K, ẋ) , (1.5)

which is conserved along time-like geodesics.

There is an extension of Killing vector fields that generate conformal transformations of

the spacetime geometry, known as conformal Killing vector fields. These give rise to conserved

charges for the geodesic flow of massless particles. A vector field ξ ∈ Γ(TM) is known as a

conformal Killing vector field if it satisfies the conformal Killing equation:

Lξg = λ g , (1.6)

where λ ∈ C∞(M) is a smooth function. Equivalently, this can be written in a coordinate basis:

∇(MξN) = λ(x) gMN . (1.7)

The infinitesimal diffeomorphisms generated by ξ are of the same form as (1.4) and they give

rise to explicit symmetries of the massless version of the action (1.1).

1.1.2 Hidden Symmetries and Killing-Stäckel Tensors

Other than explicit symmetries, there also exist less evident symmetries of geodesic flow that

are determined by the spacetime geometry. Such symmetries are generated by generalisations

of Killing vector fields. Considering a transformation that is monomial in the particle’s velocity:

δxM = ϵ dMN1...Nk−1
(x) ẋN1 . . . ẋNk−1 , (1.8)

and requiring this to be a symmetry of the action (1.1), it constrains the tensor d to satisfy the

equation

∇(MdN1...Nk) = 0 . (1.9)

This is known as the Killing tensor equation, and the tensors that solve it are known as Killing-

Stäckel tensors. To be precise, a rank k Killing-Stäckel tensor, d, is a totally symmetric (0, k)-

tensor that satisfies the Killing tensor equation (1.9). From this definition, it is clear that a

Killing-Stäckel tensor of rank 1 is a Killing vector field. As Killing-Stäckel tensors generate
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symmetries of the action, by Noether’s theorem, they give rise to charges, Q, that are conserved

on geodesic motion

Q(d) = dN1...Nk
ẋN1 . . . ẋNk . (1.10)

Symmetries of the type (1.8) are known as hidden symmetries of the free particle action (1.1).

It is important to note that Killing-Stäckel tensors do not generate spacetime diffeomorphisms;

therefore, unlike explicit symmetries, hidden symmetries are not symmetries of the geometry

itself. Instead, they correspond to symmetries of the phase space, T ∗M , governing the particle

dynamics.

Moreover, given two Killing-Stäckel tensors d and e, of rank k and l respectively, one can

construct a new Killing-Stäckel of rank (k + l) by taking their symmetrised product:

(d⊗s e)N1...Nk+l
:= d(N1...Nk

eNk+1...Nk+l) . (1.11)

The metric tensor, g, is a (trivial) example of a Killing-Stäckel tensor: given that the metric is

covariantly constant with respect to the Levi-Civita connection ∇Xg = 0, one can see that it

satisfies (1.9). The associated conserved charge is simply the norm of the velocity of the particle

Q(g) = gMN ẋ
M ẋN ≡ −1.

Just as there is a conformal extension of Killing vectors, there is also a conformal generalisa-

tion of Killing-Stäckel tensors. A conformal Killing-Stäckel tensor is a symmetric (0, k)-tensor,

d, that satisfies the conformal Killing tensor equation:

∇(MdN1...Nk) = g(MN1
qN2...Nk) , (1.12)

where q is a symmetric (0, k − 1)-tensor. It is apparent that a conformal Killing-Stäckel tensor

of rank 1 is a conformal Killing vector. In the same manner that Killing-Stäckel tensors gen-

erate hidden symmetries of the action (1.1), conformal Killing-Stäckel tensors generate hidden

symmetries of the geodesic flow for massless particles and give rise to conserved charges along

null geodesics. Further, one can take the symmetrised product to two conformal Killing-Stäckel

tensors to generate a new conformal Killing-Stäckel tensor.

1.1.3 Killing-Yano Forms

Killing-Yano forms are closely related to hidden symmetries and Killing-Stäckel tensors and

can, in some respects, be regarded as a more fundamental object. Such objects can be defined

by studying the decomposition of the covariant derivative of a general p-form into its irreducible

terms. This covariant derivative takes values in the space of tensors T ∗M ⊗ ΛpT ∗M that are

totally skew-symmetric in all but the first index; the space decomposes as [43, 44]

T ∗M ⊗ ΛpT ∗M ∼= Λp−1T ∗M ⊕ Λp+1T ∗M ⊕ Λp,1T ∗M . (1.13)
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One can project the covariant derivative onto these subspaces by the projectors A, C and T as

follows:

(AΨ)MN1...Np = Ψ[MN1...Np] , (1.14)

(CΨ)MN1...Np =
p

n− p+ 1
gM [N1

ΨP
|P |N2...Np] , (1.15)

(T Ψ)MN1...Np = ΨMN1...Np −Ψ[MN1...Np] −
p

n− p+ 1
gM [N1

ΨP
|P |N2...Np] , (1.16)

where Ψ ∈ T ∗M ⊗ ΛpT ∗M , i.e. ΨMN1...Np = ΨM [N1...Np]. The covariant derivative of a general

p-form therefore decomposes as:

∇Xω = A∇Xω + C ∇Xω + T ∇Xω . (1.17)

The first term, known as the antisymmetric part, is constructed from the exterior derivative

dω. The second term, referred to as the divergence part, is built from the adjoint of the exterior

derivative2, δω ≡ −∇ · ω. The third term is related to the twistor operator’s action, which is

not relevant to the discussion here.

Conformal Killing-Yano Forms

Forms where the twistor term vanishes are known as conformal Killing-Yano forms and therefore

satisfy:

∇MωN1...Np = ∇[MωN1...Np] +
p

n− p+ 1
gM [N1

∇Pω|P |N2...Np] . (1.18)

This condition can be equivalently formulated as a p-form, ω, is a conformal Killing-Yano form

if and only if there exists a (p+ 1)-form, κ, and a (p− 1)-form, ξ, such that:

∇MωN1...Np = κMN1...Np + pgM [N1
ξN2...Np] . (1.19)

From (1.19) the forms κ and ξ are uniquely determined as:

κMN1...Np = ∇[MωN1...Np], ξN2...Np =
1

n− p+ 1
∇PωPN2...Np . (1.20)

We can contract (1.19) with a vector field X ∈ Γ(TM) to write the conformal Killing-Yano

condition in a coordinate-free form:

∇Xω =
1

p+ 1
iXdω − 1

n− p+ 1
αX ∧ δω , (1.21)

where iX denotes the interior derivative with respect to X, dω is the exterior derivative of ω

and δω is the co-derivative of ω. αX represents the associated one-form constructed from the

vector field X after using the spacetime metric g, αX(Y ) = g(X,Y ).

2The adjoint of the exterior derivative is also referred to as the co-derivative.
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Killing-Yano Forms and Closed Conformal Killing-Yano Forms

There are two important subclasses of conformal Killing-Yano forms: Killing-Yano forms and

closed conformal Killing-Yano forms. If ω is co-closed, δω = 0,

∇Xω =
1

p+ 1
iXdω , (1.22)

the form ω is known as a rank p Killing-Yano form3. On the other hand, if ω is closed, dω = 0,

∇Xω = − 1

n− p+ 1
αX ∧ δω , (1.23)

then ω is known as a rank p closed conformal Killing-Yano form4.

One property of such forms is that the Hodge dual of a Killing-Yano form yields a closed

conformal Killing-Yano form and vice versa. The Hodge dual of a conformal Killing-Yano form

is also a conformal Killing-Yano form.

An important property of closed conformal Killing-Yano forms is that the exterior product

of two such forms generates a new closed conformal Killing-Yano form5. Namely, if h1 and h2

are closed conformal Killing-Yano forms of rank p and q, then their exterior product:

h = h1 ∧ h2 , (1.24)

yields a closed conformal Killing-Yano (p+ q)-form.

Moreover, Killing-Yano forms can be thought of as the “square root” of Killing-Stäckel

tensors in the following sense: taking the symmetrised product of two rank k (conformal)

Killing-Yano forms, ω, η

kMN = ω(M
P1...Pk−1

ηN)P1...Pk−1 , (1.25)

yields a rank 2 (conformal) Killing-Stäckel tensor, k. This generalises to a greater number of

(increasing rank) forms. Due to this, Killing-Yano forms are associated with hidden symme-

tries of the action (1.1), while the conformal Killing-Yano forms are associated with hidden

symmetries of geodesic flow of massless particles.

In addition to giving rise to hidden symmetries through the above “squaring” to Killing-

Stäckel tensors, Killing-Yano forms directly generate symmetries for spinning particle actions,

which we discuss in section 1.3.2.

1.1.4 The Principal Tensor and the Killing Tower

Although we do not make use of a principal tensor in the work of this thesis, we will present it

here for completeness of the discussion as the existence of a principal tensor has been instru-

mental for the complete integrability of the Kerr geometry and its generalisations.

3Equivalently, if ∇Xω is given by the antisymmetric term of (1.17).
4Equivalently, if ∇Xω is given by the divergence term of (1.17).
5This can be viewed as an “antisymmetric parallel” to how one can generate (conformal) Killing-Stäckel

tensors from the symmetrised product of two (conformal) Killing-Stäckel tensors.
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A tensor, h, is known as a principal tensor if it is a non-degenerate6 closed conformal

Killing-Yano 2-form. Thus h must satisfy:

∇Xh = αX ∧ Φ, Φ = − 1

n− 1
δh . (1.26)

It can be shown that the associated vector field to Φ is Killing and preserves h [45–47]:

Lϕg = 0, Lϕh = 0 , (1.27)

where ϕ = αΦ is determined by (1.26). This vector field ϕ is known as the primary Killing vector

field. From these properties, one can show that a principal tensor generates a rich symmetry

structure known as the Killing tower. From the principal tensor, h, one can construct [28, 48, 49]:

1. Closed conformal Killing-Yano forms, h(j), of rank 2j: h(j) =
1
j!h

∧j .

2. Killing-Yano forms, ω(j), of rank (n− 2j): ω(j) = ⋆h(j).

3. Rank 2 Killing-Stäckel tensors k(j): k
MN
(j) = 1

(n−2j−1)!ω
(M
(j) P1...Pn−2j−1ω

N)P1...Pn−2j−1

(j) .

4. Rank 2 conformal Killing-Stäckel tensors Q(j): Q
MN
(j) = 1

(2j−1)!h
(M
(j) P1...P2j−1h

N)P1...P2j−1

(j) .

5. Killing vectors l(j): l(j) = iϕk(j).

Where ϕ is the primary Killing vector field. The existence of a principal tensor places strong

conditions on the geometry, with the most general background that admits a principal tensor

given by the Kerr-NUT-(A)dS spacetime. Such geometries have many applications to higher-

dimensional black holes [44]. The Killing tower generates sufficiently many conserved charges

to yield the geodesic flow of dynamical systems to be completely integrable, giving rise to the

separability of the Hamilton-Jacobi, Klein-Gordon and Dirac equations. Liouville’s theorem

gives the conditions for the complete integrability of a dynamical system, which we will now

discuss.

1.1.5 Integrability and Separability

Of particular importance are the class of dynamical systems known as integrable systems. Such

systems are exceptionally rare and are characterised as those with sufficiently many conserved

charges that lead to the exact solubility of the dynamics. Their applications in modern theo-

retical physics are vast, ranging from General Relativity, to Condensed Matter Physics, String

Theory and the AdS/CFT correspondence; see [44, 50–52] for some selected reviews.

Liouville’s Theorem

A Hamiltonian system propagating on a n-dimensional manifoldM has a 2n-dimensional phase

space, P , which is identified with the cotangent bundle of M , P = T ∗M . Such a system is

said to be Liouville integrable if it admits n functionally independent constants of motion, Qr,

6The non-degeneracy condition imposes that the principal tensor is of maximal rank and possesses the maxi-
mum number of functionally independent eigenvalues.
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including the Hamiltonian, H, that are in involution. Functional independence of the constants

of motion refers to the linear independence of the set of associated one-forms dQr, meaning that

the gradients span an n-dimensional space. The constants of motion are said to be in involution

if their Poisson bracket algebra vanishes:

{Qr, Qs}PB = 0 , ∀r, s ∈ {1, . . . , n} . (1.28)

By performing a canonical transformation of the phase space coordinates, the equations of

motion to a Liouville integrable system can be solved in a finite number of integration steps. One

takes the conserved charges, Qr, as the momentum coordinates, with new position coordinates,

θr, constructed as their conjugates. These coordinates satisfy the canonical Poisson bracket

relation:

{θr, Qs}PB = δrs . (1.29)

In these coordinates, the equations of motion take on a particularly simple form. The solution

of the canonical position coordinates are linear in time:

θr(τ) = ωrτ + θr0 , (1.30)

where θr0 = θr(τ = 0) and the “frequencies”, ωr, are functions of the conserved charges, Qr,

and given by the derivative of the Hamiltonian,

ωr =
∂H

∂Qr
. (1.31)

The frequencies are constant along the dynamical trajectories, making the analysis of the system

trivial.

The Hamilton-Jacobi Equation

The Hamilton-Jacobi equation provides an alternative method to study geodesic flow by refor-

mulating the system in terms of Hamilton’s principal function7, S̄(x, τ). The Hamilton-Jacobi

equation is a non-linear first-order partial differential equation for S̄(x, τ) and is given by:

∂S̄

∂τ
+H

(
x,
∂S̄

∂x
, τ

)
= 0 . (1.32)

A solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, S̄(x, τ), generates a canonical transformation of

phase space. In this transformation, the old phase space coordinates (xM , pM ) are transformed

into new phase space coordinates (qM , p̃M ), where the new momenta are defined as:

p̃M =
∂S̄

∂qM
, (1.33)

7While in the literature it is known as Hamilton’s principal function it simply is equal to the action of a
system, up to an additive constant.
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and qM are the new coordinates of the configuration space. This generates a corresponding

transformation of the Hamiltonian

H = H +
∂S̄

∂τ
, (1.34)

which by (1.32) implies H = 0, thereby trivialising the dynamics of the system.

For a time-independent Hamiltonian, the time dependence of Hamilton’s principal function

can be solved by taking S̄(x, τ) = S(x) − Eτ , where E is a constant. This gives rise to the

time-independent Hamilton-Jacobi equation:

H

(
x,
∂S

∂x

)
= E . (1.35)

The function S is known in the literature as Hamilton’s characteristic function8 and the constant

E is identified as the energy.

The relevant case here is when the time-independent Hamilton-Jacobi equation can be solved

by a complete additive separation of variables. In this case, the characteristic function can be

decomposed as:

S(x) =

n∑
i=1

Si(q
i) , (1.36)

where the Hamiltonian must now also separate into a sum of independent functions for each qi,

leading the time-independent Hamilton-Jacobi equation to take the form

n∑
i=1

Hi

(
qi,

∂Si
∂qi

)
= E , (1.37)

implying that each term Hi

(
qi, ∂Si

∂qi

)
= Ei, where E =

∑
i
Ei. As the solution to the Hamilton-

Jacobi equation generates a canonical transformation of phase space, the Poisson bracket struc-

ture is preserved, and so one has

{Ei, Ej}PB = 0 , ∀i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} . (1.38)

Therefore, given a geometry where the Hamilton-Jacobi equation can be solved by complete

additive separation of variables, one has that the dynamical system is Liouville integrable.

While we have shown that this condition is sufficient, it can be shown that it is also necessary

[44].

Further, suppose that the manifold is an Einstein space. In this case, the complete ad-

ditive separability of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation implies that the Klein-Gordon equation,

gMN∇M∇Nϕ = m2ϕ, can be solved by a multiplicative separation of variables [53].

1.2 Supergravity

The low-energy effective theory of string theory is uniquely given by supergravity. In particular,

the effective theories of type IIA and IIB string theories are type IIA and type IIB supergravity,

8A solution to the time-independent Hamilton-Jacobi equation is also known as a complete integral.
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respectively, which are collectively known as type II supergravity. One can also view super-

gravity as the theory of gauge supersymmetry. The first supergravity theories were discovered

in 1976 by Freedman et al. [54]. This was minimal (N = 1) supergravity in four dimensions.

Shortly after, generalisations to various dimensions and a greater number of supersymmetries

were discovered. A supergravity theory can have at most 32 supersymmetries and any such

supergravity is known as maximal. Of the maximal supergravities we will be most interested in

type II supergravity as it constitutes the effective theory of strings.

1.2.1 Type IIA Supergravity

The field content of type IIA supergravity is given by the massless sector of type IIA string

theory; the bosonic field content consists of the metric, g, the dilaton, Φ ∈ C∞(M), the NS-NS

B-field, B ∈ Ω2(M), and the p-form RR fields A(1) ∈ Ω1(M) and A(3) ∈ Ω3(M). The fermionic

content consists of the gravitino, ψM , and the dilatino, λ which are both in the 32-dimensional9

Majorana representation of spin(9, 1). Type IIA supergravity is a non-chiral theory.

The action of the bosonic sector of type IIA supergravity is [55–57]:

SB = SNSNS + SRR + SCS , (1.39)

where we have split the action into the NS-NS (common) sector, RR sector and Chern-Simons

term. These are given by:

SNSNS =
1

2κ210

∫
d10x

√
−g e−2Φ

(
R+ 4 ∂MΦ∂MΦ− 1

3
HMNRH

MNR

)
, (1.40)

SRR = − 1

4κ210

∫
F2 ∧ ⋆F2 + F̃4 ∧ ⋆F̃4 , (1.41)

SCS = − 1

4κ210

∫
B ∧ F4 ∧ F4 , (1.42)

where H = dB is the field strength of the NS-NS B-field, F2 = dA(1), F4 = dA(3) are the field

strengths of the RR fields and F̃4 = F4 − A(1) ∧ H. κ10 is the 10-dimensional gravitational

constant and is related to the string scale via 2κ210 = (2π)7α′4, where α′ = l2s/(2π)
2 is the usual

string scale. The Chern-Simons part of the action is notable as it is a purely topological term.

Type IIA supergravity can also be constructed by means of dimensional reduction from 11-

dimensional supergravity along S1. 11-dimensional supergravity is special as 11 is the maximum

number of spacetime dimensions whereby the massless multiplets contain spins no greater than

2 [58]. Furthermore, the theory is also unique and can be considered as the low-energy limit of

M-theory [59, 18, 60].

9The fermionic content of the massless sector of the type IIA superstring consists of two gravitini and two
dilatini of opposite chirality in the 16-dimensional Majorana-Weyl representation; these are typically assembled
into single 32-dimensional Majorana spinors.
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Massive IIA

There exists a generalisation of type IIA supergravity, first discovered by Romans [61], known

as massive type IIA that includes an additional scalar field S = eΦm; the constant m is the

mass parameter of massive IIA supergravity and is related to the cosmological constant of the

theory [62]. The presence of this scalar field introduces new D8 brane solutions [63].

1.2.2 Type IIB Supergravity

In much the same way as type IIA supergravity, the field content of type IIB supergravity is

given by the massless sector of type IIB string theory. The bosonic field content consists of the

metric, g, the dilaton, Φ ∈ C∞(M) and the NS-NS B-field, B ∈ Ω2(M). The RR fields are

a complex scalar φ ∈ C∞(M,C), a complex two-form A(2) ∈ Ω2(M,C) and a complex four-

form A(4) ∈ Ω4(M,C). The fermionic sector consists of the gravitino, ψM , and the dilatino, λ,

which are both in the 32-dimensional10 Majorana-Weyl representation of spin(9, 1). Type IIB

supergravity is a chiral theory.

Given that type IIB supergravity is the effective theory of the type IIB superstring, which

only differs from the type IIA case by means of differing G.S.O. projections, the bosonic action

takes a similar form:

SB = SNSNS + SRR + SCS , (1.43)

where the action has been split into terms arising from the NS-NS sector, RR sector and the

Chern-Simons term. The action of the NS-NS is identical to that of the IIA case, whereas the

action for the RR sector and Chern-Simons terms are different and are given by [64–66]:

SNSNS =
1

2κ210

∫
d10x

√
−g e−2Φ

(
R+ 4 ∂MΦ∂MΦ− 1

3
HMNRH

MNR

)
, (1.44)

SRR = − 1

4κ210

∫
F1 ∧ ⋆F1 + F̃3 ∧ ⋆F̃3 + F̃5 ∧ ⋆F̃5 , (1.45)

SCS = − 1

4κ210

∫
A(4) ∧H ∧ F3 , (1.46)

where H = dB is the field strength of the NS-NS B-field, F3 = dA(2) and F5 = dA(4) are the

field strengths of the RR fields and F̃3 = F3 − φ ∧H and F̃5 = F5 − 1
2A

(2) ∧H + 1
2B ∧ F3.

Strictly speaking, the above action is a ‘pseudo-action’ as it does not encode all the prop-

erties of the fields. This is due to the fact that the 5-form field strength of type IIB string

theory/supergravity is self-dual and as such the kinetic term for this field will vanish iden-

tically. One must impose the self-duality of the 5-form field strength by hand as an added

constraint on the solutions as it cannot follow from the (pseudo) action itself.

10In the same way as the type IIA case, the 16-dimensional spinors of type IIB string theory are assembled
into 32-dimensional spinors.
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1.2.3 Supersymmetric Backgrounds

A supergravity background [67–69] is a collection, (M, g,Φ,Ψ,F), that is a solution to the

classical equations of motion of the theory, where M is a spacetime manifold, g is the metric, Φ

are the scalar fields, Ψ are the spinor fields11 and F are the fluxes. Such solutions are referred

to as “backgrounds” as they are taken to be a fixed configuration of the geometry and fields to

which one can later consider perturbations around this classical solution.

Just as a solution to a classical field theory may not exhibit the full symmetry group of

the action, a supergravity background will not, in general, preserve the complete symmetry

of the underlying supergravity theory. In particular, while every supergravity theory is su-

persymmetric, a given solution may only be invariant under a subset of the supersymmetry

transformations. If a solution preserves some residual supersymmetry, then the solution is

known as a supersymmetric background.

As a supergravity background is evaluated on the locus that all fermionic fields vanish, the

supersymmetry variations of the bosonic fields are identically zero. Consequently, for the solu-

tion to be supersymmetric, one must only impose the vanishing of the fermionic supersymmetry

variations.

The supersymmetry variations for the gravitino, ψ, and the dilatino, λ, are associated with

a parallel transport equation for the supercovariant connection, D, and an algebraic equation,

respectively:

δψM |ψ,λ=0 = DM ϵ, δλ|ψ,λ=0 = Aϵ , (1.47)

where ϵ is the (fermionic) supersymmetry parameter, D is the supercovariant connection and

A is a Clifford algebra element depending on the fields. The condition for a background to be

supersymmetric is therefore:

DM ϵ = 0, Aϵ = 0 . (1.48)

These equations are known as the Killing spinor equations and the spinor, ϵ, is known as a

Killing spinor12. As the gravitino Killing spinor equation is a parallel transport equation for

the supercovariant connection, the condition for supersymmetric solutions can be formulated

as the requirement that the background admits (super)parallel spinors.

In general, the supercovariant connection for a supergravity theory will be of the form:

DM := ∇M + σM (e,F) , (1.49)

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita spin connection of the spacetime acting on the spinors:

∇M := ∂M +
1

4
ΩM,ABΓ

AB , (1.50)

and σM (e,F) is a theory dependent Clifford algebra element that is a function of the spacetime

co-frame, e, and the fluxes of the theory, F . The spacetime co-frame is adapted to the metric

11In this thesis we set the spinor fields to vanish, which is typical of the literature in this context.
12This name originates due to the property that the “square” of a Killing spinor gives rise to a Killing vector

field in the following sense: given a Killing spinor, ϵ, the one-form bilinear k = ⟨ϵ,ΓAϵ⟩s e
A is dual to a Killing

vector field by means of the metric g, where ⟨·, ·⟩s is any spin-invariant inner product.
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tensor, g = ηABe
AeB, and Γ represents the standard Dirac gamma matrices.

The number of supersymmetries preserved by a supersymmetric background, N , is equal

to the number of linearly independent solutions, ϵ, to the Killing spinor equations. Frequently

one will express the preserved supersymmetry of a background as a fraction of the original

supersymmetry:

f =
N

Ntotal
, (1.51)

where Ntotal is the total number of supersymmetry generators of the theory and is given by:

Ntotal = N dimS . (1.52)

Here N is the number of supercharges and dimS is the dimension of the minimal spinor repre-

sentation of the theory. A solution is known as maximally supersymmetric if N = Ntotal. For

example, in 10-dimensional type II supergravity one has N = 2 supercharges and dimS = 16

as the (minimal) spinors are Majorana-Weyl; the theory is maximally supersymmetric with

Ntotal = 32 supersymmetry generators.

Supersymmetric backgrounds are also known as BPS solutions as they may saturate certain

Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield bounds [70, 71]. A background preserving a fraction f of the

original supersymmetry is called f -BPS.

The integrability conditions of the Killing spinor equations assist in the study of the field

equations and the holonomy of the supercovariant connection in supersymmetric backgrounds.

The integrability conditions of the Killing spinor equations are given by [72]:

RMN ϵ := [DM ,DN ]ϵ = 0 , [DM ,A]ϵ = 0 , [A,A]ϵ = 0 , (1.53)

where R is the curvature of the supercovariant connection.

As the gravitino Killing spinor equation is a parallel transport equation for the supercovari-

ant connection, it is natural to consider the holonomy of this connection. First consider the

vacuum case, F = 0; here the supercovariant connection coincides with the spin connection, ∇.

In this scenario one has:

RMN ϵ ≡ [∇M ,∇N ]ϵ =
1

4
RMN

ABΓABϵ . (1.54)

On an n-dimensional background, ΓAB generates Spin(n − 1, 1) and therefore, for vacuum

solutions to the equations of motion, F = 0, the (reduced) holonomy group of the supercovariant

connection satisfies hol(D) ≡ hol(∇) ⊆ Spin(n− 1, 1).

In general one will have F ̸= 0; the supercovariant connection will contain additional Clifford

algebra elements on a generic background, leading hol(D) to be contained within a SL group

rather than a Spin group. To determine the Lie algebra of hol(D) one computes the span of

the action of the supercovariant curvature R and its derivatives DkR on vector fields. This will

typically yield an expression in terms of all possible skew-symmetric products of Dirac gamma

matrices. The holonomy of the supercovariant connection has been computed for generic 11-

dimensional [73–75] and type II supergravity backgrounds [76] showing that for these cases

hol(D) ⊆ SL(32,R). See [77] for a list of holonomies of lower dimensional supergravity theories.
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The gauge symmetry of the Killing spinor equations have been an essential aid for the

analysis of supersymmetric backgrounds. These gauge transformations are local transformations

of the spinors, ϵ, spacetime co-frame, e, and the fluxes, F that leave the Killing spinor equations

covariant:

ℓD(e,F)ℓ−1 = D(eℓ,F ℓ), ℓA(e,F)ℓ−1 = A(eℓ,F ℓ) . (1.55)

The gauge group, G, always contains Spin(n − 1, 1) as a subgroup, and for most supergravity

theories, will be smaller than hol(D).

1.3 Non-Linear Sigma Models, Probes and Anomalies

1.3.1 Non-Linear Sigma Models

A non-linear sigma model is a scalar field theory in which the scalar fields take values in a

Riemannian manifold, which is typically referred to as the “target space”. Non-linear sigma

models were first introduced by Gell-Mann and Lévy in 1960 as a description for the low energy

interactions of the spinless σ meson [78] and since their inception they have found widespread

applications in both string and supergravity theories.

Consider an n-dimensional spacetime Σ with coordinates {xα} and metric γ(x). An action

for a set of d free scalar fields ϕM , M = 1, . . . , d, is

S[ϕ] =
1

2
µn−2

∫
dnx

√
γγαβ gMN (ϕ)∂αϕ

M∂βϕ
N . (1.56)

In a non-linear sigma model13, the scalar fields, ϕM , take values in a d-dimensional Riemannian

manifold, M , with a metric tensor g(ϕ). The manifold (M, g) is known as the target space. As

such, one can think of ϕM in two ways: from the perspective of the spacetime Σ, they are a

collection of d free scalar fields, whereas from the perspective of the target space M , they are

coordinates of the manifold. As the fields ϕM are taken to be dimensionless, it is necessary to

introduce the mass scale µ to ensure that the action is dimensionless. Given that the coupling

constant is dimensionful, such theories are non-renormalisable for n ≥ 3. Typically, units are

chosen such that µ = 1.

To illustrate this, consider the following examples. When n = 1, the sigma model describes

the action of a free relativistic particle with Σ being identified as the worldline of the particle.

For the case where n = 2, the sigma model corresponds to a description of the bosonic string,

where Σ is the worldsheet, and (1.56) coincides with the Polyakov action.

13From the perspective of the quantum theory, a sigma model can be considered to be a field theory with an
infinite set of coupling constants, g(n), given by the Taylor expansion of the target space metric:

gMN (ϕ) = g
(0)
MN + g

(1)
MN,Pϕ

P +
1

2
g
(2)
MN,PQϕ

PϕQ + . . . .

Moreover, when written in this way the non-linear interactions of the sigma model are manifest.
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A sigma model is independent of the choice of coordinates on M and Σ; under diffeomor-

phisms of the target space:

ϕM 7→ ϕ′M (ϕ) , gMN (ϕ) 7→ g′MN

(
ϕ′
)
=

∂ϕP

∂ϕ′M
∂ϕQ

∂ϕ′N
gPQ(ϕ) , (1.57)

one has that the action transforms as

S′[ϕ′] =
1

2
µn−2

∫
dnx

√
γγαβ g′MN

(
ϕ′
)
∂αϕ

′M∂βϕ
′N . (1.58)

While the action is not strictly invariant under a reparametrisation of the target space, it retains

the same functional form. Consequently, the equations of motion for ϕ′M take the same structure

with the metric expressed in the new coordinates. As this reparametrisation describes the same

physics written in a different coordinate system, we regard the transformed sigma model as

equivalent to the original. Due to this, the sigma model is determined by the equivalence class

of metrics related by diffeomorphisms.

Moreover, for theories where n ≤ d, one can introduce the Wess-Zumino term

SWZ =
q

n!

∫
dnx

√
γ ϵα1...αnbM1...Mn(ϕ)∂α1ϕ

M1 . . . ∂αnϕ
Mn , (1.59)

where q is a constant and b ∈ Ωn(M). Up to surface terms, (1.59) is invariant under the gauge

transformation b 7→ b+ dλ, where λ ∈ Ωn−1(M).

Furthermore, one can couple spacetime fermions ψa(x) to the sigma model by the term

SF = i

∫
dnx

√
γ Gab(ϕ)ψ̄

aσαDαψ
b , (1.60)

where σα denotes a spacetime Dirac gamma matrix, that satisfies the Clifford algebra on M ,

σασβ + σβσα = 2γαβ. The covariant derivative Dα is

Dαψ
a = ∇αψ

a +ΥM
a
b(ϕ)∂αϕ

Mλb , (1.61)

where ∇α is the covariant derivative, ΥM
a
b(ϕ) is a connection on the vector bundle14 V over

M and Gab is a fibre metric.

1.3.2 Supersymmetric Non-Linear Sigma Models

One can extend non-linear sigma models to describe supersymmetric field theories; this is done

by taking Σ to be a Z2-graded manifold15 Ξp|q, where p are the commuting dimensions and q

are the anti-commuting dimensions. The dimensions p and q are identified with the spacetime

dimension n and the number of supersymmetry generators N , respectively. Thus, a N = 1

supersymmetric non-linear sigma model in d-dimensions would be a field theory on Ξd|1. An

14A common case is where V = TM .
15In the literature, it is also referred to as a supermanifold.
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action for a one-dimensional N = 1 supersymmetric non-linear sigma model is [39]

S = − i

2

∫
dτdθ gMN (x)Dx

M ẋN , (1.62)

where x(τ, θ) is aN = 1 superfield and (τ, θ) are the commuting and anti-commuting coordinates

of the worldline superspace Ξ1|1, respectively. D is the superspace covariant derivative which

satisfies D2 ≡ i∂τ and ẋ denotes the derivative with respect to τ . This action describes a

spinning particle propagating on the target space M and is a supersymmetric extension of the

free particle action (1.1). By varying the action, one arrives at the equation of motion for the

superfield x(τ, θ)

∇τDx
M ≡ d

dτ

(
DxM

)
+ ΓMPQẋ

PDxQ = 0 . (1.63)

It is known that Killing-Yano forms generate symmetries of spinning particle actions [38]. In

particular, the Killing-Yano form α generates the infinitesimal symmetry

δxM = ϵ αMN1···Nk−1
DxN1 · · ·DxNk−1 , (1.64)

for the action (1.62), where ϵ is an infinitesimal parameter. The associated conserved charge is

Q(α) =(k + 1)αN1N2···Nk
∂τx

N1DxN2 · · ·DxNk

− i

k + 1
(dα)N1N2···Nk+1

DxN1DxN2 · · ·DxNk+1 .
(1.65)

Observe that Q(α) is conserved, DQ(α) = 0, subject to the equations of motion of (1.62).

Note that if the Killing-Yano form α is closed, dα = 0, and so α is covariantly constant (or

equivalently parallel) with respect to the Levi-Civita connection, then

Q̃(α) = αN1N2···Nk
DxN1DxN2 · · ·DxNk , (1.66)

is also conserved subject to the field equations of (1.62), ∂τ Q̃(α) = 0. This gives the conservation

of two charges Q̃(α) and DQ̃(α). The latter is proportional to that in (1.65) with dα = 0.

There are several generalisations of conformal Killing-Yano tensors [79–83, 33]. One of the

most common ones is to replace the Levi-Civita connection that appears in the definition (1.21)

with another connection, for example a connection with skew-symmetric torsion. Some of the

properties mentioned above extend to the generalised Killing-Yano tensors. For an application

of the Killing-Yano forms to G-structures see [32, 84].

1.3.3 Probes

Here we shall describe the probe actions that we will be considering in this thesis with a primary

focus on string and particle probes. The dynamics of string probes propagating on a spacetime

with metric g and a 2-form gauge potential b [85–88] is described by the action

S =

∫
d2σ d2θ (g + b)MN D+x

M D−x
N , (1.67)
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where x = x(σ, θ) are real superfields that depend on the worldsheet superspace with commuting

(σ0, σ1) and anti-commuting (θ+, θ−) real coordinates. The action above has been given as in

[89, 90] where one defines the lightcone coordinates, σ=| = σ0 + σ1, σ= = −σ0 + σ1, and the

algebra of superspace derivatives is D2
− = i∂=, D

2
+ = i∂=| and D+D− +D−D+ = 0 . Note that

the sign labelling of the worldsheet superspace coordinates denotes spin(1, 1) chirality.

The infinitesimal symmetries of (1.67) that we shall be considering are given by

δxM = ϵ(+)βMP1...Pk
D+x

P1 . . . D+x
Pk , (1.68)

where β is a spacetime (k + 1)-form and ϵ(+) is an infinitesimal parameter; the superscript (+)

indicates that the weight of the infinitesimal parameter ϵ is such that the right-hand side of

(1.68) is a spin(1, 1) scalar. The action (1.67) is invariant under such transformations provided

that

∇(+)
M βP1...Pk+1

= 0 , (1.69)

where

∇(±) = ∇± 1

2
C , (1.70)

with C = db, i.e. ∇(±)
M Y N = ∇MY

N± 1
2C

N
MRY

R. Therefore, β generates a symmetry provided

that it is a ∇(+)-covariantly constant form.

One can also consider symmetries of (1.67) generated by the infinitesimal transformation

δxM = ϵ(−)βMP1...Pk
D−x

P1 . . . D−x
Pk , (1.71)

where ϵ(−) is an infinitesimal parameter. The condition for invariance of the action in such a

case is

∇(−)
M βP1...Pk+1

= 0 , (1.72)

i.e. β is a ∇(−)-covariantly constant form. In many examples that follow the spacetime will

admit several ∇(±)-covariantly constant forms which generate symmetries of the string probe

action (1.67). All ∇(+)-covariantly constant forms of the common sector backgrounds coincide

with those of heterotic supersymmetric backgrounds. In turn these can be computed using the

classification results of [91, 92] for all heterotic background Killing spinors. The∇(−)-covariantly

constant forms of common sector backgrounds can also be read from the classification results

of [91, 92]. One can easily investigate the commutators of these symmetries (1.68) and (1.71).

In general these symmetries are of W-type and have been previously explored in [93, 94] both

in the context of string compactifications and special geometric structures.

Actions of spinning particle probes are also invariant under the symmetries generated by

either ∇(+)− or ∇(−)− covariantly constant forms β. One such worldline probe action is

S =

∫
dτ d2θ (g + b)MND+x

MD−x
N , (1.73)

which in addition to the metric exhibits a 2-form coupling b, where the superfields xM =

xM (τ, θ) depend on the worldline superspace with commuting τ and anti-commuting (θ+, θ−)
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real coordinates; see [95] for a systematic description of spinning particle actions with form and

other couplings. The algebra of the worldline superspace derivatives is D2
+ = D2

− = i∂τ and

D+D− +D−D+ = 0. The signs on θ± are just labels — there is no chirality in one dimension.

The infinitesimal variation of the superfields is as in either (1.68) or (1.71), but now the fields are

worldline superfields and the superspace derivatives are those of the worldline superspace. The

conditions for invariance of the action above are given in either (1.69) or (1.72), respectively.

Another class of spinning particle probes we shall be considering are described by the action

[95]

S = −1

2

∫
dτ dθ

(
igMNDx

M∂τx
N +

1

6
CMNRDx

MDxNDxR
)
, (1.74)

where g is the spacetime metric and C is a 3-form on the spacetime — C is not a necessarily

closed 3-form. Moreover xM is a superfield that depends on the worldline superspace coordinates

(τ, θ) and D2 = i∂τ . Given a (k+ 1)-form β one can construct the infinitesimal transformation

δxM = α βMP1...Pk
DxP1 . . . DxPk , (1.75)

where α is an infinitesimal parameter. The conditions required for this action to be invariant

under the transformation (1.75) can be arranged in two different ways. One way is to require,

as in previous cases, that β is ∇(+)-covariantly constant. An alternative way to arrange the

conditions for invariance of (1.74) is

∇(+)
M βP1...Pk+1

= ∇(+)
[M βP1...Pk+1] ,

diβC + (−1)k
k + 2

2
iβdC = 0 .

(1.76)

These conditions and an explanation of the notation can be found in [83]. Therefore, this set

of conditions implies that β is a ∇(+) Killing-Yano form. For C = 0, one obtains that β is a

Killing-Yano form as for the spinning particles described by the action (1.62).

1.3.4 Anomalies

Thus far we have discussed symmetries of geodesic flow and those of supersymmetric non-linear

sigma models. These are symmetries of classical actions. However, when moving to the quantum

theory, symmetries of the classical action may not be preserved at the quantum level. When a

symmetry transformation of a classical action does not represent a symmetry of the quantum

effective action, the theory is said to have an anomaly.

Anomalies arising from global symmetries are associated with classically conserved currents

failing to be conserved in the quantum theory. These quantum corrections frequently lead

to interesting physical consequences, with the most historically significant example being the

Adler-Bell-Jackiw (ABJ) anomaly [96, 97]. The ABJ anomaly is also known as the chiral (or

axial) anomaly as it stems from a symmetry between the chiral fermions in the theory. As

gauge symmetries do not represent physical symmetries in the traditional sense, but rather

redundancies of our description of a physical theory, anomalous gauge symmetries indicate
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a fundamental inconsistency of the theory. Thus, for a theory to be consistent, anomalies

associated with gauge symmetries must vanish.

Chiral Anomalies

In chapter 4 we investigate the chiral anomalies of holonomy symmetries of sigma models on

supersymmetric heterotic backgrounds. To provide context for this work, we provide a recap

for the emergence of the chiral anomaly. For simplicity, we work with the case of quantum

electrodynamics in four dimensions with a massless Dirac spinor. The fermionic sector of the

action is given by

S = i

∫
d4x Ψ̄ /DΨ , (1.77)

where Dµ = ∂µ − ieAµ is the U(1) gauge covariant derivative. The action is invariant under a

U(1) gauge symmetry

Ψ 7→ Ψ′ = eiθ(x)Ψ , Ψ̄ 7→ Ψ̄′ = e−iθ(x)Ψ̄ . (1.78)

By Noether’s theorem, this gives rise to the conserved current jµ = Ψ̄γµΨ. This action is also

invariant under the global chiral symmetry

Ψ 7→ Ψ′ = eiϵγ
5
Ψ , Ψ̄ 7→ Ψ̄′ = Ψ̄eiϵγ

5
, (1.79)

where γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3 is the chirality matrix in four-dimensions. This is associated with the

“axial” Noether current jµA = Ψ̄γµγ5Ψ. While (1.79) is a symmetry of the classical action, it is

not a symmetry of the quantum effective action. To see this, consider the argument posed by

Fujikawa [98].

The partition function is given by

Z =

∫
DΨDΨ̄ exp

[
i

∫
d4x Ψ̄(i /D)Ψ

]
. (1.80)

Under the transformation (1.79), while the exponent will be invariant, the path integral measure

will transform. One can expand Ψ in a basis of orthonormal eigenspinors of the Dirac operator

/D,

Ψ(x) =
∑
m

amψm(x) , Ψ̄(x) =
∑
m

b̄mψ̄m(x) , (1.81)

where i /Dψm = λmψm. The coefficients of this expansion are Grassmannian odd valued and

satisfy

{am, an} = 0 , {b̄m, b̄n} = 0 , {am, b̄n} = 1 . (1.82)

Given this expansion, the path integral measure over Ψ and Ψ̄ can be defined as:

DΨDΨ̄ =
∏
m

damdb̄m . (1.83)

Taking the transformation (1.79) to be infinitesimal and local

Ψ′(x) = (1+ iϵ(x)γ5)Ψ(x) , (1.84)
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one computes by orthonormality of the eigenspinors ψm

a′m =
∑
n

∫
d4x ϵ(x)ψ̄m(1+ iϵ(x)γ5)ψn(x)an

=:
∑
n

(δmn + Cmn) an.
(1.85)

The path integral measure picks up the Jacobian factor16

DΨ′DΨ̄′ = J −2DΨDΨ̄ , (1.86)

where J is the determinant of the transformation (1+C). As we are considering an infinitesimal

transformation, we can simplify the expression

J = det(1+ C) = det[exp(C)] = exp(TrC) , (1.87)

where we have made use of the standard identity det ◦ exp ≡ exp ◦Tr. Hence,

logJ = i

∫
d4x ϵ(x)

∑
m

ψ̄m(x)γ
5ψm(x) . (1.88)

Due to the ultraviolet divergences originating from the sum over the eigenspinors, ψm, the inte-

gral is not well-defined. Consequently, this must be regulated whilst preserving gauge invariance.

This calculation can be found in standard references such as [98–101]. After renormalisation,

one finds that,

J = exp

[
−i
∫

d4x ϵ(x)

(
e2

32π2
ϵµνλσFµνFλσ(x)

)]
. (1.89)

Therefore, after the transformation (1.79), the partition function takes the form:

Z =

∫
DΨDΨ̄ exp

[
i

∫
d4x

(
Ψ̄(i /D)Ψ + ϵ(x)

{
∂µj

µ
A +

e2

16π2
ϵµνλσFµνFλσ

})]
. (1.90)

By varying the exponential with respect to the parameter ϵ(x) one arrives at the chiral anomaly

∂µj
µ
A = − e2

16π2
ϵµνλσFµνFλσ . (1.91)

1.4 Twisted Covariant Form Hierarchies

In the recent work on the classification of supersymmetric solutions of supergravity theories,

two primary methods have been utilised: the “bilinears method” and the “spinorial geometry

method”. The bilinears method transforms the Killing spinor equations into a series of con-

ditions on the Killing spinor bilinears, which are typically constructed from either a Dirac or

Hermitian inner product17 of the Killing spinors. These conditions are solved after the trans-

formation of the Killing spinor equations in terms of the Killing spinor bilinears. The spinorial

16The inverse of J appears as the integration is over Grassmannian variables.
17While a Dirac or Hermitian inner product is typical, any spin-invariant inner product can be used.
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geometry method solves the Killing spinor equations directly. For further details, see [72] for a

review of this work.

In [36] it has been found that the conditions imposed by the gravitino Killing spinor equation

on the Killing spinor bilinears for all supergravity theories can be arranged into a generalisation

of the conformal Killing-Yano equation with respect to a connection, ∇F , which is twisted by

the fluxes F of the theory. The symmetry structure comprised of the collection of the Killing

spinor bilinears, together with their associated generalisation of the conformal Killing-Yano

equation, is known as a twisted covariant form hierarchy (TCFH) of the supergravity theory.

An important property of the TCFH structure is that it is not unique, as there is an ambigu-

ity in the construction of the TCFH connection, although two classes of TCFHs are ubiquitously

defined. Consequently, each supergravity theory has an associated family of TCFHs.

Given that Killing-Yano forms, which are a subclass of conformal Killing-Yano forms, gen-

erate symmetries of spinning particles on supersymmetric backgrounds, it is therefore pertinent

to make use of the TCFH to investigate the conditions for which the Killing spinor bilinears

reduce to Killing-Yano forms. This question forms the basis for the work set out in chapters 2

and 3.

1.4.1 Conformal Killing-Yano Equations and Killing Spinors

Recall the conformal Killing-Yano equation,

∇Xω =
1

k + 1
iXdω − 1

n− k + 1
αX ∧ δω , (1.92)

as defined earlier. One should note that the conformal Killing-Yano equation can be generalised

by substituting the Levi-Civita connection, ∇, for a torsionful connection ∇H = ∇+ 1
2H, where

H is a skew-symmetric torsion tensor. When performing such a generalisation, the exterior

derivative and co-derivative must be substituted with dH and δH , respectively.

Consider now the Killing spinor equation18:

DM ϵ := ∇M ϵ+ λΓM ϵ = 0 , (1.93)

where λ ∈ C is a constant. It can be seen that the Killing spinor bilinears associated with this

Killing spinor equation satisfy the conformal Killing-Yano equation. First, construct the k-form

bilinears:

ϕk =
1

k!
⟨ϵ,ΓN1...Nk

ϵ⟩D dxN1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxNk , (1.94)

where ϵ is a solution to (1.93) and ⟨·, ·⟩D is the Dirac inner product. A direct computation

yields

∇Xϕ
k =

(
±λ̄− (−1)kλ

)
iXϕ

k+1 +
(
±λ̄+ (−1)kλ

)
αX ∧ ϕk−1 , (1.95)

where one takes the positive or negative case for Lorentzian or Euclidean signature manifolds,

respectively. By skew-symmetrising (1.95), one arrives at the exterior derivative term of the

conformal Killing-Yano equation, and by taking the contraction with the metric tensor, one

18Such Killing spinor equations appear on Anti-de Sitter AdSn, de Sitter dSn and n-sphere Sn geometries.
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arrives at the term involving the adjoint of the exterior derivative. Therefore, one sees that

the conditions imposed by the Killing spinor equations on the Killing spinor bilinears, ϕk, lead

to a conformal Killing-Yano equation. While we have established this result for supergravities

with a Killing spinor equation of the type (1.93), in general, the Killing spinor equations of

generic supergravity theories impose significantly more complicated conditions, and, as such,

we require a necessary generalisation of the conformal Killing-Yano conditions to encapsulate

the full geometric structure.

1.4.2 Twisted Form Hierarchies and Conformal Killing-Yano Equations

Consider an n-dimensional manifold, M , equipped with a metric, g, of arbitrary signature (r, s)

and let Λ∗
c(M) be the complexified bundle of all forms onM . Let F ∈ Γ(⊕mΛ∗

c(M)) be a multi-

form, i.e. F is a collection ofm independent complex forms with potentially different degrees. A

twisted covariant form hierarchy [36], twisted by F , is a collection of forms {χp} ∈ Γ(⊕lΛ∗
c(M)),

where the forms {χp} can also have varying degree p, that satisfy:

∇F
X ({χp}) = iXP (F , {χp}) + αX ∧Q (F , {χp}) , (1.96)

where P,Q : Γ(Λ∗
c(M)) → Γ(Λ∗

c(M)). The multi-forms P and Q are constructed from algebraic

operations between the forms {χp} and F such as the wedge product and inner derivation and

their corresponding adjoints. ∇F is the twisted covariant hierarchy connection which acts on

Γ(⊕lΛ∗
c(M)); this connection is constructed from the Levi-Civita connection and F and is not

necessarily degree preserving. In what follows, the collection of forms {χp} will be identified

as the set of algebraically independent Killing spinor bilinears and F will be built from the

supergravity p-form field strengths.

Equation (1.96) is analogous to (1.95) and leads to a generalisation of the conformal Killing-

Yano equation. As previously, one can express the right-hand side of (1.96) in terms of the

left-hand side; by skew-symmetrising (1.96), one arrives at an exterior derivative type term,

and by taking the contraction with the spacetime metric one arrives at an adjoint type term,

(
∇F
X {χq}

)
|p =

1

p+ 1

(
iXd

F ({χq})
)
|p −

1

n− p+ 1
αX ∧

(
δF ({χq})

)
|p−1 , (1.97)

where (. . . )|p denotes the restriction to p-forms. The dF operator is the twisted exterior deriva-

tive and δF is the adjoint of dF , these are both built from the TCFH connection, ∇F
X , and

are constructed through the skew-symmetrisation and contraction with the metric as outlined

above.

Equation (1.97) represents a generalisation of the conformal Killing-Yano equation, and

while (1.97) is implied by (1.96), the converse is not true unless one imposes that

1

p+ 1

(
iXd

F ({χq})
)∣∣∣∣
p

= (iXP)|p , − 1

n− p+ 1

(
δF ({χq})

)∣∣∣∣
p−1

= Q|p−1 . (1.98)

As such, (1.97) is a coarser relation than (1.96), thus one might expect there to be solutions of

(1.96) that are not given by solutions of (1.97).
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Given its importance to the work that follows in this thesis, we present a sketch of the proof

that the Killing spinor equations of all supergravity theories are associated with a family of

TCFHs. This was first presented in [36], where the full details can be found.

First, consider the general structure of the supercovariant connection of an arbitrary super-

gravity theory:

DX = ∇X + c (iXH) + c (αX ∧ G) , (1.99)

where ∇X is the Levi-Civita connection. The term c denotes the Clifford algebra element

associated with the multi-forms iXH =
∑

p iXH
p and G =

∑
pG

p. Each Hp and Gp represent

the p-form supergravity field strengths of the theory.

Given that the following series of steps is linear in the field strengths Hp and Gp, without

loss of generality, one can take H and G as single forms of degree l, i.e. H = H and G = G.

Now, consider the Killing spinor bilinears {χp} constructed from a spin-invariant inner product

⟨·, ·⟩s,

χp =
1

p!

〈
ϵ,ΓA1...Apϵ

〉
s
eA1 ∧ · · · ∧ eAp , (1.100)

where ϵ is a Killing spinor, DM ϵ = 0 and {eA} is a (pseudo)-orthonormal frame adapted to the

spacetime metric. The Killing spinor equations imply that

∇Xχ
p =− 1

p!

(〈
c(iXH)ϵ,ΓA1...Apϵ

〉
s
+
〈
ϵ,ΓA1...Apc(iXH)ϵ

〉
s

)
eA1 ∧ · · · ∧ eAp

− 1

p!

(〈
c(αX ∧G)ϵ,ΓA1...Apϵ

〉
s
+
〈
ϵ,ΓA1...Apc(αX ∧G)ϵ

〉
s

)
eA1 ∧ · · · ∧ eAp .

(1.101)

After significant Clifford algebra manipulation and making extensive use of the Hermiticity

properties of the inner product and the definition of the Killing spinor bilinears, one arrives at

the expression:

∇Xχ
p+

(∑
q

(
c1q(iXH) · χq + c5q(iXG) · χq + c̃1q(iXH̄) · χq + c̃5q(iXG) · χq

)) ∣∣∣∣
p

= −

(
iX

(∑
q

(
c4qG · χq + c̃4qḠ · χq

))) ∣∣∣∣
p

− αX ∧

(∑
q

(
c2qG · χq + c̃2qḠ · χq

)) ∣∣∣∣
p−1

(1.102)

where c1q , c̃
1
q , c

2
q , c̃

2
q , c

4
q , c̃

4
q , c

5
q , and c̃

5
q are combinatorial coefficients that depend on p, l, and the

inner product ⟨·, ·⟩s. The terms H̄ and Ḡ are the complex conjugates of the field strengths H

and G, respectively. The product φk · ξm is a multi-index contraction and denotes contractions

of the type

(φk · ξm)N1...Np
:=

1

s!
φM1...Ms

[N1...Nk−s
ξ|M1...Ms|Nk−s+1...Np] , (1.103)
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where p = k + m − 2s. Equation (1.102) defines a TCFH where one makes the following

identifications,

∇F
Xχ

p := ∇Xχ
p +

(∑
q

(
c1q(iXH) · χq + c5q(iXG) · χq + c̃1q(iXH̄) · χq + c̃5q(iXG) · χq

)) ∣∣∣∣
p

,

(iXP)|p := −

(
iX

(∑
q

(
c4qG · χq + c̃4qḠ · χq

))) ∣∣∣∣
p

,

Q|p−1 := −αX ∧

(∑
q

(
c2qG · χq + c̃2qḠ · χq

)) ∣∣∣∣
p−1

,

(1.104)

where F = {H,G}ind are the linearly independent supergravity field strengths. It should be

noted that the TCFH connection, ∇F , is a connection on Γ(⊕lΛ∗
c(M)) and satisfies all four

axioms required to be a connection.

There is an ambiguity in the choice of the TCFH connection, which gives rise to a family of

possible TCFHs for each supergravity theory. This ambiguity arises from the exterior derivative

type term in (1.97); there may be terms F · χp for which

iX(F · χp) = iXF · χp , (1.105)

i.e. that the Killing spinor bilinear is fully contracted with a field strength, leaving the free

indices on the flux. In this case, such terms can contribute to either the connection or to the

multi-form P as part of the right-hand side of the generalised conformal Killing-Yano equation.

If all such terms are included in the connection, then the TCFH connection is known as maximal

and is denoted by ∇F . Conversely, if all such terms are included in the multi-form P, then

the TCFH connection is known as minimal and is denoted by DF . These choices represent the

extreme ends of the family of TCFHs, and there will be many possible intermediate selections

of connection.

It is clear that a characterising feature of a TCFH is the set of bilinears; one can choose

to include in this set both the Killing spinor bilinears {χp} and their Hodge duals. If one

makes this choice to include the Hodge duals of the Killing spinor bilinears in the set, then the

Hodge duality operation on {χp} acts as an automorphism of the hierarchy, and in this case,

the TCFH will be twisted by F . If one chooses not to include the Hodge duals of the Killing

spinor bilinears19 in this set, then the hierarchy will be twisted with respect to both F and its

dual ⋆F .

1.4.3 A Type IIA Supergravity Example

While the full TCFH of type IIA supergravity will be presented in chapter 2, it is illustrative to

consider a relevant example. The TCFH for the one-form Killing spinor bilinear k̃, with respect

19This is the approach chosen for the work that follows in this thesis.
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to the minimal connection, can be computed and is given by

DF
M k̃N :=∇M k̃N − 1

2
eΦFMPω

P
N − 1

12
eΦGMPQRζ̃

PQR
N

=− 1

2
HMNPk

P +
1

4
eΦgMNSσ̃ +

1

8
eΦgMNFPQω

PQ − 1

2
eΦF[M |P |ω

P
N ]

+
1

4 · 4!
eΦgMNGP1...P4 ζ̃

P1...P4 − 1

12
eΦG[M |PQR|ζ̃

PQR
N ] ,

(1.106)

where σ̃, k, ω and ζ̃ are the 0-, 1-, 2- and 4-form Killing spinor bilinears and S, F , H and G are

the (massive) IIA supergravity field strengths. For full details on field content and the Killing

spinor bilinears, see chapter 2. Observe that the minimal TCFH connection, DF
M , is twisted

with respect to F = {F,G} and that this connection does not preserve degree. This gives rise

to a generalised conformal Killing-Yano equation for this bilinear,

DF
M k̃N = DF

[M k̃N ] +
1

10
gMNDF P k̃P . (1.107)

The TCFH with respect to the maximally twisted connection, ∇F
M , for this bilinear is given by:

∇F
M k̃N :=∇M k̃N − 1

2
eΦFMPω

P
N +

1

2
HMNPk

P − 1

12
eΦGMPQRζ̃

PQR
N

=
1

4
eΦgMNSσ̃ +

1

8
eΦgMNFPQω

PQ − 1

2
eΦF[M |P |ω

P
N ]

+
1

4 · 4!
eΦgMNGP1...P4 ζ̃

P1...P4 − 1

12
eΦG[M |PQR|ζ̃

PQR
N ] ,

(1.108)

where we see that the maximal connection is twisted with respect to F = {F,H,G}. The

associated generalised conformal Killing-Yano equation with respect to the maximal connection

for this bilinear is

∇F
M k̃N = ∇F

[M k̃N ] +
1

10
gMN∇F P k̃P . (1.109)
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Chapter 2

TCFH, Hidden Symmetries and

Type IIA Backgrounds

2.1 Introduction

In this chapter we present the twisted covariant form hierarchy (TCFH) of IIA supergravity and

discuss some of the properties of the TCFH connections DF , such as their holonomy, on generic

as well as on some special supersymmetric backgrounds. As a consequence we demonstrate

that the form bilinears of these theories satisfy a conformal Killing-Yano (CKY) equation with

respect to DF in agreement with the general result of [36]. Another purpose of this chapter

is to give the Killing-Stäckel (KS) tensors of type IIA branes1 [104–111, 63] and to use them

to prove the complete integrability of the geodesic flow of those solutions that are spherically

symmetric, i.e. those that depend on a harmonic function with one centre. In addition, the

Killing-Yano (KY) tensors that square to the KS tensors of these backgrounds will be given

and the symmetries of spinning particles propagating on these backgrounds will be explored.

Furthermore we shall investigate the conditions required for the TCFH to yield symmetries for

particle and string probes propagating in common sector and D-brane backgrounds. Finally we

shall compare the results we have obtained from the point of view of KS and KY tensors with

those that arise from the TCFHs.

To investigate under which conditions the (Killing spinor) form bilinears generate symmetries

for certain probe actions propagating in type IIA supersymmetric backgrounds, we shall match

the conditions required for certain probe actions to be invariant under transformations generated

by form bilinears with those imposed on them by the TCFHs. For the common sector of type

II theories, it is shown that all form bilinears which are covariantly constant with respect

to a connection with torsion given by the NS-NS 3-form field strength generate symmetries

for string and spinning particle probes propagating on these backgrounds. Common sector

backgrounds also admit form bilinears which are not covariantly constant and instead satisfy

a general TCFH. These form bilinears may not generate symmetries for probes propagating in

common sector backgrounds but nevertheless are part of their geometric structure. In particular

the form bilinears of the fundamental string and NS5-brane solutions that are allowed to depend

on multi-centre harmonic functions have been computed. It has been found that the type II

fundamental string solution admits 27 covariantly constant independent form bilinears while the

1Brane solutions have been instrumental in the understanding of string dualities [102, 103].
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type II NS5-brane solution admits 25 covariantly constant independent form bilinears. All these

forms generate (hidden) symmetries for probe string and spinning particle actions propagating

on these backgrounds.

A similar analysis is presented for all type IIA D-branes. In particular, the form bilinears of

all D-branes are computed. It is found that the requirement for these to generate symmetries

for spinning particle probes propagating on these backgrounds is rather restrictive. This is

due to the difficulties of constructing probe actions which exhibit appropriate form couplings.

Nevertheless all type IIA D-branes, which may depend on multi-centre harmonic functions,

admit form bilinears which generate symmetries for spinning particle probe actions. It turns

out that all such form bilinears have components only along the worldvolume directions of the

D-branes. A comparison of the symmetries we have found generated by the KS and KY tensors

and those generated by the form bilinears in type IIA brane backgrounds will be presented in

the conclusions.

This chapter is organised as follows. In section 2.2 we give the TCFH of IIA supergravity and

discuss some of the properties of the TCFH connections. In section 2.3 we present the KS and

KY tensors of all IIA branes. In addition, we prove the complete integrability of the geodesic

flow in all IIA branes that depend on a harmonic function with one centre by presenting all the

independent conserved charges which are in involution. In section 2.4, we demonstrate that all

covariantly constant form bilinears with respect to a connection with skew-symmetric torsion

generate symmetries for certain probe string and particle actions propagating on common sector

backgrounds. In addition, we explicitly give all the covariantly constant form bilinears for the

type II fundamental string and NS5-brane solutions. In section 2.5 we identify the form bilinears

that generate symmetries for spinning particle actions propagating on IIA D-brane backgrounds.

In appendix C we give all the form bilinears of type II common sector branes and IIA D-branes.

2.2 The TCFH of (Massive) IIA Supergravity

The Killing spinor equations (KSEs) of massive IIA supergravity [61] are given by the vanishing

conditions of the supersymmetry variations of the gravitino and dilatino fields evaluated at the

locus that all fermions are set to zero. The KSE associated with the gravitino field is a parallel

transport equation for the supercovariant connection D. In the string frame, this is given by

DM := ∇M +
1

8
HMPQΓ

PQΓ11 +
1

8
eΦSΓM

+
1

16
eΦFPQΓ

PQΓMΓ11 +
1

8 · 4!
eΦGP1...P4Γ

P1...P4ΓM ,

(2.1)

see e.g. [112], where H is the NS-NS 3-form field strength, Φ is the dilaton, and F and G

are the 2-form and 4-form R-R field strengths, respectively. In addition, ∇ is the Levi-Civita

connection induced on the spinor bundle and S = eΦm, where m is a constant which is non-

zero in massive IIA and vanishes in the standard IIA supergravity. Furthermore Γ denotes the

gamma matrices which satisfy the Clifford algebra relation ΓAΓB + ΓBΓA = 2ηAB and in our

conventions Γ11 := Γ012...9. In what follows, we shall not make a sharp distinction between

spacetime and frame indices but we shall always assume that the indices of gamma matrices
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are frame indices. It turns out that D is a connection on the spin bundle over the spacetime

associated with the Majorana (real) representation of spin(9, 1). The (reduced) holonomy of D
for generic backgrounds is SL(32,R) [76], see [73–75] for the computation of the holonomy of

the supercovariant connection of 11-dimensional supergravity.

The Killing spinors ϵ satisfy the gravitino KSE, Dϵ = 0, as well as the dilatino KSE which

is an algebraic equation. Backgrounds that admit such Killing spinors are special and both

the spacetime metric and fluxes are suitably restricted, see [113–115] where the IIA KSEs have

been solved for one Killing spinor. The TCFHs are associated with the gravitino KSE which

we shall focus on in what follows.

Given N Killing spinors ϵr, r = 1, . . . , N , one can construct the form bilinears

ϕrs =
1

k!
⟨ϵr,ΓA1...Ak

ϵs⟩D eA1 ∧ · · · ∧ eAk , (2.2)

where ⟨·, ·⟩D denotes that Dirac inner product and eA is a suitable spacetime frame, gMN =

ηABe
A
Me

B
N . As

∇Mϕ
rs
A1...Ak

= ⟨∇M ϵ
r,ΓA1...Ak

ϵs⟩D + ⟨ϵr,ΓA1...Ak
∇M ϵ

s⟩D , (2.3)

one can use the gravitino KSE, Dϵ = 0, and (2.1) to express the right-hand side of the above

equation in terms of the fluxes and form bilinears of the theory. In [36] has been shown that

these equations can be organised as TCFH.

Using the reality condition on ϵ, there are form bilinears which are either symmetric or

skew-symmetric in the exchange of spinors ϵr and ϵs in (2.2). As a consequence the TCFH of

the IIA supergravity factorises in two parts. A basis in form bilinears, up to a Hodge duality2

operation, which are symmetric in the exchange of the two Killing spinors ϵr and ϵs is

σ̃rs = ⟨ϵr,Γ11ϵ
s⟩D , krs = ⟨ϵr,ΓN ϵs⟩D eN , k̃rs = ⟨ϵr,ΓNΓ11ϵ

s⟩D eN ,

ωrs =
1

2
⟨ϵr,ΓNRϵs⟩D eN ∧ eR, ζ̃rs =

1

4!
⟨ϵr,ΓN1...N4Γ11ϵ

s⟩D eN1 ∧ · · · ∧ eN4 ,

τ rs =
1

5!
⟨ϵr,ΓN1...N5ϵ

s⟩D eN1 ∧ · · · ∧ eN5 .

(2.4)

A direct computation reveals that the TCFH is

DF
M σ̃ :=∇M σ̃

=− 1

4
HMPQω

PQ +
1

4
eΦSk̃M − 1

4
eΦFMPk

P +
1

4 · 5!
(⋆G)MP1...P5τ

P1...P5 ,
(2.5)

DF
MkN :=∇MkN

=− 1

2
HMNP k̃

P +
1

4
eΦSωMN +

1

8
eΦFPQζ̃

PQ
MN +

1

4
eΦFMN σ̃

− 1

4 · 4!
eΦ(⋆G)MNP1...P4 ζ̃

P1...P4 +
1

8
eΦGMNPQω

PQ ,

(2.6)

2Our conventions are given in appendix A.
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DF
M k̃N :=∇M k̃N − 1

2
eΦFMPω

P
N − 1

12
eΦGMPQRζ̃

PQR
N

=− 1

2
HMNPk

P +
1

4
eΦgMNSσ̃ +

1

8
eΦgMNFPQω

PQ − 1

2
eΦF[M |P |ω

P
N ]

+
1

4 · 4!
eΦgMNGP1...P4 ζ̃

P1...P4 − 1

12
eΦG[M |PQR|ζ̃

PQR
N ] ,

(2.7)

DF
MωNR :=∇MωNR +

1

4
HMPQζ̃

PQ
NR + eΦFM [N k̃R] −

1

12
eΦGMP1P2P3τ

P1P2P3
NR

=
1

2
HMNRσ̃ +

1

2
eΦSgM [NkR] +

3

4
eΦF[MN k̃R] +

1

2
eΦgM [NFR]P k̃

P

− 1

4 · 5!
eΦ(⋆F )MNRP1...P5τ

P1...P5 +
1

2 · 4!
eΦgM [NG|P1...P4|τ

P1...P4
R]

− 1

8
eΦG[M |P1P2P3|τ

P1P2P3
NR] −

1

4
eΦGMNRPk

P ,

(2.8)

DF
M ζ̃N1...N4

:=∇M ζ̃N1...N4 −
1

3
(⋆H)M [N1N2N3|PQR|ζ̃

PQR
N4] − 3HM [N1N2

ωN3N4]

+
1

2
eΦFMP τ

P
N1...N4 +

1

2
eΦ(⋆G)M [N1N2|PQR|τ

PQR
N3N4]

+ 2eΦGM [N1N2N3
k̃N4]

=
1

12
gM [N1

(⋆H)N2N3N4]P1...P4
ζ̃P1...P4 − 5

12
(⋆H)[MN1N2N3|PQR|ζ̃

PQR
N4]

+
1

4 · 5!
eΦ(⋆S)MN1...N4P1...P5τ

P1...P5 − 1

2
eΦgM [N1

F|PQ|τ
PQ

N2N3N4]

+
5

8
eΦF[M |P |τ

P
N1...N4] +

5

12
eΦ(⋆G)[MN1N2|PQR|τ

PQR
N3N4]

+ 3eΦgM [N1
FN2N3kN4] −

1

8
eΦgM [N1

(⋆G)N2N3|P1...P4|τ
P1...P4

N4]

+
1

4
eΦ(⋆G)MN1...N4Pk

P +
5

4
eΦG[MN1N2N3

k̃N4] + eΦgM [N1
GN2N3N4]P k̃

P ,

(2.9)

DF
MτN1...N5

:=∇MτN1...N5 −
5

6
(⋆H)M [N1N2N3|PQR|τ

PQR
N4N5] −

5

2
eΦFM [N1

ζ̃N2...N5]

− 5

2
eΦ(⋆G)M [N1N2N3|PQ|ζ̃

PQ
N4N5] + 5eΦGM [N1N2N3

ωN4N5]

=− 5

4
(⋆H)[MN1N2N3|PQR|τ

PQR
N4N5] +

5

12
gM [N1

(⋆H)N2N3N4|P1...P4|τ
P1...P4

N5]

− 1

4 · 4!
eΦ(⋆S)MN1...N5P1...P4 ζ̃

P1...P4 +
1

8
eΦ(⋆F )MN1...N5

PQωPQ

− 5eΦgM [N1
FN2|P |ζ̃

P
N3N4N5] −

15

4
eΦF[MN1

ζ̃N2...N5]

− 15

8
eΦ(⋆G)[MN1N2N3|PQ|ζ̃

PQ
N4N5] −

1

4
eΦ(⋆G)MN1...N5 σ̃

− 5

6
eΦgM [N1

(⋆G)N2N3N4|PQR|ζ̃
PQR

N5] +
15

4
eΦG[MN1N2N3

ωN4N5]

+ 5eΦgM [N1
GN2N3N4|P |ω

P
N5] ,

(2.10)

where for simplicity we have suppressed the r, s indices on the form bilinears which count the

different Killing spinors. The connection DF is the minimal connection of the TCFH, see 1.4.2

for the definition. As it has been explained in the introduction, the above TCFH implies that

the form bilinears (2.4) satisfy a generalisation of the CKY with respect to the connection DF .
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As expected k is Killing, ∇(MkN) = 0.

A basis in the form bilinears, up to a Hodge duality operation, which are skew-symmetric

in the exchange of the two Killing spinors is

σrs = ⟨ϵr, ϵs⟩D , ω̃rs =
1

2
⟨ϵr,ΓNRΓ11ϵ

s⟩D eN ∧ eR ,

πrs =
1

3!
⟨ϵr,ΓNRSϵs⟩D eN ∧ eR ∧ eS , π̃rs =

1

3!
⟨ϵr,ΓNRSΓ11ϵ

s⟩D eN ∧ eR ∧ eS ,

ζrs =
1

4!
⟨ϵr,ΓN1...N4ϵ

s⟩D eN1 ∧ · · · ∧ eN4 .

(2.11)

The associated TCFH with respect to the minimal connection is

DF
Mσ :=∇Mσ

=− 1

4
HMPQω̃

PQ − 1

8
eΦFPQπ̃

PQ
M +

1

4!
eΦGMPQRπ

PQR ,
(2.12)

DF
M ω̃NR :=∇M ω̃NR +

1

4
HMPQζ

PQ
NR +

1

2
eΦFMPπ

P
NR − 1

2
eΦGM [N |PQ|π̃

PQ
R]

=
1

2
HMNRσ +

1

4
eΦSπ̃MNR − 1

4
eΦgM [NF|PQ|π

PQ
R] +

3

4
eΦF[M |P |π

P
NR]

− 1

4!
eΦ(⋆G)MNRP1P2P3π

P1P2P3 − 1

12
eΦgM [NGR]P1P2P3

π̃P1P2P3

− 3

8
eΦG[MN |PQ|π̃

PQ
R] ,

(2.13)

DF
MπNRS :=∇MπNRS +

3

2
HM [N |P |π̃

P
RS] −

3

2
eΦFM [N ω̃RS] −

3

4
eΦGM [N |PQ|ζ

PQ
RS]

=
1

4
eΦSζMNRS − 1

4 · 4!
eΦ(⋆F )MNRSP1...P4ζ

P1...P4 − 3

2
eΦgM [NFR|P |ω̃

P
S]

− 3

2
eΦF[MN ω̃RS] −

1

4
eΦGMNRSσ +

1

8
eΦ(⋆G)MNRSPQω̃

PQ

− 1

4
eΦgM [NGR|P1P2P3|ζ

P1P2P3
S] −

3

4
eΦG[MN |PQ|ζ

PQ
RS] ,

(2.14)

DF
M π̃NRS :=∇M π̃NRS +

3

2
HM [N |P |π

P
RS] −

1

2
eΦFMP ζ

P
NRS

+
3

2
eΦGM [NR|P |ω̃

P
S] −

1

4
eΦ(⋆G)M [NR|P1P2P3|ζ

P1P2P3
S]

=+
3

4
eΦSgM [N ω̃RS] +

1

2
eΦFMP ζ

P
NRS +

3

8
eΦgM [NF|PQ|ζ

PQ
RS]

− eΦF[M |P |ζ
P
NRS] −

3

4
eΦgM [NFRS]σ − 3

8
eΦgM [NGRS]PQω̃

PQ

+ eΦG[MNR|P |ω̃
P
S] +

1

32
eΦgM [N (⋆G)RS]P1...P4

ζP1...P4

− 1

6
eΦ(⋆G)[MNR|P1P2P3|ζ

P1P2P3
S] ,

(2.15)
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DF
MζN1...N4

:=∇MζN1...N4 −
1

3
(⋆H)M [N1N2N3|PQR|ζ

PQR
N4] − 3HM [N1N2

ω̃N3N4]

+ 2eΦFM [N1
π̃N2N3N4] + 3eΦGM [N1N2|P |π

P
N3N4]

+ eΦ(⋆G)M [N1N2N3|PQ|π̃
PQ

N4]

=
1

12
gM [N1

(⋆H)N2N3N4]P1...P4
ζP1...P4 − 5

12
(⋆H)[MN1N2N3|PQR|ζ

PQR
N4]

+ eΦSgM [N1
πN2N3N4] +

1

4!
eΦ(⋆F )MN1...N4PQRπ

PQR

+ 3eΦgM [N1
FN2|P |π̃

P
N3N4] +

5

2
eΦF[MN1

π̃N2N3N4]

+
1

6
eΦgM [N1

(⋆G)N2N3N4]PQRπ̃
PQR +

5

8
eΦ(⋆G)[MN1N2N3|PQ|π̃

PQ
N4]

− 3

2
eΦgM [N1

GN2N3|PQ|π
PQ

N4] +
5

2
eΦG[MN1N2|P |π

P
N3N4] .

(2.16)

As in the previous case, a consequence of the TCFH above is that the forms (2.11) satisfy

a generalisation of the CKY equation with respect to the connection DF . Later we shall

demonstrate that in some cases the forms (2.4) and (2.11) generate symmetries in string and

particle actions probing some IIA backgrounds.

The factorisation of the domain that the minimal TCFH connection DF acts as in (2.4)

and (2.11) can be understood as follows. The product of two Majorana representations ∆32 in

terms of forms is ⊗2∆32 = Λ∗(R9,1). Therefore the form bilinears of all spinor span all spacetime

forms. Therefore generically the TCFH connection acts on the space of all spacetime forms.

However we have seen that the TCFH connection preserves the forms which are symmetric

(skew-symmetric) in the exchange of the two Killing spinors, i.e. it preserves that symmetrised

S2 (∆32) and skew-symmetrised Λ2 (∆32) subspaces of the product. As dimS2(∆32) = 528 and

dimΛ2(∆32) = 496, the (reduced) holonomy of DF is included in GL(528) ×GL(496). In fact

the holonomy3 of the minimal connection DF reduces further to SO(9, 1)×GL(517)×GL(495)
as it acts trivially on the scalars σ and σ̃ and does not mix k with the other from bilinears. Of

course the holonomy of DF reduces even further for special backgrounds.

2.3 Particles and Integrability of Type IIA Branes

Before we proceed to investigate the symmetries of particle and string probes generated by

the TCFHs of type IIA supergravity, we shall construct the KS and KY tensors of type IIA

brane solutions which to our knowledge have not presented before. We shall use these to argue

that the geodesic flow of some of these solutions is completely integrable and we shall give the

associated independent conserved charges in involution.

3Note though that the (reduced) holonomy of the maximal TCFH connection, see [36] for the definition, is
included in GL(528)×GL(496).
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2.3.1 Integrability and Separability

Returning to the particle system described by the action (1.1), the conserved charges (1.10) can

be written as functions on phase space, T ∗M , as

Q(d) = dN1···NkpN1 . . . pNk
, (2.17)

where pM is the conjugate momentum of xM . It turns out that if Q(d) and Q(e) are conserved

charges associated with KS tensors d and e, then {Q(d), Q(e)}PB is associated with the KS

tensor given in terms of the Nijenhuis-Schouten bracket

([d, e]NS)
N1···Nk+ℓ−1 = kdM(N1···Nk−1∂Me

Nk···Nk+ℓ−1) − ℓeM(N1···Nℓ−1∂Md
Nk···Nk+ℓ−1) , (2.18)

of d and e. Therefore, one has

{Q(d), Q(e)}PB = Q(−[d, e]NS) . (2.19)

Observe that if d is a vector, then [d, e]NS = Lde, i.e. the Nijenhuis-Schouten bracket is the Lie

derivative of e with respect to the vector field d. So two charges are in involution provided that

the Nijenhuis-Schouten bracket of the associated KS tensors vanishes.

Completely integrable systems are special. There are difficulties in both finding conserved

charges in involution and in proving that they are independent. For example if Q(d) and Q(e)

are conserved charges, Q(d)Q(e) is not an independent conserved charge, as its inclusion in the

map Q : P → Rn does not alter its rank. However for the geodesic flow described by the action

(1.1) that we shall investigate below, there is a simplifying feature. The spacetimes we shall be

considering admit a non-abelian group of isometries. For every isometry generated by a Killing

vector field Kr, there is an associated conserved charge

Qr = KM
r pM . (2.20)

Of course these charges may not be in involution. However note that the charges Qr written

in phase space do not depend on the spacetime metric. They only depend on the way that

the isometry group acts on the spacetime. Typically there are many metrics for which Qr are

constants of motion for the action (1.1). Of course any polynomial of Qr is also conserved and

is independent from the metric of the particle system. We shall refer to these charges as orbital

to emphasise their independence from the spacetime metric. In many occasions, it is possible

to find polynomials of Qr which are independent and are in involution. Suppose that one can

find n− 1 such independent (polynomial) orbital charges in involution and the Hamiltonian,

H =
1

2
gMNpMpN , (2.21)

is independent from the orbital charges. Then the geodesic flow is completely integrable because

the orbital charges will Poisson commute with the Hamiltonian. Of course the Hamiltonian

depends on the spacetime metric. To distinguish the conserved charges which depend on the
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spacetime metric from the orbital ones we shall refer to former as Hamiltonian. We shall

demonstrate that this strategy of proving complete integrability of a geodesic flow based on

non-abelian isometries is particularly effective whenever the non-abelian group of isometries has

a principal orbit in a spacetime of codimension of at most one. The complete integrability of

geodesic flows on homogeneous manifolds has been extensively investigated in the mathematics

literature, see e.g. [116].

An example

Before we proceed to investigate the KS and KY tensors and the integrability of the geodesic

flow on some type IIA backgrounds, let us present an example. The standard example is that

of the Kerr black hole. However more suitable for the examples that follow is to consider R2n

with a conformally flat metric

g = h(|y|)δijdyidyj , (2.22)

where |y| is the length of the coordinate y with respect to the Euclidean norm and h > 0.

A direct computation reveals that the following tensors

di1...ik = hk(|y|) yj1 . . . yjqaj1...jq ,i1...ik , (2.23)

are KS tensors provided that the coefficients a are constant and satisfy

a(j1...jq ,i1)...ik = aj1...(jq ,i1...ik) = 0 . (2.24)

For each of these KS tensors, there is an associated conserved charge Q(d) given in (2.17) of

the geodesic flow on R2n with metric (2.22). These generate an infinite dimensional symmetry

algebra for the action (1.1) with metric (2.22) which is isomorphic to the Poisson algebra of

Q(d)’s up to terms proportional to the equations of motion, i.e. the algebra of symmetry

transformations is isomorphic on-shell to the Poisson bracket algebra of the charges. The

conserved charges Q(d) may neither be independent nor in involution.

Next let us turn to find the KY and CCKY tensors on R2n with metric (2.22). After some

computation, one finds that

α = h
k
2 iY φ , β = h

k+2
2 Y ∧ φ , (2.25)

are KY and CCKY forms, respectively, for any constant k-form φ on R2n, where Y is either the

vector field Y = yi∂i or the one-form Y = yidy
i; it is clear from the context what Y denotes in

each case.

For each KY tensor above, one can construct the infinitesimal variation (1.64) which is a

symmetry of the action (1.62). However the commutator of two such infinitesimal transfor-

mations does not close to an infinitesimal transformation of the same type. Typically, the

right-hand side of the commutator will involve a term polynomial in Dx as well as a term which

is linear in the velocity ẋ. A systematic exploration of such commutators in a related context

can be found in [93, 94].
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Next let us turn to investigate the integrability of the geodesic flow of the metric (2.22). The

geodesic equations can be easily integrated in angular coordinates. However it is instructive

to provide a symmetry argument for the complete integrability of the geodesic equations. The

isometry group of the above backgrounds is SO(2n). The Killing vector fields are

kij = yi∂j − yj∂i , i < j , (2.26)

where yi = yi. The associated conserved charges are

Qij = Q(kij) = yipj − yjpi . (2.27)

Notice that all these conserved charges are orbital as they do not depend on the metric (2.22).

As Lkijg = 0, one can show that Qij commutes with the Hamiltonian H = 1
2h

−1δijpipj , i.e.

{H,Qij}PB = 0.

The conserved charges Qij are not in involution as {Q(kij), Q(kpq)}PB = Q([kij , kpq]). How-

ever using these, one can verify that the 2n− 1 orbital conserved charges

Dm =
1

4

∑
i,j≥2n+1−m

(Qij)
2 , m = 2, 3, . . . , 2n , (2.28)

are in involution. These together with the Hamiltonian H = 1
2h

−1δijpipj give 2n charges in

involution. Therefore the geodesic flow of the metric (2.22) is completely (Liouville) integrable.

An alternative way to think about the complete integrability of the geodesic flow on R2n

with metric (2.22) is to consider it as a motion along the round sphere S2n−1 in R2n and as a

motion along the radial direction r = |y|. For this write the metric (2.22) as

g = h(r)(dr2 + r2g(S2n−1)) , (2.29)

where g(S2n−1) is the metric on the round S2n−1 sphere. It is well known that the vector fields

(2.26) are tangential to S2n−1 and leave the round metric on S2n−1 invariant. The associated

conserved charges are as in (2.27) and they are functions of T ∗S2n−1, i.e. they do not depend on

the radial direction pr of the momentum p. One can proceed to define (2.28) and in turn show

that the geodesic flow on S2n−1 is completely integrable. Notice that D2n is the Hamiltonian of

the geodesic flow on S2n−1. All these charges including the Hamiltonian on S2n−1 are orbital as

they do not depend on the metric (2.22). As there are 2n− 1 independent charges in involution

associated with the geodesic flow on S2n−1, the addition of the Hamiltonian H = 1
2h

−1δijpipj

of the geodesic flow on R2n gives 2n independent conserved charges in involution proving the

complete integrability of the geodesic flow of the metric (2.22).

This construction can be reversed engineered and generalised. In particular consider a metric

on a n-dimensional manifold Mn

g(Mn) = dz2 + g(Nn−1)(z) , (2.30)

where z is a coordinate and g(Nn−1)(z) is a metric on the submanifold Nn−1 of Mn which may
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depend on z. Suppose now there is a group of isometries on Mn which has as a principal orbit

Nn−1. Clearly the associated conserved charges Q = KMpM , for each Killing vector field K,

will be functions on T ∗N . If one is able to find orbital conserved charges Dm, m = 1, . . . , n− 1

in involution, then the geodesic flow on Mn will be completely integrable after the inclusion

of the Hamiltonian H of the geodesic flow on Mn as an additional conserved charge. This is

because H is a function on T ∗Mn and so it is independent from Dm which are functions on

T ∗Nn−1. Moreover {Dm, H}PB = 0 as Dm are constructed as polynomials of the conserved

charges associated with the isometries on Mn. This argument will be repeatedly used to prove

complete integrability of geodesic flows of brane backgrounds and clearly can be adapted to

all manifolds which have a principal orbit of codimension at most one with respect to a group

action.

2.3.2 D-branes

The KS and CCKY Tensors of D-branes

The metric of type II Dp-branes in the string frame [107–111, 63] is

g = h−
1
2

p∑
a,b=0

ηabdσ
adσb + h

1
2

9−p∑
i,j=1

δijdy
idyj , (2.31)

where p = 0, . . . , 8 with p even for IIA D-branes, σa are the worldvolume coordinates, yi are

the transverse coordinates and h = h(y) is a harmonic function δij∂i∂jh = 0. Apart from the

metric, the solutions depend on a non-vanishing dilaton field and an appropriate form field

strength which we suppress. For planar branes located at different points ys in R9−p, one takes

for p ≤ 6

h = 1 +
∑
s

qs
|y − ys|7−p

, (2.32)

where | · | is the Euclidean norm in R9−p and qs is a constant proportional to the charge density

of the branes. The solution is invariant under the action of the Poincaré group, SO(p, 1)⋉Rp,1,
acting on the worldvolume coordinates σa. If the harmonic function is chosen such that h =

h(|y|)4, then the solution will be invariant under the action of SO(9 − p) group acting on the

transverse coordinates y.

Considering the Dp-branes (2.31) with h = h(|y|), the KS tensors which are invariant under

the worldvolume symmetry of the solution are

da1...a2mi1...ik = h
1
4
(k−m)(|y|) yj1 . . . yjqaj1...jq ,i1...ikη(a1a2 . . . ηa2m−1a2m) , (2.33)

provided that the constant coefficients a satisfy

a(j1...jq ,i1)...ik = aj1...(jq ,i1...ik) = 0 . (2.34)

4The harmonic function is h = 1+ q
|y|7−p for p = 0, . . . , 6, h = 1+ q log |y| for = 7 and h = 1+ q|y| for p = 8.
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Each of these KS tensors will generate a symmetry of the relativistic particle action (1.1). As a

result each such action on a D-brane background admits an infinite number of symmetries. The

algebra of the associated transformations is on-shell isomorphic to that of the Poisson bracket

algebra of the associated charges.

To investigate the symmetries of the spinning particles (1.62) propagating on D-branes, it

suffices to find the KY tensors of these backgrounds. For this, one begins with an ansatz which

respects the worldvolume isometries of the solutions. As the KY tensors are dual to CCKY

ones, let us focus on the latter. It turns out that

β(φ) = h
k+1−p

4 (|y|) Y ∧ φ ∧ dvol(Rp,1) , (2.35)

is a CCKY tensor for any constant k-form φ on R8−p, where dvol(Rp,1) is the volume form of

Rp,1 with respect to the flat metric and Y = δijy
idyj . Therefore Dp-branes admit 28−p linearly

independent KY forms each generating a symmetry of the action (1.62) of spinning particle

probes in these backgrounds. The associated conserved charges are given in (1.65).

Complete Integrability of Geodesic Flow

The geodesic flow on all Dp-brane backgrounds with h = h(|y|) is completely integrable. Of

course one can separate the geodesic equation in angular variables. Here we shall give all the

charges which are in involution. As we have already mentioned, the isometry group of such a

Dp-brane solution is SO(p, 1)⋉Rp,1×SO(9−p). Such a group has a codimension one principal

orbit Rp,1 × S8−p in the Dp-brane background. In particular, the Killing vectors generated

by the translations along the worldvolume coordinates are ka = ∂a and those generated by

SO(9− p) rotations on the transverse coordinates are

kij = yi∂j − yj∂i , i < j , (2.36)

where yi = yi. The associated conserved charges written in terms of the momenta are

Qa = pa , Qij = Q(kij) = yipj − yjpi . (2.37)

These charges are not in involution. However, one can verify that the 9 conserved charges

Qa , Dm =
1

4

∑
i,j≥10−p−m

(Qij)
2 , m = 2, 3, . . . , 9− p , (2.38)

are all orbital, independent and in involution. These together with the Hamiltonian of (1.1)

yield 10 charges in involution and the geodesic flow on all such Dp-brane solutions is completely

integrable.
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2.3.3 Common Sector Branes

KS and KY Tensors of Common Sector Branes

The metric of the fundamental string solution [104] is

g = h−1ηabdσ
adσb + δijdy

idyi , (2.39)

where a, b = 0, 1 and i, j = 1, . . . 8 and h is a harmonic function on R8, δij∂i∂jh = 0. We have

suppressed the other two fields of the solution the dilaton and 3-form field strength.

As for D-branes consider the fundamental string solution with h = h(|y|) = 1+ q
|y|6 . Such a

solution admits the same isometry group as that of D1-brane. Then one can demonstrate that

the KS tensors that preserve the worldvolume symmetry of the fundamental string are

da1...a2mi1...ik = h−m(|y|)yj1 . . . yjqaj1...jq ,i1...ikη(a1a2 . . . ηa2m−1a2m) , (2.40)

provided that the constant coefficients satisfy a(j1...jq ,i1)...ik = aj1...(jq ,i1...ik) = 0. As a result

a relativistic particle whose dynamics is described by the action (1.1) on such a background

admits an infinite number of symmetries generated by these KS tensors.

After some computation, one can verify that CCKY forms of the fundamental string solution

are

β(φ) = h−1(|y|)Y ∧ φ ∧ dσ0 ∧ dσ1 , (2.41)

for any constant k-form φ on R8, where Y = δijy
idyj . These give rise to 27 linearly independent

dual KY forms which generate symmetries for a spinning particle with action (1.62) propagating

on this background.

The metric of the NS5-brane solution [105, 106] is

g = ηabdσ
adσb + hδijdy

idyj , (2.42)

where a, b = 0, . . . , 5, i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4 and h is a harmonic function on R4. We have again

suppressed the dilaton and 3-form fields of the solution. For h = h(|y|) = 1 + q
|y|2 , the solution

has the same isometry group as that of the D5-brane.

As for the fundamental string solution above, the KS tensors that preserve the worldvolume

symmetry of the NS5-brane are

da1...a2mi1...ik = hk(|y|) yj1 . . . yjqaj1...jq ,i1...ikη(a1a2 . . . ηa2m−1a2m) , (2.43)

provided that the constant tensors a satisfy a(j1...jq ,i1)...ik = aj1...(jq ,i1...ik) = 0. Therefore the

action (1.1) of a relativistic particle action propagating in this background admits an infinite

number of symmetries generated by these KS tensors.

The CCKY forms of the NS5-brane are

β(φ) = h
k+2
2 (|y|) Y ∧ φ ∧ dvol(R5,1) , (2.44)
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for any constant k-form φ on R4, where Y = δijy
idyj and dvol(R5,1) is the volume form of the

worldvolume of the NS5-branes with respect to the flat metric. These give rise to 23 linearly

independent dual KY forms that generated the symmetries of a spinning particle with action

(1.62) propagating on the background.

Complete Integrability of Geodesic Flow

Consider a relativistic particle propagating on the fundamental string solution with h = h(|y|).
The worldsheet translations and transverse coordinate SO(8) rotations give rise to the conserved

charges

Qa = pa , a = 0, 1 ; Qij = yipj − yjpi , i, j = 1, . . . , 8 , (2.45)

respectively. From these one can construct the following nine independent, orbital, conserved

charges

Qa , Dm =
1

4

∑
i,j≥9−m

(Qij)
2 , m = 2, . . . , 8 , (2.46)

which are independent and in involution. These together with the Hamiltonian of the relativistic

particle (1.1) lead to the integrability of the geodesic flow on the fundamental string background.

Similarly, the conserved charges of a relativistic particle propagating on a NS5-brane back-

ground associated with the worldvolume translations and transverse SO(4) rotations are

Qa = pa , a = 0, . . . , 5 ; Qij = yipj − yjpi , i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4 . (2.47)

These give rise to nine independent, orbital, conserved charges

Qa , Dm =
1

4

∑
i,j≥5−m

(Qij)
2 , m = 2, . . . , 4 , (2.48)

which are independent and in involution. These together with the Hamiltonian of the relativistic

particle imply the complete integrability of the geodesic flow of NS5-brane.

2.4 Common Sector and TCFHs

The simplest sector to explore the TCFH of type IIA supergravity is the common sector. For

this sector, all fields vanish apart from the metric, dilaton and the NS-NS 3-form field strength

H, dH = 0. A direct inspection of the TCFH of type IIA supergravity reveals that some of

the spinor bilinears are covariantly constant with respect to a connection with skew-symmetric

torsion while some others satisfy a more general TCFH. The former are well known, especially

in the context of string compactifications, and have been extensively investigated in the sigma

model approach to string theory. They generate additional supersymmetries of the worldvolume

actions as well as W-type of symmetries [93, 94]. Here we shall demonstrate that string probes

on all common sector supersymmetric solutions admit W-type of symmetries generated by the

form bilinears.
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2.4.1 IIA Common Sector

The TCFH

The TCFH of the common sector can be written as

∇MϕN1...Np −
p

2
HP

M [N1
ϕ̃|P |...Np] = 0 , ∇M ϕ̃N1...Np −

p

2
HP

M [N1
ϕ|P |...Np] = 0 , (2.49)

for ϕ = k, π, τ and

∇M σ̃ = −1

4
HMPQω

PQ , ∇MωNR +
1

4
HMPQζ̃

PQ
NR =

1

2
HMNRσ̃ , (2.50)

∇M ζ̃N1...N4 −
1

3
(⋆H)M [N1N2N3|PQR|ζ̃

PQR
N4] − 3HM [N1N2

ωN3N4] =

1

12
gM [N1

(⋆H)N2N3N4]P1...P4
ζ̃P1...P4 − 5

12
(⋆H)[MN1N2N3|PQR|ζ̃

PQR
N4] ,

(2.51)

∇Mσ = −1

4
HMPQω̃

PQ , ∇M ω̃NR +
1

4
HMPQζ

PQ
NR =

1

2
HMNRσ , (2.52)

∇MζN1...N4 −
1

3
(⋆H)M [N1N2N3|PQR|ζ

PQR
N4] − 3HM [N1N2

ω̃N3N4] =

1

12
gM [N1

(⋆H)N2N3N4]P1...P4
ζP1...P4 − 5

12
(⋆H)[MN1N2N3|PQR|ζ

PQR
N4] .

(2.53)

These can be easily derived from the general IIA TCFH in section 2.2 upon setting all other

fields apart from the metric, dilaton and NS-NS 3-form to zero.

It is clear from the TCFH that k±rs = krs ± k̃rs, π±rs = πrs ± π̃rs and τ±rs = τ rs ± τ̃ rs are

covariantly constant

∇(±)k±rs = ∇(±)π±rs = ∇(±)τ±rs = 0 , (2.54)

with respect to the connections

∇(±) = ∇± 1

2
H . (2.55)

These are the forms that have mostly been explored in the literature. Although the rest do not

satisfy such a straightforward condition they are nevertheless part of the geometric structure

of the common sector backgrounds. A consequence of the TCFH above is that the (reduced)

holonomy of the connection5 of a generic common sector background is included in SO(9, 1)×
SO(9, 1) × GL(255) × GL(255). The subgroup SO(9, 1) × SO(9, 1) is the holonomy of the

connections ∇(±) as expected for the common sector. Here in addition we have demonstrated

that the holonomy of the TCFH connection factorizes because of the way that it acts on the 2-

and 4-form bilinears yielding the GL(255)×GL(255) subgroup.

Probe Hidden Symmetries Generated by the TCFH

After identifying the 3-form coupling C = db of the probe actions (1.73) and (1.67) with the

3-form field strength H of common sector backgrounds, C = H, the conditions on the form

bilinears k±rs, π±rs and τ±rs imposed by the TCFH (2.54) coincide with those in (1.69) and

(1.72) as required for the invariance of these probe actions. Therefore the ∇(±)-covariantly

5Note that the TCFH connection as stated above is not the minimal on k and k̃.
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constant form bilinears k±rs, π±rs and τ±rs generate symmetries for the particle (1.73) and

string (1.67) probe actions. These are given by the infinitesimal transformations

δxM =ϵ(±)
rs (k±rs)M , δxM = ϵ(±)

rs (π±rs)MPQD±x
PD±x

Q ,

δxM =ϵ(±)
rs (τ±rs)MN1...N4D±x

N1 . . . D±x
N4 ,

(2.56)

where ϵ
(±)
rs are the infinitesimal parameters.

Similarly after identifying C with H the spinning particle probes described by the action

(1.74) are invariant under symmetries generated by the ∇(+)-covariantly constant forms k+rs,

π+rs and τ+rs. The infinitesimal variations are given as in (2.56) after replacing the worldsheet

superfields with the worldline ones and the superspace derivative D+ with D. The ∇(−)-

covariantly constant forms k−rs, π−rs and τ−rs also generate symmetries for the spinning particle

probe with action given in (1.74) but now with the coupling C identified with −H, C = −H.

The interpretation of the rest of the form bilinears satisfying the TCFH conditions (2.50)-

(2.53) as generators of symmetries of worldvolume probe actions is not apparent. For generic

common sector backgrounds, these bilinears do not generate symmetries for the probe actions we

have considered here. Nevertheless, they may generate symmetries for probes on some special

backgrounds, as some terms in the TCFH may vanish and so the remaining TCFH conditions

can be interpreted as invariance conditions of some worldvolume probe action.

Hidden Symmetries of Probes on Common Sector IIA Branes

We have demonstrated that particle and string probes in common sector backgrounds exhibit

a large number of symmetries generated by the ∇(±)-covariantly constant forms k±rs, π±rs

and τ±rs. To present some examples, we shall explore the symmetries generated by the form

bilinears of the fundamental string and NS5-brane. For this, we have to compute the form

bilinears of these two backgrounds.

To begin, let us assume that the worldsheet directions of the fundamental string are along

05. Then the Killing spinors of the solution can be written as ϵ = h−
1
4 ϵ0, where ϵ0 is a constant

spinor that satisfies the condition Γ0Γ5Γ11ϵ0 = ±ϵ0 with the gamma matrices in a frame basis6.

The metric of the solution is given in (2.39) after changing the worldvolume directions from 01

to 05 and taking h to be any harmonic function on R8, e.g. h can be a multi-centred harmonic

function as in (2.32) for p = 1. The choice of worldsheet directions we have made for the string

above may be thought as unconventional. However, it turns out that such a choice is split with

the basis used in spinorial geometry [117] to construct realisations of Clifford algebras in terms

of forms; for a review on spinorial geometry techniques see [72]. We shall use spinorial geometry

to solve the condition on ϵ0 and so this labelling of the coordinates is convenient.

Indeed choosing the plus sign in the condition on ϵ0 and using the realisation of spinors in

terms of forms7 write ϵ0 = η + e5 ∧ λ, where η and λ are constant Majorana spin(8) spinors.

Then the condition Γ0Γ5Γ11ϵ0 = ϵ0 restricts η and λ to be positive chirality Majorana-Weyl

6This will be the case for the conditions on the Killing spinors of all brane solutions that we shall investigate
from now on.

7In spinorial geometry the Dirac spinors of spin(9, 1) are identified with Λ∗(C5). The Gamma matrices are
realised on Λ∗(C5) using the exterior multiplication and inner derivation operations with respect to a Hermitian
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spinors of spin(8), i.e. η, λ ∈ ∆+
8 ≡ Λev(R⟨e1, e2, e3, e4⟩). Thus the most general solution of

Γ0Γ5Γ11ϵ0 = ϵ0 is

ϵ0 = η + e5 ∧ λ , (2.57)

where η and λ are positive chirality Majorana-Weyl spinors of spin(8).

Using (2.57) one can easily express all the form bilinears of the fundamental string back-

ground in terms of the form bilinears of η and λ. The explicit expressions have been collected

in appendix C.1. Using these one finds that

k+rs =2h−
1
2 ⟨ηr, ηs⟩ (e0 − e5) , k−rs = h−

1
2 ⟨λr, λs⟩ (e0 + e5) ,

π+rs =h−
1
2 ⟨ηr,Γijηs⟩ (e0 − e5) ∧ ei ∧ ej , π−rs = h−

1
2 ⟨λr,Γijλs⟩ (e0 + e5) ∧ ei ∧ ej ,

τ+rs =
2

4!
h−

1
2 ⟨ηr,Γijkℓηs⟩ (e0 − e5) ∧ ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ∧ eℓ ,

τ−rs =
2

4!
h−

1
2 ⟨λr,Γijkℓλs⟩ (e0 + e5) ∧ ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ∧ eℓ ,

(2.58)

where (e0, e5, ei) is a pseudo-orthonormal frame for the metric (2.39), i.e. g = −(e0)2+(e5)2+∑
i(e

i)2, and ⟨·, ·⟩ is the spin(8)-invariant (Hermitian) inner product on ∆+
8 . Both k±rs are

along the worldvolume directions and Killing. This implies that both k and k̃ are Killing as

well. This is expected for k but not for k̃. Nevertheless k̃ is Killing because the fundamental

string is a special background. Observe that the ∇(+)- (∇(−)-) parallel form bilinears are left-

(right-) handed from the string worldvolume perspective as indicated by their dependence on

the worldsheet lightcone directions.

It remains to compute the bilinears of spin(8) Majorana-Weyl spinors η and λ. These can

be obtained using the decomposition of the product of two positive chirality Majorana-Weyl

representations ∆+
8 in terms of forms on R8 as

∆+
8 ⊗∆+

8 = Λ0(R8)⊕ Λ2(R8)⊕ Λ4+(R8) , (2.59)

where Λ4+(R8) are the self-dual 4-forms on R8. As η and λ are in ∆+
8 and otherwise unrestricted,

their bilinears span all 0-, 2- and self-dual 4-forms in R8. As a consequence, the string probe

(1.67) and particle probe (1.73) actions are invariant under 27 independent symmetries.

Next let us turn to the symmetries of probes on the NS5-brane background. Choosing the

worldvolume of the NS5-brane along the 012567 directions, the Killing spinors ϵ = ϵ0 of the

background satisfy the condition Γ3489Γ11ϵ0 = ±ϵ0, where ϵ0 is a constant Majorana spinor.

The metric of the solution is given in (2.42) after changing the worldvolume directions from

012345 to 012567 for similar reasons as those explained for the fundamental string above and

after taking h to be a harmonic function on R4 as in (2.32) for p = 5. Choosing the plus sign,

the condition Γ3489Γ11ϵ0 = ϵ0 can be solved using spinorial geometry. It is convenient to first

solve this condition for Dirac spinors and then impose the reality condition on ϵ. The solution

can be expressed as

ϵ = η1 + e34 ∧ λ1 + e3 ∧ η2 + e4 ∧ λ2 , (2.60)

basis (e1, . . . , e5) in C5. The Majorana spinors satisfy the reality condition Γ6789 ∗ ϵ = ϵ. For more details see
e.g. appendix B of [72].
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where η and λ are positive chirality Weyl spinors of spin(5, 1), i.e. η, λ ∈ ∆+
(6) ≡ Λev(C⟨e1, e2, e5⟩).

Imposing the reality condition on ϵ, Γ6789 ∗ ϵ = ϵ, one finds that

λ1 = −Γ67(η
1)∗ , λ2 = −Γ67(η

2)∗ . (2.61)

So the Killing spinor ϵ is completely determined by the (complex) positive chirality spin(5, 1)

spinors η1 and η2.

Using (2.60), one can easily compute all the form bilinears of the NS5-brane background and

express them in terms of the form bilinears of η1 and η2. All these can be found in appendix

C.1.

In particular the ∇(±)-covariantly constant spinor bilinears are

k+rs = 4Re
〈
η1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
ea , k−rs = 4Re

〈
η2r,Γaη

2s
〉
D

ea , (2.62)

π+rs =
2

3
Re
〈
η1r,Γabcη

1s
〉
D

ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

− 4Re
〈
η1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D

(e3 ∧ e4 − e8 ∧ e9) ∧ ea

− 4Im
〈
η1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D

(e3 ∧ e8 + e4 ∧ e9) ∧ ea

− 4Im
〈
η1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D

(e3 ∧ e9 − e4 ∧ e8) ∧ ea ,

(2.63)

π−rs =
2

3
Re
〈
η2r,Γabcη

2r
〉
D

ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

+ 4Re
〈
η2r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D

(e3 ∧ e4 + e8 ∧ e9) ∧ ea

+ 4Im
〈
η2r,Γaη

2s
〉
D

(e3 ∧ e8 − e4 ∧ e9) ∧ ea

+ 4Im
〈
η2r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D

(e3 ∧ e9 + e4 ∧ e8) ∧ ea ,

(2.64)

τ+rs = k+rs ∧ e3 ∧ e4 ∧ e8 ∧ e9

− 2

3
Re
〈
η1r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D

(e3 ∧ e4 − e8 ∧ e9) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

− 2

3
Im
〈
η1r,Γabcη

1s
〉
D

(e3 ∧ e8 + e4 ∧ e9) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

− 2

3
Im
〈
η1r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D

(e3 ∧ e9 − e4 ∧ e8) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

+
4

5!
Re
〈
η1r,Γa1...a5η

1s
〉
D

ea1 ∧ · · · ∧ ea5 ,

(2.65)

τ−rs = −k−rs ∧ e3 ∧ e4 ∧ e8 ∧ e9

+
2

3
Re
〈
η2r,Γabcλ

2s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e4 + e8 ∧ e9) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

+
2

3
Im
〈
η2r,Γabcη

2s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e8 − e4 ∧ e9) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

+
2

3
Im
〈
η2r,Γabcλ

2s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e9 + e4 ∧ e8) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

+
4

5!
Re
〈
η2r,Γa1...a5η

2s
〉
D

ea1 ∧ · · · ∧ ea5 ,

(2.66)

where a, b, c = 0, 1, 2, 5, 6, 7 are the worldvolume directions, (ea, e3, e4, e8, e9) is a pseudo or-

thonormal frame for the metric (2.42), ⟨·, ·⟩D is the spin(5, 1) invariant Dirac inner product and
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ϵ3489 = 1. Both k±rs are along the worldvolume directions of the brane and are Killing. This in

turn implies that both k and k̃ are Killing as well. Again k̃ is Killing because the NS5-brane is

a special background. The 3- and 5-forms have mixed components along both worldvolume and

transverse directions. Note that the anti-self-dual and self-dual 2-forms along the transverse

directions contribute to ∇(+) and ∇(−) covariantly constant forms, respectively.

Therefore the NS5-brane form bilinears have been expressed in terms of those of two positive

chirality Weyl spin(5, 1) spinors. The decomposition of two positive chirality Weyl spin(5, 1)

representations, ∆+
4 , into forms on C6 is given by

⊗2∆+
4 = Λ1(C6)⊕ Λ3+(C6) (2.67)

Therefore the string probe with action (1.67) and particle probe with action (1.73) are invariant

under 25 symmetries counted over the reals. To see this, observe that from the decomposition

above all 1- and self-dual 3-forms along the NS5-brane worldvolume are spanned by these

spinors. So there are 6 + 10 = 24 independent symmetries generated by the ∇(+)-covariantly

constant forms and similarly for the ∇(−)-covariantly constant forms yielding 25 in total. These

generate a symmetry algebra of W-type [93, 94]. For the remaining form bilinears in appendix

C.1, there is not a straightforward way to relate them to symmetries of particle or string probe

actions.

2.5 IIA D-branes

There is no classification of IIA supersymmetric backgrounds. So to give more examples for

which the TCFH can be interpreted as invariance condition for probe particle and string actions

under symmetries generated by the form bilinears, we shall turn to some special solutions and in

particular to the D-branes8. It is convenient to organise the investigation in electric-magnetic

brane pairs as the non-vanishing fields that appear in TCFH are the same. The TCFH for

each D-brane pair can be easily found from that of the IIA TCFH given in (2.5)-(2.10) and

(2.13)-(2.16) upon setting all the form field strengths to zero apart from those associated to the

D-brane under investigation.

2.5.1 D0- and D6-branes

D0-branes

The Killing spinors of the D0-brane are given by ϵ = h−
1
8 ϵ0, where ϵ0 is a constant spinor

restricted as Γ0Γ11ϵ0 = ±ϵ0, the worldline is along the 0-th direction and h is a multi-centred

harmonic function as in (2.32) for p = 0. Choosing the plus sign and using spinorial geometry

[117], one can solve this condition by setting

ϵ0 = η − e5 ∧ Γ11η , (2.68)

8A consequence of this investigation is that we shall find all form bilinears of the type IIA D-brane solutions.
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where η ∈ Λ∗(R⟨e1, . . . , e4⟩) and the reality condition is imposed by Γ6789 ∗ η = η. Using this,

one can compute the form bilinears. These are given in appendix C.2.

As expected k is a Killing vector. As a result k generates a symmetry in all probe actions

(1.67), (1.73) and (1.74) after setting the form couplings to zero. It also generates a symmetry

in the probe action of [118] with the 2-form coupling; the D0-brane 2-form field strength F =

F0i e
0 ∧ ei is invariant under the action of k. An investigation of the TCFH for the rest of the

form bilinears using that F0i ̸= 0 reveals that these do not generate symmetries for the probe

actions we have been considering. Because of this we postpone a more detailed analysis of the

TCFH for later and in particular for the D6- and D2-branes.

D6-brane

Choosing the transverse directions of the D6-brane along 549, the Killing spinor ϵ = h−
1
8 ϵ0

satisfies the condition

Γ549Γ11ϵ0 = ±ϵ0 , (2.69)

where ϵ0 is a constant spinor and h is a multi-centred harmonic function as in (2.32) with p = 6.

To solve this condition with the plus sign using spinorial geometry, set

ϵ0 = η + e4 ∧ λ , (2.70)

where η, λ ∈ Λ∗(C⟨e1, e2, e3, e5⟩). Then the condition (2.69) gives

Γ5Γ11η = −iη , Γ5Γ11λ = iλ . (2.71)

One can proceed to expand η and λ as η = η1 + e5 ∧ η2 and λ = λ1 + e5 ∧ λ2 in which case

the conditions (2.71) give η2 = iΓ11η
1 and λ2 = −iΓ11λ

1, where η1, λ1 ∈ Λ∗(C⟨e1, e2, e3⟩) are

the independent spinors. However if one proceeds in this way the form bilinears will not be

manifestly worldvolume Lorentz covariant, as the 0-th direction will be separated from the rest.

Because of this, we shall not solve (2.71) and do the computation with η and λ. After the

computation of the form bilinears, one can substitute in the formulae the solution of (2.71) in

terms of η1 and λ1. However this is not necessary for the purpose of this chapter. It remains

to impose the reality condition on ϵ0. This gives η = −iΓ678 ∗ λ or equivalently λ = −iΓ678 ∗ η.
The form bilinears are given in appendix C.2.

The TCFH for k on a background with a 2-form field strength is

∇MkN =
1

8
eΦFPQζ̃

PQ
MN +

1

4
eΦFMN σ̃ . (2.72)

As expected k generates isometries and so symmetries in all the probe actions (1.73), (1.67) and

(1.74) with vanishing form couplings. It also generates a symmetry for the probe action of [118]

with the 2-form coupling, as the D6-brane 2-form field strength F = 1
2Fij e

i ∧ ej is invariant

under the action of k. In what follows we shall be mostly concerned with the symmetries

generated by the form bilinears for the probe action (1.74). The invariance of this action



48 Chapter 2. TCFH, Hidden Symmetries and Type IIA Backgrounds

imposes the weakest conditions on the form bilinears amongst all probe actions that we have

been investigating.

Next consider the k̃ and ω bilinears on a background with a 2-form field strength. The

TCFH for these is

∇M k̃N − 1

2
eΦFMPω

P
N =

1

8
eΦgMNFPQω

PQ − 1

2
eΦF[M |P |ω

P
N ] , (2.73)

∇MωNR + eΦFM [N k̃R] =
3

4
eΦF[MN k̃R] +

1

2
eΦgM [NFR]P k̃

P

− 1

4 · 5!
eΦ(⋆F )MNRP1...P5τ

P1...P5 .

(2.74)

For k̃ to generate symmetries in probe action (1.74) with C = 0, it must be a KY tensor.

As for D6-branes Fij ̸= 0, the term proportional to the spacetime metric in the first of the

equations above must vanish. This requires that ωij = 0. Then from the expressions of the

form bilinears of D6-brane in appendix C.2 and (2.71), one concludes that k̃ = 0. Therefore k̃

does not generate symmetries for the probe action (1.74).

Similarly for ω to generate a symmetry for probe action (1.74) with C = 0, one finds from

the last TCFH above that k̃ = 0. Then from the expressions for the D6-brane form bilinears in

appendix C.2, this implies that ωij = 0 or equivalently

⟨ηr,Γ11λ
s⟩D = Im ⟨ηr, ηs⟩D = 0 . (2.75)

Then

ω =
1

2
ωab e

a ∧ eb = h−
1
4Re⟨ηr,Γabηs⟩D ea ∧ eb , (2.76)

is a KY form and generates a (hidden) symmetry for the probe action (1.74) with C = 0. Note

that there are Killing spinors for which ω ̸= 0 even though ωij = 0. Indeed, take ηr = ηs =

1 + e1 + e5 ∧ (i1− ie1).

The TCFH for the bilinears ω̃ and π is

∇M ω̃NR +
1

2
eΦFMPπ

P
NR = −1

4
eΦgM [NF|PQ|π

PQ
R] +

3

4
eΦF[M |P |π

P
NR] , (2.77)

∇MπNRS−
3

2
eΦFM [N ω̃RS] = − 1

4 · 4!
eΦ(⋆F )MNRSP1...P4ζ

P1...P4

− 3

2
eΦgM [NFR|P |ω̃

P
S] −

3

2
eΦF[MN ω̃RS] .

(2.78)

For ω̃ to be a KY form and so generate a symmetry in the probe action (1.74) with C = 0,

πaij = 0. As it can be seen from the D6-brane bilinears in appendix C.2 after using (2.71), this

implies that ω̃ = 0 and so ω̃ does not generate any symmetries. Turning to π, one finds that

this is a KY tensor provided that ω̃ = 0 which implies that πaij = 0 or equivalently

⟨ηr,ΓaΓ5λ
s⟩D = Im⟨ηr,Γaηs⟩D = 0 . (2.79)
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The remaining components of π,

π =
1

3!
πabce

a ∧ eb ∧ ec =
1

3
h−

1
4Re⟨ηr,Γabcηs⟩De

a ∧ eb ∧ ec , (2.80)

generate a (hidden) symmetry for the probe action (1.74) with C = 0. There are Killing

spinors such that they satisfy (2.79) and π ̸= 0, e.g. ηr = 1 + e1 + ie5 ∧ (1 − e1) and ηs =

i(1− e1)− e5 ∧ (1 + e1).

From now on to simplify the analysis that follows on the symmetries generated by TCFHs for

all IIA D-branes, we shall only mention the components of the form bilinears that are required

to vanish in order for some others become KY forms. In particular, we shall not give the explicit

expressions for the vanishing components of the form bilinears and those of the KY forms in

terms of the Killing spinors as we have done in e.g. (2.79) and (2.80), respectively. These can

be easily read from the expressions of the form bilinears of D-branes given in appendix C.2.

The TCFH for the bilinears ζ and π̃ is

∇M π̃NRS−
1

2
eΦFMP ζ

P
NRS =

3

8
eΦgM [NF|PQ|ζ

PQ
RS]

− eΦF[M |P |ζ
P
NRS] −

3

4
eΦgM [NFRS]σ ,

(2.81)

∇MζN1...N4 + 2eΦFM [N1
π̃N2N3N4] =

1

4!
eΦ(⋆F )MN1...N4PQRπ

PQR

+ 3eΦgM [N1
FN2|P |π̃

P
N3N4] +

5

2
eΦF[MN1

π̃N2N3N4] .

(2.82)

A similar analysis to the one presented above reveals that π̃ does not generate symmetries in

the probe actions we have been considering. While for ζ to be a KY form, and so generate a

(hidden) symmetry for the probe action (1.74) with C = 0, one requires that π̃ = 0. This in

turn implies that ζabij = 0. So there is the possibility that ζ = 1
24ζa1...a4e

a1 ∧ · · · ∧ ea4 is a KY

form. But one can verify after some computation9 that there are not Killing spinors such that

ζabij = 0 with ζ ̸= 0.

The TCFH for ζ̃ and τ is

∇M ζ̃N1...N4+
1

2
eΦFMP τ

P
N1...N4 = −1

2
eΦgM [N1

F|PQ|τ
PQ

N2N3N4] +
5

8
eΦF[M |P |τ

P
N1...N4]

+ 3eΦgM [N1
FN2N3kN4] ,

(2.83)

∇MτN1...N5 −
5

2
eΦFM [N1

ζ̃N2...N5] =
1

8
eΦ(⋆F )MN1...N5

PQωPQ

− 5eΦgM [N1
FN2|P |ζ̃

P
N3N4N5] −

15

4
eΦF[MN1

ζ̃N2...N5] .

(2.84)

For ζ̃ to generate a symmetry, the above TCFH requires ka = 0 and τabcij = 0. These imply

that ζ̃ = 0 and so this bilinear does not generate a symmetry. It turns out that τ is a KY form

provided that ζ̃abci = 0. As a result τabcij = 0. The remaining non-vanishing components of τ ,

τ = 1
5!τa1...a5e

a1 ∧ · · ·∧ea5 potentially generates a (hidden) symmetry of the probe action (1.74)

9To prove this one uses spinorial geometry techniques and the freedom to choose a pseudo-orthonormal frame
to find a representative for η1r. Then one solves for all conditions arising from ζabij = 0. This restricts η1s and
leads to ζ = 0. It is a lengthy computation that will not be presented here.
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with C = 0. But after some computation one can verify that there are no Killing spinors such

that τabcij = 0 such that τ ̸= 0.

It is clear from the TCFH in (2.72)-(2.74), (2.77), (2.78), (2.81), (2.82), (2.83) and (2.84)

that the holonomy of the minimal connection reduces for backgrounds with only a 2-form field

strength. In particular, the (reduced) holonomy of the minimal connection reduces to a subgroup

of SO(9, 1)×GL(55)×GL(165)×GL(330)×GL(462). For completeness we state the TCFH

on the scalar bilinears

∇M σ̃ = −1

4
eΦFMPk

P , ∇Mσ = −1

8
eΦFPQπ̃

PQ
M . (2.85)

These give a trivial contribution to the holonomy of the minimal connection.

To summarise the results of this section, we have concluded as a consequence of the TCFH

that there are Killing spinors such that k, ω and π, which have non-vanishing components

only along the worldvolume directions of the D6-brane, are KY forms. Therefore they generate

symmetries for the probe described by the action (1.74) with C = 0 in a D6-brane background.

This is the case for any multi-centred harmonic function h that the D6-brane solution depends

on.

2.5.2 D2 and D4-branes

D2 brane

Choosing the worldvolume directions of the D2-brane along 051, the Killing spinors ϵ = h−
1
8 ϵ0

of the solution satisfy the condition

Γ051ϵ0 = ±ϵ0 , (2.86)

where ϵ0 is a constant spinor and h is given in (2.32) for p = 2. To solve this condition with

the plus sign using spinorial geometry, set

ϵ0 = η + e5 ∧ λ , (2.87)

to find that the remaining restrictions on η and λ are

Γ1η = η , Γ1λ = λ , (2.88)

where η, λ ∈ Λ∗(R⟨e1, e2, e3, e4⟩); the reality condition is imposed with Γ6789 ∗ η = η and

Γ6789 ∗ λ = λ. As in the D6-brane case, the remaining condition on η and λ can be solved by

setting η = η1+e1∧η1 and λ = λ1+e1∧λ1, where η1, λ1 ∈ Λ∗(R⟨e2, e3, e4⟩) label the independent
solutions of (2.86). However, we shall perform the computation of the form bilinears using (2.87)

as otherwise their expression will not be manifestly covariant along the transverse directions of

the D2-brane, e.g. the 6-th direction will have to be treated separately from the rest. The form

bilinears of the D2-brane can be found in appendix C.2.

D2-branes exhibit a non-vanishing 4-form field strength G015i ̸= 0. As the probe actions

we have been considering do not exhibit such a coupling, the only remaining coupling is that

of the spacetime metric. Therefore for the form bilinears to generate a symmetry, they must
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be KY forms. To investigate which of the form bilinears are KY, we shall organise the TCFH

according to the domain that the minimal connection acts on. As expected the TCFH

∇MkN = − 1

4 · 4!
eΦ(⋆G)MNP1...P4 ζ̃

P1...P4 +
1

8
eΦGMNPQω

PQ , (2.89)

implies that k is a Killing 1-form. As a result it generates symmetries in all probe action (1.73),

(1.67) and (1.74) after setting b = C = 0.

Next observe that

∇M k̃N − 1

12
eΦGMPQRζ̃

PQR
N =

1

4 · 4!
eΦgMNGP1...P4 ζ̃

P1...P4 − 1

12
eΦG[M |PQR|ζ̃

PQR
N ] , (2.90)

∇M ζ̃N1...N4 +
1

2
eΦ(⋆G)M [N1N2|PQR|τ

PQR
N3N4] + 2eΦGM [N1N2N3

k̃N4]

= −1

8
eΦgM [N1

(⋆G)N2N3|P1...P4|τ
P1...P4

N4] +
5

12
eΦ(⋆G)[MN1N2|PQR|τ

PQR
N3N4]

+
1

4
eΦ(⋆G)MN1...N4Pk

P +
5

4
eΦG[MN1N2N3

k̃N4] + eΦgM [N1
GN2N3N4]P k̃

P .

(2.91)

∇MτN1...N5 −
5

2
eΦ(⋆G)M [N1N2N3|PQ|ζ̃

PQ
N4N5] + 5eΦGM [N1N2N3

ωN4N5]

= −15

8
eΦ(⋆G)[MN1N2N3|PQ|ζ̃

PQ
N4N5] −

1

4
eΦ(⋆G)MN1...N5 σ̃

− 5

6
eΦgM [N1

(⋆G)N2N3N4|PQR|ζ̃
PQR

N5] +
15

4
eΦG[MN1N2N3

ωN4N5]

+ 5eΦgM [N1
GN2N3N4|P |ω

P
N5] ,

(2.92)

∇MωNR − 1

12
eΦGMP1P2P3τ

P1P2P3
NR =

1

2 · 4!
eΦgM [NG|P1...P4|τ

P1...P4
R]

− 1

8
eΦG[M |P1P2P3|τ

P1P2P3
NR] −

1

4
eΦGMNRPk

P ,

(2.93)

and so the minimal connection acts on the domain of k̃, ζ̃, τ and ω form bilinears. Using that

for D2-branes G015i ̸= 0 and the explicit expression for the form bilinears in appendix C.2, one

finds that the TCFH implies that the form bilinears k̃, ζ̃ and τ cannot be KY tensors. So these

do not generate a symmetry in probe actions. On the other hand for ω to be a KY tensor, the

TCFH implies that τabcij = 0. This in turn implies that ωij = 0. As a result ω = 1
2ωabe

a ∧ eb

is a KY form and generates a (hidden) symmetry in the probe action (1.74). The condition

τabcij = 0 on the Killing spinors and the expression for ωab in terms of Killing spinors can be

easily read from the expressions of these form bilinears in appendix C.2. There are Killing

spinors such that τabcij = 0 and ω ̸= 0. For example set ηr = λr and ηs = λs with ⟨ηr, ηs⟩ ≠ 0.

The TCFH on the remaining form bilinears is

∇MπNRS−
3

4
eΦGM [N |PQ|ζ

PQ
RS] = −1

4
eΦGMNRSσ +

1

8
eΦ(⋆G)MNRSPQω̃

PQ

− 1

4
eΦgM [NGR|P1P2P3|ζ

P1P2P3
S] −

3

4
eΦG[MN |PQ|ζ

PQ
RS] ,

(2.94)
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∇MζN1...N4 + 3eΦGM [N1N2|P |π
P
N3N4] + eΦ(⋆G)M [N1N2N3|PQ|π̃

PQ
N4]

=
1

6
eΦgM [N1

(⋆G)N2N3N4]PQRπ̃
PQR +

5

8
eΦ(⋆G)[MN1N2N3|PQ|π̃

PQ
N4]

− 3

2
eΦgM [N1

GN2N3|PQ|π
PQ

N4] +
5

2
eΦG[MN1N2|P |π

P
N3N4] ,

(2.95)

∇M π̃NRS +
3

2
eΦGM [NR|P |ω̃

P
S] −

1

4
eΦ(⋆G)M [NR|P1P2P3|ζ

P1P2P3
S]

= −3

8
eΦgM [NGRS]PQω̃

PQ + eΦG[MNR|P |ω̃
P
S]

+
1

32
eΦgM [N (⋆G)RS]P1...P4

ζP1...P4 − 1

6
eΦ(⋆G)[MNR|P1P2P3|ζ

P1P2P3
S] ,

(2.96)

∇M ω̃NR − 1

2
eΦGM [N |PQ|π̃

PQ
R] = − 1

4!
eΦ(⋆G)MNRP1P2P3π

P1P2P3

− 1

12
eΦgM [NGR]P1P2P3

π̃P1P2P3 − 3

8
eΦG[MN |PQ|π̃

PQ
R] .

(2.97)

Requiring that these form bilinears must be KY tensors, the above TCFH together with the

explicit expressions for the D2-brane form bilinears in C.2 reveal that ζ = π̃ = ω̃ = 0. For

π to be a KY form, the TCFH implies that ζijab = 0 which in turn gives πija = 0. The

remaining non-vanishing component of π, π = 1
3!πabce

a ∧ eb ∧ ec, is a KY tensor and generates

a (hidden) symmetry in the probe action (1.74) with C = 0. Again the expression of the

conditions ζijab = 0 and that of π in terms of the Killing spinors can be found in appendix C.2.

There are Killing spinors such that ζijab = 0 and π ̸= 0. Indeed set λr = −ηr, λs = ηs and

ηr = ηs = 1 + e234 + e1 ∧ (1 + e234).

It is clear that the holonomy of the minimal connection of the TCFH with only the 4-form

field strength reduces. In particular, the reduced holonomy is included in SO(9, 1)×GL(517)×
GL(495). For completeness we give the TCFH on the scalars as

∇M σ̃ =
1

4 · 5!
(⋆G)MP1...P5τ

P1...P5 , ∇Mσ =
1

4!
eΦGMPQRπ

PQR , (2.98)

which give a trivial contribution in the holonomy of the minimal connection.

To summarise the results of this section, we have shown that there are choices of Killing

spinors such that ω and π, with non-vanishing components only along the worldvolume direc-

tions of the D2-brane, are KY tensors. Therefore these bilinears generate (hidden) symmetries

for a probe described by the action (1.74) with C = 0 on all D2-brane backgrounds, including

those that depend on a multi-centred harmonic function h.

D4 brane

Choosing the transverse directions of the D4-brane as 23849, the Killing spinors ϵ = h−
1
8 ϵ0 of

the solution satisfy the condition

Γ23849ϵ0 = ±ϵ0 , (2.99)

where ϵ0 is a constant spinor and h is a harmonic function as in (2.32) for p = 4. To solve this

condition with the plus sign using spinorial geometry write

ϵ0 = η1 + e34 ∧ η2 + e3 ∧ λ1 + e4 ∧ λ2 , (2.100)
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where η, λ ∈ Λ∗(C⟨e5, e1, e2⟩). Substituting this into (2.99), one finds that

Γ2η
1 = −η1 , Γ2λ

1 = −λ1 , (2.101)

and similarly for η2 and λ2. The reality condition on ϵ implies that η1 = Γ67 ∗ η2 and λ1 =

Γ67 ∗ λ2. The remaining conditions (2.101) can be solved by setting η1 = ρ − e2 ∧ ρ, where

ρ ∈ Λ∗⟨e5, e1⟩, and similarly for the rest of the spinors. However as for the D2-brane, we shall

not do this as otherwise the expression for the form bilinears will not be manifestly covariant in

the worldvolume directions because the 6-th direction will have to be treated separately from

the rest. The form bilinears of the D4-brane can be expressed in terms of those of η and λ

spinors. Their expressions can be found in appendix C.2.

As in the D2-brane case, the form bilinears generate symmetries in the probe actions we

have been considering provided that they are KY forms. This condition requires that certain

terms in the TCFH must vanish. Using that for the D4-brane solution Gijkl ̸= 0 and the

explicit expression of the form bilinears in appendix C.2, one finds after a detailed analysis of

the TCFH that only k, ζ̃, τ , ω̃ and π can be KY tensors while the rest of the bilinears vanish.

In particular, as expected, k is Killing and so generates a symmetry for the probe actions we

have been considering.

For ζ̃ to be a KY tensor, the TCFH requires that k̃ = 0, τija1a2a3 = 0 and τa1...a5 = 0. These

imply that ζ̃ija1a2 = 0. The non-vanishing component of ζ̃, ζ̃ = 1
4! ζ̃a1...a4e

a1 ∧· · ·∧ea4 , generates

a (hidden) symmetry for the probe action (1.74) with C = 0. Similarly for τ to be a KY form,

the TCFH requires that ω = 0 and ζ̃ijab = 0. These imply that τ = 1
5!τa1...τ5e

a1 ∧ · · · ∧ ea5 is a

KY form and generates a (hidden) symmetry for the probe action (1.74) with C = 0.

For ω̃ to be a KY form the TCFH requires that π̃ijk = 0, which in turn implies that ω̃ij = 0.

The remaining component of ω̃ = 1
2 ω̃abe

a ∧ eb is a KY tensor and generates a symmetry for

probe action (1.74) with C = 0. There are Killing spinors such that π̃ijk = 0 while ω̃ ̸= 0.

Indeed take η1r = x1 + ye1 − e2 ∧ (x1 + ye1) and η1s = −ix1 + iye1 − e2 ∧ (−ix1 + iye1),

x, y ∈ C− {0} and λ1r = λ1s = 0.

Similarly for π to be a KY form, the TCFH requires that ζaijk = 0, which in turn gives

πaij = 0. Then π = 1
3!πabce

a ∧ eb ∧ ec is a KY form and generates a (hidden) symmetry for the

probe action (1.74) with C = 0. In all the above cases, the explicit expressions for the vanishing

conditions on some of the components of the form bilinears, as well as the expressions of KY

forms in terms of the Killing spinors, can be easily read from the results of appendix C.2 and so

they will not be repeated here. For ζ̃, τ and π we have not verified whether there exist Killing

spinors such that these are non-vanishing KY forms. A preliminary investigation has revealed

that they do not exist.

To summarise the results of this section, there are Killing spinors such that k, and ω̃ with

non-vanishing components only along the worldvolume directions of D4-brane, are KY tensors.

Therefore, they generate (hidden) symmetries for the probe described by the action (1.74) with

C = 0 on any D4-brane background depending of a harmonic function h as in (2.32) for p = 4.
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2.5.3 D8-brane

To derive the TCFH on D8-brane type of backgrounds set all the IIA form fields strengths to

zero apart from S. Then the IIA TCFH in section 2.2 reduces to

∇M σ̃ =
1

4
eΦSk̃M , ∇MkN =

1

4
eΦSωMN , ∇M k̃N =

1

4
eΦgMNSσ̃ , (2.102)

∇MωNR =
1

2
eΦSgM [NkR] , ∇M ζ̃N1...N4 =

1

4 · 5!
eΦ(⋆S)MN1...N4P1...P5τ

P1...P5 , (2.103)

∇MτN1...N5 = − 1

4 · 4!
eΦ(⋆S)MN1...N5P1...P4 ζ̃

P1...P4 , ∇Mσ = 0 ,

∇M ω̃NR =
1

4
eΦSπ̃MNR ,

(2.104)

∇MπNRS =
1

4
eΦSζMNRS , ∇M π̃NRS =

3

4
eΦSgM [N ω̃RS] ,

∇MζN1...N4 = eΦSgM [N1
πN2N3N4] .

(2.105)

It is clear from this that k, ζ̃, τ , ω̃ and π are KY tensors and generate a (hidden) symmetry

of the probe action (1.74) with C = 0. Note that all these form bilinears k, ζ̃, τ , ω̃ and π

have components only along the worldvolume directions of the D8-brane. Notice also that the

(reduced) holonomy of the minimal TCFH connection is included in SO(9, 1).

To find an explicit expression of the form bilinears of D8-brane solution choose the world-

volume directions along 012346789. The Killing spinors ϵ = h−
1
8 ϵ0 of the solution satisfy the

condition Γ5ϵ0 = ±ϵ0, where ϵ0 is a constant spinor and h = 1+
∑

ℓ qℓ|y − yℓ|. Taking the plus

sign, this condition can be solved using spinorial geometry by setting

ϵ0 = η + e5 ∧ η , (2.106)

where η ∈ Λ∗(R⟨e1, e2, e3, e4⟩) after imposing the reality condition Γ6789 ∗ η = η. Using the

solution for ϵ0 above, one can easily compute the form bilinears of D8-brane in terms of those of η.

Their expressions can be found in appendix C.2. Imposing the condition that the remaining form

bilinears k̃, ζ, ω and π̃ must be KY forms, the TCFH together with their explicit expressions

in C.2 imply that they should vanish. Therefore they do not generate symmetries for probe

actions. However as a consequence of the TCFH above k̃, ζ, ω and π̃ are CCKY forms and so

their spacetimes duals are KY forms.
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Chapter 3

TCFHs and Hidden Symmetries of

Type IIA AdS Backgrounds

3.1 Introduction

In this chapter we present the TCFH on the internal spaces of all warped AdS backgrounds of

(massive) IIA supergravity [61]. In addition some of their properties are explored which include

the reduced holonomy of the minimal connection for generic supersymmetric backgrounds. Next

we investigate the question on whether some of the form bilinears generate symmetries for

spinning particles propagating on such backgrounds. It is demonstrated that this is the case for

a class of AdS backgrounds constructed using ansatze that include the near horizon geometries

of some IIA intersecting brane configurations. This work completes the construction of TCFHs

for all AdS backgrounds of type II supergravities in 10- and 11-dimensions.

This chapter has been organised as follows. In sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4, the TCFH of

warped IIA AdSk, k = 2, 3, 4 backgrounds are presented. This also includes the investigation

of some of the properties of the TCFH connections, such as their holonomy. In section 3.5, the

TCFH of warped IIA AdSk, k = 5, 6, 7 backgrounds are given. In section 3.6, we present some

explicit examples where the TCFH generates symmetries for spinning particles propagating on

the internal space of AdS2 and AdS3 backgrounds.

3.2 The TCFH of Warped AdS2 Backgrounds

The approach that we shall follow below to construct the TCFHs on the internal spaces of all

warped AdS backgrounds of massive IIA supergravity is based on the solution of the KSEs of

the theory presented in [119, 62]. In these works the KSEs of the theory are integrated over the

AdS subspace of warped AdS backgrounds without any additional assumptions on the form of

the Killing spinors. Then the remaining independent KSEs on the internal space of the AdS

backgrounds are identified. A similar procedure is used for the field equations of the theory.

The main advantage of this method is that it does not involve additional assumptions, such as

a certain factorisation of Killing spinors, and so it is general. For a comparison of the different

methods to solve the KSEs of warped AdS backgrounds see [120].
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3.2.1 Fields and Killing Spinors

Let Φ be the dilaton, and G, H, F be the 4-, 3- and 2-form field strengths of (massive) IIA

supergravity, respectively. The bosonic fields of a warped AdS2 background, AdS2×wM
8, with

internal space M8 can be expressed as follows

g = 2 e+e− + g(M8), G = e+ ∧ e− ∧X + Y, H = e+ ∧ e− ∧W + Z,

F = N e+ ∧ e− + P, S = meΦ, Φ = Φ,
(3.1)

where Φ is a function on M8, Φ ∈ C∞(M8), g(M8) is a metric on the internal space M8, and

N ∈ C∞(M8),W ∈ Ω1(M8), X,P ∈ Ω2(M8), Z ∈ Ω3(M8) and Y ∈ Ω4(M8). For simplicity, we

have denoted the spacetime dilaton and its restriction on M8 with the same symbol. Moreover,

m is a constant1 that is non-zero in massive IIA and vanishes in standard IIA supergravity. We

have also introduced the pseudo-orthonormal (co-)frame

e+ = du , e− = dr − 2rA−1dA− 1

2
r2ℓ−2A−2du , ei = eiJdy

J , (3.2)

on AdS2 ×w M
8, where A ∈ C∞(M8) is the warp factor, ei is an orthonormal frame on M8

that depends only on the coordinates y of M8, g(M8) = δije
iej , and ℓ is the radius of AdS2.

Moreover (u, r) are the remaining coordinates of the spacetime. It can be seen after a coordinate

transformation that the spacetime metric g can be put into the standard warped form g =

A2gℓ(AdS2) + g(M8), where gℓ(AdS2) is the standard metric on AdS2 with radius ℓ.

The KSEs of massive IIA supergravity for warped AdS2 backgrounds have been integrated

over the (u, r) coordinates in [119, 62]. In such a case, the Killing spinors can be expressed as

ϵ = ϵ(u, r, η±), where η± are spinors that depend only on the coordinates of M8 and satisfy

Γ±η± = 0, where the gamma matrices (Γ+,Γ−,Γi) are taken with respect to the frame (3.2).

The precise expression for ϵ in terms of u, r and η±, which can be found in appendix B, is not

essential in what follows and so it will not be presented here. Furthermore, the conditions that

gravitino KSE imposes on η± along M8 are

D(±)
m η± = 0 , (3.3)

where

D(±)
m η± = ∇mη±±1

2
A−1∂mAη± ∓ 1

16
/XΓmη± +

1

8 · 4!
/Y Γmη± +

1

8
SΓmη±

+ Γ11

(
∓1

4
Wmη± +

1

8
/Zmη± ± 1

8
NΓmη± − 1

16
/PΓmη±

)
,

(3.4)

is the supercovariant connection2 on M8, m = 1, . . . , 8 and ∇ is the spin connection associated

with the metric g(M8). These are clearly parallel transport equations for η±. The Killing spinors

η± satisfy additional conditions [62] arising from the dilatino KSE of massive IIA supergravity.

But these additional conditions are not essential for the TCFH below; however they will be used

1Viewing m as a field and in the presence of D8-brane sources, m can be taken as piecewise constant. The
same applies in the description of other AdS backgrounds but we shall not elaborate on this below.

2See appendix A for our conventions.
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later when we discuss examples. For completeness we include these conditions in appendix B

as well as provide a brief summary in the relevant example.

3.2.2 The TCFH on M8

It has been demonstrated in [36] that the conditions imposed on the Killing spinor bilinears by

the gravitino KSE of any supergravity theory can be organised as a TCFH. Here we shall focus

on the TCFH associated with the form bilinears on M8 constructed from the Killing spinors η±

satisfying the KSEs (3.3). Given two such Killing spinors ηr± and ηs±, one can define the k-form

bilinears

ϕrs± =
1

k!

〈
ηr±,Γi1...ikη

s
±
〉
ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eik , ϕ̃rs± =

1

k!

〈
ηr±,Γi1...ikΓ11η

s
±
〉
ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eik , (3.5)

where ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the spin-invariant inner product on M8 for which the spacelike gamma

matrices are Hermitian while the time-like ones are anti-Hermitian.

Because of the reality condition on η±, which follows from that of IIA Killing spinors, the

form bilinears are either symmetric or skew-symmetric on the exchange of ηr and ηs. A basis in

the space of form bilinears3 on M8, up to Hodge duality4, which are symmetric in the exchange

of Killing spinors is

f rs± =
〈
ηr±, η

s
±
〉
, f̃ rs± =

〈
ηr±,Γ11η

s
±
〉
, krs± =

〈
ηr±,Γiη

s
±
〉
ei ,

π̃rs± =
1

3!

〈
ηr±,ΓijkΓ11η

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ∧ ek, ζrs± =

1

4!

〈
ηr±,Γi1...i4η

s
±
〉
ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ ei4 .

(3.6)

To find the TCFH associated to the above form bilinears note that

∇mϕ±
rs
i1...ik

=
〈
∇mη

r
±,Γi1...ikη

s
±
〉
+
〈
ηr±,Γi1...ik∇mη

s
±
〉
, (3.7)

and similarly for ϕ̃±
rs. Then using the KSEs (3.3), one can replace in the right-hand-side of the

above equation the derivatives on the spinors in terms of a Clifford algebra element constructed

from the fluxes of the theory. After some extensive Clifford algebra computation, one can

demonstrate that the right-hand-side can always be organised as a TCFH.

In particular, the TCFH of the form bilinears (3.6), with respect to the minimal connection5

DF is

DF
mf± :=∇mf±

=∓A−1∂mAf± ∓ 1

4
Xmpk±

p ± 1

4!
(⋆Y )mpqrπ̃±

pqr

− 1

4
Sk±m ± 1

2
Wmf̃± − 1

8
Ppqπ̃±

pq
m ,

(3.8)

3Note that the form bilinears constructed from η+ and η− spinors vanish.
4Our conventions are given in appendix A.
5See 1.4.2 for the definition.



58 Chapter 3. TCFHs and Hidden Symmetries of Type IIA AdS Backgrounds

DF
mf̃± :=∇mf̃±

=∓A−1∂mA f̃± ∓ 1

8
Xpqπ̃±

pq
m − 1

4!
Ympqrπ̃±

pqr

± 1

2
Wmf± ∓ 1

4
Nk±m − 1

4
Pmpk±

p ,

(3.9)

DF
mk±i :=∇mk±i +

1

12
Ympqrζ±

pqr
i +

1

4
Zmpqπ̃±

pq
i

=∓A−1∂mAk±i ∓
1

8
Xpqζ±

pq
mi ∓

1

4
Xmif± − 1

4 · 4!
δmiYp1...p4ζ±

p1...p4

+
1

12
Y[m|pqr|ζ±

pqr
i] −

1

4
δmiSf± ± 1

4
δmiNf̃± ∓ 1

4 · 4!
(⋆P )mip1...p4ζ±

p1...p4

+
1

4
Pmif̃± ,

(3.10)

DF
mπ̃±ijk :=∇mπ̃±ijk +

1

4
(⋆X)m[ij|pqr|ζ±

pqr
k] ±

3

4
(⋆Y )m[i|pq|ζ±

pq
jk] ±

3

4
(⋆Z)m[ij|pq|π̃±

pq
k]

− 3

2
Zm[ijk±k] −

1

2
Pmpζ±

p
ijk

=∓A−1∂mA π̃±ijk ± 3

4
δm[iXjk]f̃± − 1

32
δm[i(⋆X)jk]p1...p4ζ±

p1...p4

+
1

6
(⋆X)[mij|pqr|ζ±

pqr
k] ±

1

4
(⋆Y )mijkf± +

1

4
Ymijkf̃±

± 1

4
δm[i(⋆Y )j|pqr|ζ±

pqr
k] ±

3

4
(⋆Y )[mi|pq|ζ±

pq
jk]

± 1

4 · 4!
(⋆S)mijkp1...p4ζ±

p1...p4 ± 1

4
δm[i(⋆Z)jk]pqrπ̃±

pqr

± (⋆Z)[mij|pqr|π̃±
pq
k] ±

1

4
Nζ±mijk +

3

8
δm[i|Ppq|ζ±

pq
jk]

− P[m|p|ζ±
p
ijk] −

3

4
δm[iPjk]f± ,

(3.11)

DF
mζ±i1...i4 :=∇mζ±i1...i4 − (⋆X)m[i1i2i3|pq|π̃±

pq
i4] − 2Ym[i1i2i3k±i4] ± 3(⋆Y )m[i1i2|p|π̃±

p
i3i4]

+
1

2 · 4!
Wmϵi1...i4

j1...j4ζ±j1...j4 ±
3

2
(⋆Z)m[i1i2|pq|ζ±

pq
i3i4] + 2Pm[i1 π̃±i2i3i4]

=∓A−1∂mAζ±i1...i4 ± 3δm[i1Xi2i3k±i4] −
1

6
δm[i1(⋆X)i2i3i4]pqrπ̃±

pqr

− 5

8
(⋆X)[mi1i2i3|pq|π̃±

pq
i4] − δm[i1Yi2i3i4]pk±

p − 5

4
Y[mi1i2i3k±i4]

± 5

2
(⋆Y )[mi1i2|p|π̃±

p
i3i4] ∓

3

2
δm[i1(⋆Y )i2i3|pq|π̃±

pq
i4]

± 1

24
(⋆S)mi1...i4pqrπ̃±

pqr ± δm[i1(⋆Z)i2i3|pqr|ζ±
pqr

i4] ±
5

2
(⋆Z)[mi1i2|pq|ζ±

pq
i3i4]

∓Nδm[i1 π̃±i2i3i4] ∓
1

4
(⋆P )mi1...i4pk±

p + 3δm[i1Pi2|p|π̃±
p
i3i4] +

5

2
P[mi1 π̃±i2i3i4] ,

(3.12)
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where for simplicity we have suppressed the r, s indices on the form bilinears that label the

different Killing spinors. It is clear that the above conditions on the form bilinears are of the

form of a TCFH.

A basis in the space of form bilinears onM8, up to Hodge duality, which are skew-symmetric

in the exchange of ηr and ηs is the following

k̃rs± =
〈
ηr±,ΓiΓ11η

s
±
〉
ei , ωrs± =

1

2

〈
ηr±,Γijη

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ,

ω̃rs± =
1

2

〈
ηr±,ΓijΓ11η

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej , πrs± =

1

3!

〈
ηr±,Γijkη

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ∧ ek .

(3.13)

The associated TCFH with respect to the minimal connection, DF , is given by

DF
mk̃±i :=∇mk̃±i ±

1

2
Xmpω̃±

p
i +

1

4
Zmpqπ±

pq
i −

1

2
Pmpω±

p
i

=∓A−1∂mA k̃±i ∓
1

8
δmiXpqω̃±

pq ± 1

2
X[m|p|ω̃±

p
i]

∓ 1

8
(⋆Y )mipqω±

pq − 1

8
Ymipqω̃±

pq − 1

4
Sω̃±mi

± 1

4
Nω±mi +

1

8
δmiPpqω±

pq − 1

2
P[m|p|ω±

p
i] ,

(3.14)

DF
mω±ij :=∇mω±ij ±

1

2
Xmpπ±

p
ij +

1

2
Ym[i|pq|π±

pq
j] ∓

1

2
Wmω̃±ij

+ Zm[i|p|ω̃±
p
j] + Pm[ik̃±j]

=∓A−1∂mAω±ij ∓ 1

4
δm[iX|pq|π±

pq
j] ±

3

4
X[m|p|π±

p
ij]

∓ 1

4
(⋆Y )mijpk̃±

p +
1

12
δm[iYj]pqrπ±

pqr +
3

8
Y[mi|pq|π±

pq
j]

− 1

4
Sπ±mij ∓

1

2
Nδm[ik̃±j] ±

1

4!
(⋆P )mijpqrπ±

pqr

+
1

2
δm[iPj]pk̃±

p +
3

4
P[mik̃±j] ,

(3.15)

DF
mω̃±ij :=∇mω̃±ij ±Xm[ik̃±j] ∓

1

2
(⋆Y )m[i|pq|π±

pq
j] ∓

1

2
Wmω±ij

+ Zm[i|p|ω±
p
j] +

1

2
Pmpπ±

p
ij

=∓A−1∂mA ω̃±ij +
1

4!
(⋆X)mijpqrπ±

pqr ± 1

2
δm[iXj]pk̃±

p ± 3

4
X[mik̃±j]

∓ 1

12
δm[i(⋆Y )j]pqrπ±

pqr ∓ 3

8
(⋆Y )[mi|pq|π±

pq
j] +

1

4
Ymijpk̃±

p

− 1

2
Sδm[ik̃±j] ∓

1

4
Nπ±mij −

1

4
δm[iP|pq|π±

pq
j] +

3

4
P[m|p|π±

p
ij] ,

(3.16)
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DF
mπ±ijk :=∇mπ±ijk ±

3

2
Xm[iω±jk] −

3

2
Ym[ij|p|ω±

p
k] ∓

3

2
(⋆Y )m[ij|p|ω̃±

p
k]

± 3

4
(⋆Z)m[ij|pq|π±

pq
k] −

3

2
Zm[ij k̃±k] −

3

2
Pm[iω̃±jk]

=∓A−1∂mAπ±ijk −
1

8
(⋆X)mijkpqω̃±

pq ± 3

2
δm[iXj|p|ω±

p
k] ±

3

2
X[miω±jk]

+
3

8
δm[iYjk]pqω±

pq − Y[mij|p|ω±
p
k] ±

3

8
δm[i(⋆Y )jk]pqω̃±

pq ∓ (⋆Y )[mij|p|ω̃±
p
k]

− 3

4
Sδm[iω±jk] ±

1

4
δm[i(⋆Z)jk]pqrπ±

pqr ± (⋆Z)[mij|pq|π±
pq
k] ±

3

4
Nδm[iω̃±jk]

± 1

8
(⋆P )mijkpqω±

pq − 3

2
δm[iPj|p|ω̃±

p
k] −

3

2
P[miω̃±jk] ,

(3.17)

where for simplicity we have suppressed the r, s indices on the form bilinears that label the

different Killing spinors. Again the above conditions on the form bilinears have been organised

as those of a TCFH.

As it is apparent from the analysis above, the domain of the minimal TCFH connection DF

can be identified with Ω∗(M8). This is the span of ϕ and the Hodge dual of ϕ̃ form bilinears6.

This domain factorises into the space of symmetric form bilinears, (3.6) and the space of skew-

symmetric form bilinears, (3.13). This can be understood as follows. The spinors η± can be

viewed as Majorana spin(8) spinors. The product of two Majorana spin(8) representations, ∆16,

decomposes as

⊗2∆16 = Λ∗(R8) , (3.18)

and so the space of form bilinears spans all forms over M8, where ⊕4
k=0Λ

k(R8) is associated

with the span of ϕ form bilinears while ⊕8
k=5Λ

k(R8) is associated with the span of the Hodge

duals of the ϕ̃ form bilinears. Indeed, we note that dim(⊗2∆16) = 24 · 24 = dim(Λ∗(R8)).

Thus DF acts on the space of all forms on M8. However, we see that the minimal TCFH

connection preserves the subspaces of form bilinears that are symmetric and skew-symmetric in

the exchange of the two Killing spinors respectively, i.e. it preserves the symmetrised S2(∆16)

and skew-symmetrised Λ2(∆16) subspaces of ⊗2∆16. Therefore, the reduced holonomy of DF

will be contained within the connected component7 ofGL(136)×GL(120). However, the reduced
holonomy of the minimal TCFH connection reduces further to GL(134) × GL(120) as it acts

with partial derivatives on the scalars f and f̃ and so their contribution to the holonomy is

trivial.

6Note that ζ and ζ̃ are Hodge duals and so only ζ is chosen to belong in the basis.
7The reduced holonomy of a connection is by definition connected. So from now on when we refer to a group

in the context of reduced holonomy we shall consider only its connected component even if this is not explicitly
mentioned.
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3.3 The TCFH of Warped AdS3 Backgrounds

3.3.1 Fields and Killing Spinors

The bosonic fields of warped AdS3 backgrounds, AdS3×wM
7, with internal spaceM7 of massive

IIA supergravity can be expressed as

g = 2 e+e− + (ez)2 + g(M7),

G = e+ ∧ e− ∧ ez ∧X + Y, H =W e+ ∧ e− ∧ ez + Z,

F = F, S = meΦ, Φ = Φ,

(3.19)

where m is a constant, g(M7) is a metric on M7, Φ,W ∈ C∞(M7), X ∈ Ω1(M7), F ∈ Ω2(M7),

Z ∈ Ω3(M7) and Y ∈ Ω4(M7). Note that the Bianchi identities imply that either S = 0

or W = 0. From now on, to simplify the notation, whenever a form field strength has non-

vanishing components only along the internal space, the components along the internal space

will be denoted with the same symbol as the spacetime field, e.g. as in F = F in (3.19). Further,

e+ = du, e− = dr − 2

ℓ
rdz − 2rA−1dA, ez = Adz , ei = eiJdy

J , (3.20)

is a pseudo-orthonormal frame on AdS3×wM
7 with g(M7) = δije

iej , where y are the coordinates

of the internal space and (u, r, z) are the remaining coordinates of spacetime. After a coordinate

transformation, the spacetime metric takes the standard warped form g = A2gℓ(AdS3)+ g(M
7)

with warp factor A, A ∈ C∞(M7), where gℓ(AdS3) is the standard metric on AdS3 of radius ℓ.

As in the previous case, the KSEs of warped AdS3 backgrounds can be integrated over

the coordinates (u, r, z), see [62]. The Killing spinors can be written schematically as ϵ =

ϵ(u, r, z, σ±, τ±), where the spinors σ± and τ± depend only on the coordinates ofM7 and satisfy

Γ±σ± = Γ±τ± = 0. Moreover, the gravitino KSE implies that D(±)
m χ± = 0, where

D(±)
m = ∇m±1

2
A−1∂mA +

1

8
/ZmΓ11 +

1

8
SΓm

+
1

16
/FΓmΓ11 +

1

192
/Y Γm ± 1

8
/XΓzm ,

(3.21)

is the supercovariant connection along the internal space M7, m = 1, . . . , 7, ∇ is the spin

connection associated with the metric g(M7) and χ± stands for either σ± or τ±.

The Killing spinors χ± satisfy two algebraic KSEs [62] in addition to the gravitino KSE along

M7. One of these is induced by the dilatino KSE of massive IIA supergravity. The other arises

during the integration of the gravitino KSE of massive IIA supergravity over the z spacetime

coordinate. We shall not describe these here as they are not essential for the description of the

TCFH on M7. They are necessary for the correct counting of Killing spinors in the examples

that follow however they have been presented in B.

For warped AdS3 backgrounds, the σ± and τ± spinors are independent, i.e. there is no a

priori Clifford algebra operation that relates the σ± solutions of the KSEs to the τ± ones. A

well known consequence of this is that the symmetry superalgebra of warped AdS3 backgrounds

factorises into a left and right sector that commute with each other. As we shall mention later,
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this is no longer the case for warped AdSk, k > 3, backgrounds where the σ± and τ± Killing

spinors are related with Clifford algebra operations.

3.3.2 The TCFH on M7

Given Killing spinors χr± and χs±, the form bilinears on M7 can be constructed as for AdS2

backgrounds in (3.5) with η± replaced with χ±. However there are differences. One is that now

ei is an orthonormal frame on M7 instead on M8 as was the case for AdS2 backgrounds. The

other is that one can also insert in addition to Γ11 the gamma matrix Γz in the form bilinears.

Again, the reality condition on χ± implies that the form bilinears are either symmetric or

skew-symmetric in the exchange of χr± and χs±.

A basis in the space of form bilinears8 on M7, up to Hodge duality, which are symmetric in

the exchange of Killing spinors χr± and χs± is

f rs± =
〈
χr±, χ

s
±
〉
, f̃ rs± =

〈
χr±,Γ11χ

s
±
〉
, f̂ rs± =

〈
χr±,Γzχ

s
±
〉
,

krs± =
〈
χr±,Γiχ

s
±
〉
ei, ω̊rs± =

1

2

〈
χr±,ΓijzΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ,

π̃rs± =
1

3!

〈
χr±,ΓijkΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ∧ ek, π̂rs± =

1

3!

〈
χr±,Γijkzχ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ∧ ek,

π̊rs± =
1

3!

〈
χr±,ΓijkzΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ∧ ek .

(3.22)

The computation of the TCFH follows the steps described in section 3.2.2. In particular the

TCFH expressed in terms of the minimal connection, DF , is

DF
mf± :=∇mf±

=∓A−1∂mAf± − 1

4
Sk±m − 1

8
Fpqπ̃±

pq
m ± 1

8
(⋆Y )mpqω̊±

pq ± 1

4
Xmf̂± ,

(3.23)

DF
mf̃± :=∇mf̃±

=∓A−1∂mA f̃± − 1

4
Fmpk±

p − 1

4!
Ympqrπ̃±

pqr ∓ 1

4
Xpω̊±

p
m ,

(3.24)

DF
mf̂± :=∇mf̂±

=∓A−1∂mA f̂± − 1

4
Zmpqω̊±

pq +
1

8
Fpqπ̊±

pq
m − 1

4!
Ympqrπ̂±

pqr ± 1

4
Xmf± ,

(3.25)

8The TCFHs associated with the form bilinears constructed from the pairs (σ+, τ+) and (σ+, σ+) (and (σ−, τ−)
and (σ−, σ−)) are identical as the supercovariant connection (3.21) on σ± is identical to that on τ±. So it is
sufficient to consider only the TCFHs of the form bilinears constructed from the pairs (σ+, σ+) and (σ−, σ−).
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DF
mk±i :=∇mk±i +

1

4
Zmpqπ̃±

pq
i ∓

1

4
(⋆Y )mpqπ̊±

pq
i

=∓A−1∂mAk±i −
1

4
δmiSf± ∓ 1

4!
(⋆F )mipqrπ̂±

pqr +
1

4
Fmif̃±

∓ 1

4!
δmi(⋆Y )pqrπ̊±

pqr ∓ 1

4
(⋆Y )[m|pq|π̊±

pq
i] ±

1

4
Xpπ̂±

p
mi ,

(3.26)

DF
mω̊±ij :=∇mω̊±ij ∓

1

2
(⋆Z)m[i|pq|π̃±

pq
j] −

1

2
Fmpπ̂±

p
ij +

1

2
Ym[i|pq|π̊±

pq
j]

=∓A−1∂mA ω̊±ij ∓
1

6
δm[i(⋆Z)j]pqrπ̃±

pqr ∓ 3

4
(⋆Z)[mi|pq|π̃±

pq
j]

+
1

2
Zmij f̂± − 1

4
Sπ̊±mij +

1

4
δm[i|Fpq|π̂±

pq
j]

− 3

4
F[m|p|π̂±

p
ij] +

1

12
δm[iYj]pqrπ̊±

pqr +
3

8
Y[mi|pq|π̊±

pq
j]

± 1

4
(⋆Y )mijf± +

1

4!
(⋆X)mijpqrπ̂±

pqr ∓ 1

2
δm[iXj]f̃± ,

(3.27)

DF
mπ̃±ijk :=∇mπ̃±ijk ∓

3

2
(⋆Z)m[ij|p|ω̊±

p
k] −

3

2
Zm[ijk±k] ±

3

4
(⋆F )m[ij|pq|π̊±

pq
k]

± 3

2
(⋆Y )m[i|p|π̂±

p
jk] ±

1

2
Xmπ̊±ijk

=∓A−1∂mA π̃±ijk ∓ 2(⋆Z)[mij|p|ω̊±
p
k] ±

3

4
δm[i(⋆Z)jk]pqω̊±

pq

± 1

4!
(⋆S)mijkpqrπ̂±

pqr ± 1

8
δm[i(⋆F )jk]pqrπ̊±

pqr ± 1

2
(⋆F )[mij|pq|π̊±

pq
k]

− 3

4
δm[iFjk]f± ∓ 3

4
δm[i(⋆Y )j|pq|π̂±

pq
k] ±

3

2
(⋆Y )[mi|p|π̂±

p
jk]

+
1

4
Ymijkf̃± ±X[mπ̊±ijk] ±

3

4
δm[i|Xp|π̊±

p
jk] ,

(3.28)

DF
mπ̂±ijk :=∇mπ̂±ijk +

3

2
Zm[i|p|π̊±

p
jk] +

3

2
Fm[iω̊±jk] ∓

3

2
(⋆Y )m[i|p|π̃±

p
jk]

=∓A−1∂mA π̂±ijk ∓
1

4!
(⋆S)mijkpqrπ̃±

pqr ± 1

4
(⋆F )mijkpk±

p

+
3

2
F[miω̊±jk] +

3

2
δm[iFj|p|ω̊±

p
k] ±

3

4
δm[i(⋆Y )j|pq|π̃±

pq
k]

∓ 3

2
(⋆Y )[mi|p|π̃±

p
jk] +

1

4
Ymijkf̂± − 1

8
(⋆X)mijkpqω̊±

pq ± 3

2
δm[iXjk±k] ,

(3.29)
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DF
mπ̊±ijk :=∇mπ̊±ijk +

3

2
Zm[i|p|π̂±

p
jk] ±

3

4
(⋆F )m[ij|pq|π̃±

pq
k] −

3

2
Ym[ij|p|ω̊±

p
k]

∓ 3

2
(⋆Y )m[ijk±k] ±

1

2
Xmπ̃±ijk

=∓A−1∂mA π̊±ijk −
3

4
Sδm[iω̊±jk] +

3

4
δm[iFjk]f̂± ± 1

8
δm[i(⋆F )jk]pqrπ̃±

pqr

± 1

2
(⋆F )[mij|pq|π̃±

pq
k] +

3

8
δm[iYjk]pqω̊±

pq − Y[mij|p|ω̊±
p
k]

∓ 3

4
δm[i(⋆Y )jk]pk±

p ∓ (⋆Y )[mijk±k] ±X[mπ̃±ijk] ±
3

4
δm[i|Xp|π̃±

p
jk] ,

(3.30)

where for simplicity we have suppressed the r, s indices on the form bilinears that label the

different Killing spinors.

Similarly a basis in the space of Killing spinor bilinears of AdS3×wM
7, up to Hodge duality,

which are skew-symmetric in the exchange of Killing spinors is

f̊ rs± =
〈
χr±,ΓzΓ11χ

s
±
〉
, k̃rs± =

〈
χr±,ΓiΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei, k̂rs± =

〈
χr±,Γizχ

s
±
〉
ei ,

k̊rs± =
〈
χr±,ΓizΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei , ωrs± =

1

2

〈
χr±,Γijχ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ,

ω̃rs± =
1

2

〈
χr±,ΓijΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej , ω̂rs± =

1

2

〈
χr±,Γijzχ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ,

πrs± =
1

3!

〈
χr±,Γijkχ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ∧ ek .

(3.31)

The associated TCFH on M7 with respect to the minimal connection, DF , reads

DF
mf̊± :=∇mf̊±

=∓A−1∂mA f̊± − 1

4
Zmpqω̂±

pq − 1

4
Sk̊±m

+
1

4
Fmpk̂±

p ∓ 1

8
(⋆Y )mpqω±

pq ∓ 1

4
Xpω̃±

p
m ,

(3.32)

DF
mk̃±i :=∇mk̃±i −

1

2
Fmpω±

p
i ±

1

2
Xmk̊±i

=∓A−1∂mA k̃±i −
1

4
Zmpqπ±

pq
i −

1

4
Sω̃±mi +

1

8
δmiFpqω±

pq

− 1

2
F[m|p|ω±

p
i] ∓

1

4
(⋆Y )mipk̂±

p − 1

8
Ymipqω̃±

pq ± 1

4
δmiXpk̊±

p

± 1

2
X[mk̊±i] ,

(3.33)

DF
mk̂±i :=∇mk̂±i

=∓A−1∂mA k̂±i −
1

2
Zmipk̊±

p − 1

4
Sω̂±mi ∓

1

4!
(⋆F )mipqrπ±

pqr − 1

4
Fmif̊±

± 1

4
(⋆Y )mipk̃±

p − 1

8
Ymipqω̂±

pq ± 1

4
Xpπ±

p
mi ,

(3.34)
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DF
mk̊±i :=∇mk̊±i +

1

2
Fmpω̂±

p
i ±

1

4
(⋆Y )mpqπ±

pq
i ±

1

2
Xmk̃±i

=∓A−1∂mA k̊±i −
1

2
Zmipk̂±

p − 1

4
Sδmif̊± − 1

8
δmiFpqω̂±

pq

+
1

2
F[m|p|ω̂±

p
i] ±

1

4!
δmi(⋆Y )pqrπ±

pqr ± 1

4
(⋆Y )[m|pq|π±

pq
i]

± 1

4
δmiXpk̃±

p ± 1

2
X[mk̃±i] ,

(3.35)

DF
mω±ij :=∇mω±ij + Zm[i|p|ω̃±

p
j] + Fm[ik̃±j] +

1

2
Ym[i|pq|π±

pq
j] ∓

1

2
Xmω̂±ij

=∓A−1∂mAω±ij − 1

4
Sπ±mij ±

1

8
(⋆F )mijpqω̂±

pq

+
1

2
δm[iFj]pk̃±

p +
3

4
F[mik̃±j] +

1

12
δm[iYj]pqrπ±

pqr

+
3

8
Y[mi|pq|π±

pq
j] ∓

1

4
(⋆Y )mij f̊± ∓ 1

2
δm[iX|p|ω̂±

p
j]

∓ 3

4
X[mω̂±ij] ,

(3.36)

DF
mω̃±ij :=∇mω̃±ij + Zm[i|p|ω±

p
j] +

1

2
Fmpπ±

p
ij ± (⋆Y )m[i|p|ω̂±

p
j]

=∓A−1∂mA ω̃±ij − 1

2
Sδm[ik̃±j] −

1

4
δm[iF|pq|π±

pq
j]

+
3

4
F[m|p|π±

p
ij] ∓

1

4
δm[i(⋆Y )j]pqω̂±

pq ± 3

4
(⋆Y )[mi|p|ω̂±

p
j] +

1

4
Ymijpk̃±

p

− 1

4!
(⋆X)mijpqrπ±

pqr ∓ 1

2
δm[iXj]f̊± ,

(3.37)

DF
mω̂±ij :=∇mω̂±ij ∓

1

2
(⋆Z)m[i|pq|π±

pq
j] − Fm[i̊k±j] ∓ (⋆Y )m[i|p|ω̃±

p
j] ∓

1

2
Xmω±ij

=∓A−1∂mA ω̂±ij ∓ 1

6
δm[i(⋆Z)j]pqrπ±

pqr ∓ 3

4
(⋆Z)[mi|pq|π±

pq
j]

+
1

2
Zmij f̊± − 1

2
Sδm[ik̂±j] ±

1

8
(⋆F )mijpqω±

pq − 1

2
δm[iFj]pk̊±

p

− 3

4
F[mi̊k±j] +

1

4
Ymijpk̂±

p ± 1

4
δm[i(⋆Y )j]pqω̃±

pq ∓ 3

4
(⋆Y )[mi|p|ω̃±

p
j]

∓ 1

2
δm[iX|p|ω±

p
j] ∓

3

4
X[mω±ij] ,

(3.38)



66 Chapter 3. TCFHs and Hidden Symmetries of Type IIA AdS Backgrounds

DF
mπ±ijk :=∇mπ±ijk ∓

3

2
(⋆Z)m[ij|p|ω̂±

p
k] −

3

2
Zm[ij k̃±k] −

3

2
Fm[iω̃±jk]

− 3

2
Ym[ij|p|ω±

p
k] ±

3

2
(⋆Y )m[ij k̊±k]

=∓A−1∂mAπ±ijk ± 3

4
δm[i(⋆Z)jk]pqω̂±

pq ∓ 2(⋆Z)[mij|p|ω̂±
p
k]

− 3

4
Sδm[iω±jk] ±

1

4
(⋆F )mijkpk̂±

p − 3

2
δm[iFj|p|ω̃±

p
k] −

3

2
F[miω̃±jk]

+
3

8
δm[iYjk]pqω±

pq − Y[mij|p|ω±
p
k] ±

3

4
δm[i(⋆Y )jk]pk̊±

p ± (⋆Y )[mij k̊±k]

+
1

8
(⋆X)mijkpqω̃±

pq ± 3

2
δm[iXj k̂±k] ,

(3.39)

where, again, for simplicity we have suppressed the r, s indices on the form bilinears9.

Upon using Hodge duality on M7, the domain of DF can be identified with Ω∗(M7) ⊕
Ω∗(M7). Moreover it is clear from the TCFH above that the domain of DF factorises into

the space of symmetric form bilinears, (3.22), and the space of skew-symmetric form bilinears,

(3.31). To understand this observe that the 16-dimensional Majorana representation, ∆16, of

spin(8) decomposes under spin(7) into a sum of two 8-dimensional Majorana representations,

∆8. In turn the product of two ∆16 viewed as representations of spin(7) decompose as

⊗2∆16 = Λ∗(R7)⊕ Λ∗(R7) . (3.40)

Indeed, we note that dim(⊗2∆16) = 24 · 24 = 2dim(Λ∗(R7)). However, we see that the minimal

TCFH connection preserves the symmetrised S2(∆16) and skew-symmetrised Λ2(∆16) subspaces

of ⊗2∆16. Therefore, the reduced holonomy of DF will be contained within GL(136)×GL(120).
However, the reduced holonomy of the minimal TCFH connection reduces further to a subgroup

of GL(133)× SO(7)×GL(112) as it acts with partial derivatives on the scalars f , f̃ , f̂ and f̊ ,

and with the Levi-Civita connection on k̂.

3.4 The TCFH of Warped AdS4 Backgrounds

3.4.1 Fields and Killing Spinors

As in the previous cases, the bosonic fields of warped AdS4 backgrounds, AdS4 ×w M
6, with

internal space M6 of massive IIA supergravity can be expressed as

g = 2 e+e− + (ez)2 + (ex)2 + g(M6) , G = X e+ ∧ e− ∧ ez ∧ ex + Y ,

H = H , F = F , S = meΦ , Φ = Φ ,
(3.41)

9From now on, we shall always suppress the r, s indices on the form bilinears that label the different Killing
spinors in all the TCFHs below.
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where g(M6) is a metric on M6, m is a constant, Φ, X ∈ C∞(M6), F ∈ Ω2(M6), H ∈ Ω3(M6)

and Y ∈ Ω4(M6). Further,

e+ = du, e− = dr − r
2

ℓ
dz − 2rA−1dA ,

ez = Adz , ex = Aez/ℓdx , ei = eiJdy
J ,

(3.42)

is a pseudo-orthonormal frame on AdS4×wM
6 with g(M6) = δije

iej , where y are the coordinates

of M6 and (u, r, z, x) are the remaining coordinates of spacetime. As in previous cases after

a coordinate transformation the spacetime metric g can be put into standard warped form

g = A2gℓ(AdS4) + g(M6), where A is the warp factor, A ∈ C∞(M6), and gℓ(AdS4) is the

standard metric on AdS4 with radius ℓ.

Integrating the KSEs of massive IIA supergravity along the coordinates (u, r, z, x), one

finds that the Killing spinors can be expressed as ϵ = ϵ(u, r, z, x, σ±, τ±), where σ± and τ± are

spinors that depend only on the coordinates of M6 and Γ±σ± = Γ±τ± = 0 [62]. Furthermore,

the gravitino KSE restricts σ± and τ± along M6 as D(±)
m χ± = 0, where χ± stands for either σ±

or τ± and

D(±)
m = ∇m±1

2
A−1∂mA+

1

8
/HmΓ11 +

1

8
SΓm

+
1

16
/FΓmΓ11 +

1

192
/Y Γm ∓ 1

8
XΓzxm ,

(3.43)

with ∇m, m = 1, . . . , 6, the spin connection of g(M6). The Killing spinors satisfy two additional

algebraic KSEs. One is associated to the dilatino KSE of massive IIA supergravity and the

other arises as a consequence of the integration of the gravitino KSE over z. Both are essential

for identifying the Killing spinors of an AdS4 background but they do not contribute in the

computation of TCFH on M6. As a result, they will not be summarised here.

Unlike for warped AdS3 backgrounds, the σ± and τ± Killing spinors are related by a Clifford

algebra operation. In particular, if σ± is a Killing spinor, then Γzxσ± is a τ± Killing spinor, i.e.

it solves all three Killing spinor equations that the τ± Killing spinors satisfy [62]. Using this,

one can demonstrate that the Killing spinors of AdS4 backgrounds come in multiples of four.

3.4.2 The TCFH on M6

The computation of the TCFH of warped AdS4 backgrounds is similar to that of warped AdS2

and AdS3 cases that have already been described in some detail. Because of this we shall be

brief. A basis in the space of Killing spinor form bilinears10 on M6, up to Hodge duality, which

10We could have considered a more general class of bilinears like for example those that contain either a single
insertion of Γz or a single insertion of Γx, i.e. ⟨χr

±,Γzχ
s
±⟩ and ⟨χr

±,Γxχ
s
±⟩ for scalars and similarly for higher

degree forms. However, the choices of form bilinears below will suffice.
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are symmetric in the exchange of Killing spinors χr± and χs± is

f rs± =
〈
χr±, χ

s
±
〉
, f̃ rs± =

〈
χr±,Γ11χ

s
±
〉
, krs± =

〈
χr±,Γiχ

s
±
〉
ei ,

k̊rs± =
〈
χr±,ΓizxΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei , ω̂rs± =

1

2

〈
χr±,Γijzxχ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ,

ω̊rs± =
1

2

〈
χr±,ΓijzxΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej , π̃rs± =

1

3!

〈
χr±,ΓijkΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ,

(3.44)

where again χ± stands for either σ± or τ±. After some computation, the TCFH is

DF
mf± :=∇mf±

=∓A−1∂mAf± − 1

4
Sk±m − 1

8
Fpqπ̃±

pq
m ∓ 1

4
(⋆Y )mpk̊±

p ,
(3.45)

DF
mf̃± :=∇mf̃±

=∓A−1∂mA f̃± − 1

4
Fmpk±

p − 1

4!
Ympqrπ̃±

pqr ∓ 1

4
Xk̊±m ,

(3.46)

DF
mk±i :=∇mk±i +

1

4
Hmpqπ̃±

pq
i ∓

1

2
(⋆Y )mpω̊±

p
i

=∓A−1∂mAk±i −
1

4
δmiSf± ± 1

8
(⋆F )mipqω̂±

pq +
1

4
Fmif̃±

± 1

8
δmi(⋆Y )pqω̊±

pq ∓ 1

2
(⋆Y )[m|p|ω̊±

p
i] ∓

1

4
Xω̂±mi ,

(3.47)

DF
mk̊±i :=∇mk̊±i ∓

1

4
(⋆H)mpqπ̃±

pq
i −

1

2
Fmpω̂±

p
i

=∓A−1∂mA k̊±i ∓
1

12
δmi(⋆H)pqrπ̃±

pqr ∓ 1

2
(⋆H)[m|pq|π̃±

pq
i]

− 1

4
Sω̊±mi +

1

8
δmiFpqω̂±

pq − 1

2
F[m|p|ω̂±

p
i]

∓ 1

4
(⋆Y )mif± − 1

8
Ymipqω̊±

pq ± 1

4
Xδmif̃± ,

(3.48)

DF
mω̂±ij :=∇mω̂±ij +Hm[i|p|ω̊±

p
j] + Fm[i̊k±j] ∓

1

2
(⋆Y )mpπ̃±

p
ij

=∓A−1∂mA ω̂±ij ∓
1

24
(⋆S)mijpqrπ̃±

pqr ± 1

4
(⋆F )mijpk±

p

+
1

2
δm[iFj]pk̊±

p +
3

4
F[mi̊k±j] ∓

3

4
(⋆Y )[m|p|π̃±

p
ij]

± 1

4
δm[i(⋆Y )|pq|π̃±

pq
j] ±

1

2
Xδm[ik±j] ,

(3.49)
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DF
mω̊±ij :=∇mω̊±ij +Hm[i|p|ω̂±

p
j] ±

1

2
(⋆F )m[i|pq|π̃±

pq
j] ∓ (⋆Y )m[ik±j]

=∓A−1∂mA ω̊±ij −
1

2
Sδm[i̊k±j] ±

3

8
(⋆F )[mi|pq|π̃±

pq
j]

± 1

12
δm[i(⋆F )j]pqrπ̃±

pqr ∓ 1

2
δm[i(⋆Y )j]pk±

p ∓ 3

4
(⋆Y )[mik±j]

+
1

4
Ymijpk̊±

p ± 1

4
Xπ̃±mij ,

(3.50)

DF
mπ̃±ijk :=∇mπ̃±ijk ∓

3

2
(⋆H)m[ij k̊±k] −

3

2
Hm[ijk±k] ±

3

2
(⋆F )m[ij|p|ω̊±

p
k]

∓ 3

2
(⋆Y )m[iω̂±jk]

=∓A−1∂mA π̃±ijk ∓
3

2
δm[i(⋆H)jk]pk̊±

p ∓ 2(⋆H)[mij k̊±k] ∓
1

8
(⋆S)mijkpqω̂±

pq

− 3

4
δm[iFjk]f± ∓ 3

8
δm[i(⋆F )jk]pqω̊±

pq ± (⋆F )[mij|p|ω̊±
p
k]

∓ 3

2
δm[i(⋆Y )j|p|ω̂±

p
k] ∓

3

2
(⋆Y )[miω̂±jk] +

1

4
Ymijkf̃± ∓ 3

4
Xδm[iω̊±jk] ,

(3.51)

where DF is the minimal connection.

Similarly, a basis in the space of form bilinears on M6, up to Hodge duality, which are

skew-symmetric in the exchange of Killing spinors χr± and χs± is

f̂ rs± =
〈
χr±,Γzxχ

s
±
〉
, f̊ rs± =

〈
χr±,ΓzxΓ11χ

s
±
〉
,

k̂rs± =
〈
χr±,Γizxχ

s
±
〉
ei , k̃rs± =

〈
χr±,ΓiΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ,

ωrs± =
1

2

〈
χr±,Γijχ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej , ω̃rs± =

1

2

〈
χr±,ΓijΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ,

πrs± =
1

3!

〈
χr±,Γijkχ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ∧ ek .

(3.52)

The associated TCFH is

DF
mf̂± :=∇mf̂±

=∓A−1∂mA f̂± − 1

4
Sk̂±m ∓ 1

4!
(⋆F )mpqrπ±

pqr ± 1

4
(⋆Y )mpk̃±

p ,
(3.53)

DF
mf̊± :=∇mf̊±

=∓A−1∂mA f̊± − 1

4
Fmpk̂±

p ± 1

8
(⋆Y )pqπ±

pq
m ± 1

4
Xk̃±m ,

(3.54)

DF
mk̃±i :=∇mk̃±i +

1

4
Hmpqπ±

pq
i −

1

2
Fmpω±

p
i

=∓A−1∂mA k̃±i −
1

4
Sω±mi +

1

8
δmiFpqω±

pq − 1

2
F[m|p|ω±

p
i]

± 1

4
(⋆Y )mif̂± − 1

8
Ymipqω̃±

pq ∓ 1

4
Xδmif̊± ,

(3.55)
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DF
mk̂±i :=∇mk̂±i ∓

1

4
(⋆H)mpqπ±

pq
i ±

1

2
(⋆Y )mpω̃±

p
i

=∓A−1∂mA k̂±i ∓
1

12
δmi(⋆H)pqrπ±

pqr ∓ 1

2
(⋆H)[m|pq|π±

pq
i]

− 1

4
Sδmif̂± ∓ 1

8
(⋆F )mipqω±

pq +
1

4
Fmif̊± ∓ 1

8
δmi(⋆Y )pqω̃±

pq

± 1

2
(⋆Y )[m|p|ω̃±

p
i] ±

1

4
Xω±mi ,

(3.56)

DF
mω±ij :=∇mω±ij +Hm[i|p|ω̃±

p
j] + Fm[ik̃±j] +

1

2
Ym[i|pq|π±

pq
j]

=∓A−1∂mAω±ij − 1

4
Sπ±mij ∓

1

4
(⋆F )mijpk̂±

p +
1

2
δm[iFj]pk̃±

p

+
3

4
F[mik̃±j] +

1

12
δm[iYj]pqrπ±

pqr +
3

8
Y[mi|pq|π±

pq
j] ∓

1

2
Xδm[ik̂±j] ,

(3.57)

DF
mω̃±ij :=∇mω̃±ij +Hm[i|p|ω±

p
j] +

1

2
Fmpπ±

p
ij ± (⋆Y )m[ik̂±j]

=∓A−1∂mA ω̃±ij − 1

2
Sδm[ik̃±j] −

1

4
δm[iF|pq|π±

pq
j]

+
3

4
F[m|p|π±

p
ij] ±

1

2
δm[i(⋆Y )j]pk̂±

p ± 3

4
(⋆Y )[mik̂±j]

+
1

4
Ymijpk̃±

p − 1

4!
(⋆X)mijpqrπ±

pqr ,

(3.58)

DF
mπ±ijk :=∇mπ±ijk ∓

3

2
(⋆H)m[ij k̂±k] −

3

2
Hm[ij k̃±k] −

3

2
Fm[iω̃±jk] −

3

2
Ym[ij|p|ω±

p
k]

=∓A−1∂mAπ±ijk ∓ 3

2
δm[i(⋆H)jk]pk̂±

p ∓ 2(⋆H)[mij k̂±k] −
3

4
Sδm[iω±jk]

∓ 1

4
(⋆F )mijkf̂± − 3

2
δm[iFj|p|ω̃±

p
k] −

3

2
F[miω̃±jk] +

3

8
δm[iYjk]pqω±

pq

− Y[mij|p|ω±
p
k] ∓

3

4
δm[i(⋆Y )jk]f̊± +

1

8
(⋆X)mijkpqω̃±

pq ,

(3.59)

where, again, DF is the minimal connection.

The domain that the minimal TCFH connection DF acts factorises into the space of sym-

metric form bilinears, (3.44), and the space of skew-symmetric form bilinears, (3.52) in the

exchange of the two Killing spinors χr± and χs±. A direct counting of dimensions reveals that

the reduced holonomy of DF must be contained in GL(64)×GL(64). But as DF acts trivially

on the scalars f , f̃ , f̂ and f̊ , its reduced holonomy is contained in GL(62)×GL(62).
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3.5 The TCFH of Warped AdSn, n ≥ 5 Backgrounds

3.5.1 Fields and Killing Spinors

The bosonic fields of warped AdSn, AdSn ×w M
10−n, n ≥ 5, backgrounds with internal space

M10−n of (massive) IIA backgrounds can be written as follows

g = 2 e+e− + (ez)2 +
n−3∑
a=1

(ea)2 + g(M10−n) ,

G = G, H = H, F = F, S = meΦ, Φ = Φ ,

(3.60)

where g(M10−n) is a metric on M10−n, m is a constant, Φ ∈ C∞(M10−n), F ∈ Ω2(M10−n),

H ∈ Ω3(M10−n) and G ∈ Ω4(M10−n). For sufficiently large n, some of the fluxes may vanish;

for example G vanishes for n ≥ 7. Further,

e+ = du, e− = dr − 2

ℓ
rdz − 2rA−1dA,

ez = Adz , ea = Aez/ℓdxa , ei = eiJdy
J ,

(3.61)

is a pseudo-orthonormal frame on AdSn ×w M10−n with g(M10−n) = δije
iej , where y are

coordinates on M10−n and (u, r, z, xa) are the remaining coordinates of the spacetime. As in

previous cases, A ∈ C∞(M10−n) is the warp factor and after a coordinate transformation the

spacetime metric g can be written in the usual warped form involving the standard metric on

AdSn of radius ℓ.

Again the Killing spinors of these backgrounds can be expressed as ϵ = ϵ(u, r, z, xa, σ±, τ±),

where σ± and τ± depend only on the coordinates of M10−n and Γ±σ± = Γ±τ± = 0 [62].

Furthermore, the gravitino KSE along M10−n requires that D(±)
m χ± = 0 with

D(±)
m = ∇m±

1

2
A−1∂mA+

1

8
/HmΓ11 +

1

8
SΓm

+
1

16
/FΓmΓ11 +

1

192
/GΓm ,

(3.62)

where ∇m, m = 1, . . . , 10− n, is the spin connection of g(M10−n) and χ± stands for either σ±

or τ±.

TCFH of warped AdSn backgrounds will be stated below for each n, 5 ≤ n ≤ 7. As the

computation is similar to those that have already been described in previous cases, we shall

simply state the results.
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3.5.2 The TCFH of Warped AdS5 Backgrounds

A basis in the space of form bilinears11 on M5, up to Hodge duality, which are symmetric in

the exchange of Killing spinors χr± and χs± is

f rs± =
〈
χr±, χ

s
±
〉
, f̃ rs± =

〈
χr±,Γ11χ

s
±
〉
, f̊ rs± =

〈
χr±,Γzx1x2Γ11χ

s
±
〉
,

krs± =
〈
χr±,Γiχ

s
±
〉
ei , k̂rs± =

〈
χr±,Γizx1x2χ

s
±
〉
ei ,

k̊rs± =
〈
χr±,Γizx1x2Γ11χ

s
±
〉
ei , ω̂rs± =

1

2

〈
χr±,Γijzx1x2χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej .

(3.63)

The TCFH is

DF
mf± :=∇mf±

=∓A−1∂mAf± − 1

4
Sk±m ± 1

8
(⋆F )mpqω̂±

pq ∓ 1

4
(⋆G)mf̊± ,

(3.64)

DF
mf̃± :=∇mf̃±

=∓A−1∂mA f̃± − 1

4
Fmpk±

p ± 1

4
(⋆G)pω̂±

p
m ,

(3.65)

DF
mf̊± :=∇mf̊±

=∓A−1∂mA f̊± − 1

4
Hmpqω̂±

pq − 1

4
Sk̊±m +

1

4
Fmpk̂±

p ∓ 1

4
(⋆G)mf± ,

(3.66)

DF
mk±i :=∇mk±i ∓

1

2
(⋆H)mpω̂±

p
i ±

1

2
(⋆G)mk̊±i

=∓A−1∂mAk±i ∓ (⋆H)[m|p|ω̂±
p
i] ±

1

4
δmi(⋆H)pqω̂±

pq − 1

4
δmiSf±

± 1

4
(⋆F )mipk̂±

p +
1

4
Fmif̃± ± 1

4
δmi(⋆G)pk̊±

p ± 1

2
(⋆G)[mk̊±i] ,

(3.67)

DF
mk̂±i :=∇mk̂±i

=∓A−1∂mA k̂±i −
1

2
Hmipk̊±

p − 1

4
Sω̂±mi ∓

1

4
(⋆F )mipk±

p

− 1

4
Fmif̊± − 1

8
Gmipqω̂±

pq ,

(3.68)

11As for warped AdS4 backgrounds a more general class of form bilinears can be considered but the choices
below for all AdSn, n ≥ 5, backgrounds will suffice.
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DF
mk̊±i :=∇mk̊±i +

1

2
Fmpω̂±

p
i ±

1

2
(⋆G)mk±i

=∓A−1∂mA k̊±i −
1

2
Hmipk̂±

p − 1

4
δmiSf̊± − 1

8
δmiFpqω̂±

pq

+
1

2
F[m|p|ω̂±

p
i] ±

1

4
δmi(⋆G)pk±

p ± 1

2
(⋆G)[mk±i] ,

(3.69)

DF
mω̂±ij :=∇mω̂±ij ∓ (⋆H)m[ik±j] − Fm[i̊k±j]

=∓A−1∂mA ω̂±ij ∓ δm[i(⋆H)j]pk±
p ∓ 3

2
(⋆H)[mik±j]

+
1

2
Hmij f̊± − 1

2
Sδm[ik̂±j] ±

1

4
(⋆F )mijf± − 1

2
δm[iFj]pk̊±

p

− 3

4
F[mi̊k±j] ±

1

2
δm[i(⋆G)j]f̃± +

1

4
Gmijpk̂±

p ,

(3.70)

where ∇ is the frame connection of g(M5).

A basis in the space of form bilinears onM5, up to Hodge duality, which are skew-symmetric

in the exchange of χr and χs is

f̂ rs± =
〈
χr±,Γzx1x2χ

s
±
〉
, k̃rs± =

〈
χr±,ΓiΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ,

ωrs± =
1

2

〈
χr±,Γijχ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej , ω̃rs± =

1

2

〈
χr±,ΓijΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej ,

ω̊rs± =
1

2

〈
χr±,Γijzx1x2Γ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej .

(3.71)

The TCFH is

DF
mf̂± :=∇mf̂±

=∓A−1∂mA f̂± − 1

4
Hmpqω̊±

pq ∓ 1

8
(⋆F )mpqω±

pq ± 1

4
(⋆G)pω̃±

p
m ,

(3.72)

DF
mk̃±i :=∇mk̃±i ∓

1

2
(⋆H)mpω̊±

p
i −

1

2
Fmpω±

p
i

=∓A−1∂mA k̃±i ±
1

4
δmi(⋆H)pqω̊±

pq ∓ (⋆H)[m|p|ω̊±
p
i]

− 1

4
Sω̃±mi +

1

8
δmiFpqω±

pq − 1

2
F[m|p|ω±

p
i] −

1

8
Gmipqω̃±

pq ,

(3.73)

DF
mω±ij :=∇mω±ij +Hm[i|p|ω̃±

p
j] + Fm[ik̃±j] ±

1

2
(⋆G)mω̊±ij

=∓A−1∂mAω±ij ± 1

8
(⋆S)mijpqω̊±

pq ∓ 1

4
(⋆F )mij f̂± +

1

2
δm[iFj]pk̃±

p

+
3

4
F[mik̃±j] ±

1

2
δm[i(⋆G)|p|ω̊±

p
j] ±

3

4
(⋆G)[mω̊±ij] ,

(3.74)
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DF
mω̃±ij :=∇mω̃±ij +Hm[i|p|ω±

p
j] ± (⋆F )m[i|p|ω̊±

p
j]

=∓A−1∂mA ω̃±ij −
1

2
Sδm[ik̃±j] ∓

1

4
δm[i(⋆F )j]pqω̊±

pq

± 3

4
(⋆F )[mi|p|ω̊±

p
j] ±

1

2
δm[i(⋆G)j]f̊± +

1

4
Gmijpk̃±

p ,

(3.75)

DF
mω̊±ij :=∇mω̊±ij ∓ (⋆H)m[ik̃±j] ∓ (⋆F )m[i|p|ω̃±

p
j] ±

1

2
(⋆G)mω±ij

=∓A−1∂mA ω̊±ij ∓ δm[i(⋆H)j]pk̃±
p ∓ 3

2
(⋆H)[mik̃±j] +

1

2
Hmij f̂±

± 1

8
(⋆S)mijpqω±

pq ± 1

4
δm[i(⋆F )j]pqω̃±

pq ∓ 3

4
(⋆F )[mi|p|ω̃±

p
j]

± 1

2
δm[i(⋆G)|p|ω±

p
j] ±

3

4
(⋆G)[mω±ij] .

(3.76)

As the domain of the TCFH minimal connection, DF , factorises on the symmetric and skew-

symmetric form bilinears under the exchange of χr± and χs± and after taking into account the

details of the action of DF on the forms, one concludes that the reduced holonomy of DF is

included in GL(20)× SO(5)×GL(35).

3.5.3 The TCFH of Warped AdS6 Backgrounds

A basis in the space of form bilinears on M4, up to Hodge duality, which are symmetric in the

exchange of χr± and χs± is

f rs± =
〈
χr±, χ

s
±
〉
, f̃ rs± =

〈
χr±,Γ11χ

s
±
〉
, f̂ rs± =

〈
χr±,Γzx1x2x3χ

s
±
〉
,

f̊ rs± =
〈
χr±,Γzx1x2x3Γ11χ

s
±
〉
, krs± =

〈
χr±,Γiχ

s
±
〉
ei , k̂rs± =

〈
χr±,Γizx1x2x3χ

s
±
〉
ei .

(3.77)

The TCFH is

DF
mf± :=∇mf±

=∓A−1∂mAf± − 1

4
Sk±m ∓ 1

4
(⋆F )mpk̂±

p ,
(3.78)

DF
mf̃± :=∇mf̃±

=∓A−1∂mA f̃± − 1

4
Fmpk±

p ± 1

4
(⋆G)k̂±m ,

(3.79)

DF
mf̂± :=∇mf̂±

=∓A−1∂mA f̂± − 1

4
Sk̂±m ∓ 1

4
(⋆F )mpk±

p ,
(3.80)
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DF
mf̊± :=∇mf̊±

=∓A−1∂mA f̊± − 1

4
Fmpk̂±

p ± 1

4
(⋆G)k±m ,

(3.81)

DF
mk±i :=∇mk±i ∓

1

2
(⋆H)mk̂±i

=∓A−1∂mAk±i ∓
1

2
δmi(⋆H)pk̂±

p ∓ (⋆H)[mk̂±i] −
1

4
δmiSf±

∓ 1

4
(⋆F )mif̂± +

1

4
Fmif̃± ∓ 1

4
δmi(⋆G)f̊± ,

(3.82)

DF
mk̂±i :=∇mk̂±i ∓

1

2
(⋆H)mk±i

=∓A−1∂mA k̂±i ∓
1

2
δmi(⋆H)pk±

p ∓ (⋆H)[mk±i] −
1

4
δmiSf̂±

∓ 1

4
(⋆F )mif± +

1

4
Fmif̊± ∓ 1

4
δmi(⋆G)f̃ ,

(3.83)

where ∇ is the spin connection of g(M4).

A basis in the space of form bilinears onM4, up to Hodge duality, which are skew-symmetric

in the exchange of χr± and χs± is

k̃rs± =
〈
χr±,ΓiΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei , k̊rs± =

〈
χr±,Γizx1x2x3Γ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ,

ωrs± =
1

2

〈
χr±,Γijχ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej , ω̃rs± =

1

2

〈
χr±,ΓijΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ∧ ej .

(3.84)

The TCFH is

DF
mk̃±i :=∇mk̃±i ±

1

2
(⋆H)mk̊±i −

1

2
Fmpω±

p
i

=∓A−1∂mA k̃±i ±
1

2
δmi(⋆H)pk̊±

p ± (⋆H)[mk̊±i] −
1

4
Sω±mi

+
1

8
δmiFpqω±

pq − 1

2
F[m|p|ω±

p
i] −

1

8
Gmipqω̃±

pq ,

(3.85)

DF
mk̊±i :=∇mk̊±i ±

1

2
(⋆H)mk̃±i ±

1

2
(⋆F )mpω̃±

p
i

=∓A−1∂mA k̊±i ±
1

2
δmi(⋆H)pk̃±

p ± (⋆H)[mk̃±i] ∓
1

8
(⋆S)mipqω±

pq

∓ 1

8
δmi(⋆F )pqω̃±

pq ± 1

2
(⋆F )[m|p|ω̃±

p
i] ∓

1

4
(⋆G)ω±mi ,

(3.86)

DF
mω±ij :=∇mω±ij +Hm[i|p|ω̃±

p
j] + Fm[ik̃±j]

=∓A−1∂mAω±ij ∓ 1

4
(⋆S)mijpk̊±

p +
1

2
δm[iFj]pk̃±

p

+
3

4
F[mik̃±j] ±

1

2
(⋆G)δm[i̊k±j] ,

(3.87)
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DF
mω̃±ij :=∇mω̃±ij +Hm[i|p|ω±

p
j] ± (⋆F )m[i̊k±j]

=∓A−1∂mA ω̃±ij −
1

2
Sδm[ik̃±j] ±

1

2
δm[i(⋆F )j]pk̊±

p

± 3

4
(⋆F )[mi̊k±j] +

1

4
Gmijpk̃±

p .

(3.88)

Notice that the minimal TCFH connection, DF , acts on the form bilinears k±+k̂± and k±−k̂± as

a connection gauging a scale symmetry of the type k±k̂ → s±1(k±k̂), s ∈ R−{0}. Therefore the
reduced holonomy of the minimal TCFH connection, DF , is included in SO(5)×GL(1)×GL(20).

3.5.4 The TCFH of Warped AdS7 Backgrounds

A basis in the space of form bilinears on M3, up to Hodge duality, which are symmetric in the

exchange of χr± and χs± is

f rs± =
〈
χr±, χ

s
±
〉
, f̃ rs± =

〈
χr±,Γ11χ

s
±
〉
, f̂ rs± =

〈
χr±,Γzx1...x4χ

s
±
〉
,

krs± =
〈
χr±,Γiχ

s
±
〉
ei .

(3.89)

The TCFH is

DF
mf± :=∇mf±

=∓A−1∂mAf± − 1

4
Sk±m ∓ 1

4
(⋆F )mf̂± ,

(3.90)

DF
mf̃± :=∇mf̃±

=∓A−1∂mA f̃± − 1

4
Fmpk±

p ,
(3.91)

DF
mf̂± :=∇mf̂±

=∓A−1∂mA f̂± ± 1

2
(⋆H)k±m ∓ 1

4
(⋆F )mf± ,

(3.92)

DF
mk±i :=∇mk±i

=∓A−1∂mAk±i ∓
1

2
δmi(⋆H)f̂± − 1

4
δmiSf± +

1

4
Fmif̃± ,

(3.93)

where ∇ is the spin connection of g(M3).

A basis in the space of form bilinears ofM3, up to Hodge duality, which are skew-symmetric

in the exchange of χr± and χs± is

f̊ rs± =
〈
χr±,Γzx1...x4Γ11χ

s
±
〉
, k̃rs± =

〈
χr±,ΓiΓ11χ

s
±
〉
ei,

k̂rs± =
〈
χr±,Γizx1...x4χ

s
±
〉
ei, k̊rs± =

〈
χr±,Γizx1...x4Γ11χ

s
±
〉
ei ,

(3.94)
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The TCFH is

DF
mf̊± :=∇mf̊±

=∓A−1∂mA f̊± ± 1

2
(⋆H)k̃±m − 1

4
k̊±m +

1

4
Fmpk̂±

p ,
(3.95)

DF
mk̃±i :=∇mk̃±i ∓

1

2
(⋆F )mk̊±i

=∓A−1∂mA k̃±i ∓
1

2
(⋆H)δmif̊± ∓ 1

4
(⋆S)mipk̂±

p

∓ 1

4
δmi(⋆F )pk̊±

p ∓ 1

2
(⋆F )[mk̊±i] ,

(3.96)

DF
mk̂±i :=∇mk̂±i

=∓A−1∂mA k̂±i −
1

2
Hmipk̊±

p ± 1

4
(⋆S)mipk̃±

p − 1

4
Fmif̊± ,

(3.97)

DF
mk̊±i :=∇mk̊±i ∓

1

2
(⋆F )mk̃±i

=∓A−1∂mA k̊±i −
1

2
Hmipk̂±

p − 1

4
Sδmif̊±

∓ 1

4
δmi(⋆F )pk̃±

p ∓ 1

2
(⋆F )[mk̃±i] .

(3.98)

As in the previous AdS6 case, observe that the the minimal TCFH connection, DF , acts on k̃± k̊
like gauging an additional gauge symmetry. Therefore the reduced holonomy of the minimal

TCFH connection, DF , is included in SO(3)× SO(3)×GL(1).

3.6 Symmetries of Probes, AdS Backgrounds and TCFHs

3.6.1 Probes and Symmetries

The dynamics of relativistic and spinning particles propagating on warped AdS backgrounds,

AdSn ×w M
10−n, have been investigated in detail in [121]. Here we shall summarise some key

properties of the dynamics of spinning particles which are relevant for the examples that we

shall present below. As we shall consider examples for which the warp factor is constant, the

action of spinning particles propagating on the spacetime factorises to an action on AdSn and

an action on the internal space M10−n. The latter can be written as

SM = − i

2

∫
dt dθ γIJDy

I∂ty
J , (3.99)

where y = y(t, θ) is a worldline superfield, (t, θ) are the worldline coordinates, γ is the internal

space metric and D2 = i∂t. Of course if M10−n is the product of two or more other manifolds,

then the action SM factorises further into actions associated to each manifold in the product.
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It turns out that the infinitesimal variation

δyI = ϵαIJ1...Jm−1Dy
J1 · · ·DyJm−1 , (3.100)

associated with a m-form α on M10−n is a (hidden) symmetry of SM , if and only if α is a

(standard) KY form, where ϵ is an infinitesimal parameter. Below we shall present several

examples of IIA AdS backgrounds where KY forms arise as a consequence of the TCFH on

their internal spaces. In this way, we shall provide a link between TCFHs and conservation laws

of probes propagating on such backgrounds.

3.6.2 Examples of TCFH and KY Forms

There are many IIA AdS backgrounds that we can consider, see e.g. [122, 61, 123–129]. As the

aim is to provide some examples of backgrounds for which the TCFHs give rise to symmetries for

spinning particle probes, we shall not be comprehensive and instead focus on AdS backgrounds

that arise as near horizon geometries of intersecting branes [130–132], see also [133]. In the

analysis that follows, we shall present an ansatz which includes the near horizon geometry of

intersecting branes under consideration and proceed to demonstrate that the associated TCFH

gives rise to KY forms on the internal space. In turn these generate symmetries for spinning

particle probes and so demonstrate a relation between TCFHs and probe symmetries.

The formulae for the reduced field equations and KSEs on the internal space of a warped

AdS background that we shall use to construct the AdS solutions suitable for our purposes can

be found in appendix B and [62]. As it has already been mentioned, these have been obtained

after suitably solving the field equations and KSEs of the theory over the AdS subspace and

identifying the remaining equations on the internal space of these backgrounds. Here we shall

typically quote the relevant parts of these equations – for the derivation and the full expressions

of these equations the reader should consult the original reference.

An AdS3 Solution from a Fundamental String on a NS5-brane

An example of an AdS3 solution arises as the near horizon geometry of a fundamental string

on a NS5-brane background. This configuration has played a prominent role in a microscopic

string theory counting of entropy for extreme black holes [134, 135]. An ansatz which includes

such a solution is

g = gℓ(AdS3) + g(R4) + g(S3) H = p dvolℓ(AdS3) + q dvol(S3) , (3.101)

the dilaton is constant, Φ = const, and the rest of the fields are set to zero, where gℓ(AdS3)

(g(S3)) and dvolℓ(AdS3) (dvol(S
3)) are the standard metric and associated volume form of AdS3

(S3) of radius ℓ (unit radius), respectively, g(R4) is the Euclidean metric of R4 and p, q ∈ R.
From here on we shall adopt the same conventions for the AdSn (Sk) metric and volume form in

all the examples below – g(Rm) will always denote the Euclidean metric on Rm. Note that R4

can be replaced with any Ricci flat manifold, like for example K3, but the choice of R4 suffices

for the purpose of this example. Moreover as the warp factor A is constant and the radius ℓ of
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AdS3 has been kept arbitrary, so without loss of generality, we have set A = 1. Furthermore,

the radius of S3 has been set to 1 after possibly an overall rescaling of the spacetime metric

and H.

To find a solution based on the ansatz (3.101), one has to determine p, q and ℓ after solving

the field and KSEs on the R4 × S3 internal space. As the IIA 4-form flux vanishes, one has

that X = Y = 0. Moreover a direct comparison of (3.19) with (3.101) reveals that p = W and

Z = q dvol(S3) .

To determine the remaining constants q and ℓ, one first considers the field equation of the

dilaton Φ,

∇2Φ = − 1

12
Z2 +

1

2
W 2 ≡ 0 , (3.102)

which implies that q2 = W 2 = p2. Next, the Einstein field equations along the S3 directions

and the field equation of the warp factor

RS
3

αβ =
1

4
ZαγδZ

γδ
β ≡ 2 δαβ ,

∇2 logA = − 2

ℓ2
+

1

2
W 2 ≡ 0 ,

(3.103)

respectively yield p2 =W 2 = 4 and ℓ = 1, i.e. the AdS3 and S3 subspaces have the same radius

and p, q = ±2.

Turning attention to the KSEs, and focusing for simplicity on those on σ+, the dilatino

KSE, A(+)σ+ = 0, with

A(+) =
1

12
/ZΓ11 −

1

2
WΓzΓ11 , (3.104)

gives the condition Γ(3)Γzσ+ = −σ+ provided we choose12 p = q, where Γ(3) is the product of

the three gamma matrices along the orthonormal directions tangent to the three sphere. The

additional algebraic KSE, , Ξ+σ+ = 0, which can be found in appendix B with

Ξ+ = − 1

2ℓ
+

1

4
WΓ11 , (3.105)

that arises from the integration of the gravitino KSE along the z directions, results in the

condition Γ11σ+ = σ+, where we have chosen p = 2. Therefore, we find that σ+ is a spacetime

chiral spinor. The solution with p = −2 can be investigated in a similar way to that for p = 2.

The gravitino KSE (3.21) along R4 shows that the Killing spinors σ+ satisfy the condition

∇R4

i σ+ = 0 and so do not depend on the coordinates of R4. Furthermore, the gravitino KSE

along S3 can be written as:

∇S3

α σ+ +
1

2
ΓαΓzσ+ = 0 , (3.106)

where we have made use of the conditions Γ(3)Γzσ+ = −σ+ and Γ11σ+ = σ+. This does not

impose further constraints on σ+. Therefore the only conditions on σ+ are Γ(3)Γzσ+ = −σ+
and Γ11σ+ = σ+ and so σ+ has 4 independent components. A similar analysis of the KSEs on

σ− and τ± spinors yields another 12 independent Killing spinors and so the solution preserves

12The treatment of p = −q case follows from that of p = q in a straightforward manner.
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1/2 of the supersymmetry as expected. Note that if R4 is replaced by K3 or any other 4-

dimensional hyper-Kähler manifold Q4 and the orientation of Q4 is chosen to be compatible

with the conditions Γ(3)Γzσ+ = −σ+ and Γ11σ+ = σ+, the solution will again preserve 1/2 of

supersymmetry. The spinors σ± and τ± will be covariantly constant with respect to the spin

connection of the hyper-Kähler metric on X4.

A consequence of (3.106) is that the bilinears

(krs± )α =
〈
σr±,Γασ

s
±
〉
, (ωrs± )αβ =

〈
σr±,Γαβσ

s
±
〉
, (πrs± )αβγ =

〈
σr±,Γαβγσ

s
±
〉
, (3.107)

are CCKY forms on S3, while the bilinears

(k̂rs± )α =
〈
σr±,ΓαΓzσ

s
±
〉
, (ω̂rs± )αβ =

〈
σr±,ΓαβΓzσ

s
±
〉
,

(π̂rs± )αβγ =
〈
σr±,ΓαβγΓzσ

s
±
〉
,

(3.108)

are KY forms on S3. The latter generate symmetries for spinning particle actions on S3.

An AdS2 Solution from Intersecting D2- and D4-branes

An ansatz which includes the near horizon geometry of two D2- and two D4-branes intersecting

on a 0-brane is

g = gℓ(AdS2) + g(S2) + g(R2) + g(R4) , G = dvolℓ(AdS2) ∧ α+ dvol(S2) ∧ β , (3.109)

with constant dilaton Φ and all other remaining fields set to zero, where ℓ is the radius of AdS2

and α and β are constant 2-forms on R4.

Assuming that R4 = R⟨(e3, e4, e5, e6)⟩, there is an SO(4) transformation such that the form

α can be written as α = p e3 ∧ e4 + q e5 ∧ e6. The isotropy group SO(2)× SO(2) of α can then

be used to choose β without loss of generality as

β = r e3 ∧ e4 + s e5 ∧ e6 + a e3 ∧ e5 + b e4 ∧ e6 + c e4 ∧ e5 , (3.110)

where all components of α and β are constants in R.
The Einstein equations along R4 (with the two indices distinct) imply that cr = cs = cb =

ca = 0. Thus if c ̸= 0, r = s = b = a = 0. Then the remaining Einstein equations along R4 give

that p = q = 0. Finally, the dilatino KSE for the ansatz (3.109) is(
−1

8
/X +

1

4 · 4!
/Y

)
η+ = 0 , (3.111)

and gives c = 0. Therefore all fluxes vanish for this case, so to proceed we take c = 0.

Setting c = 0, the dilatino KSE as well as the gravitino KSE along R4 can be written for

the fluxes (3.109) as(
− p+ qI1 + Γ(2)(−r + sI1)− aI2 − bI1I2

)
η+ = 0 ,(

− p+ qI1 + Γ(2)(−r + sI1)− aI2 − bI1I2
)
Γµη+ = 0 , µ = 3, 4, 5, 6

(3.112)



3.6. Symmetries of Probes, AdS Backgrounds and TCFHs 81

where I1 = Γ3456, I2 = Γ(2)Γ45, Γ(2) is the product of two gamma matrices along orthonormal

directions tangent to S2 and we have taken η+ to be constant along R4. Separating the Her-

mitian and anti-Hermitian components of the above equations and using that I1Γµ = −ΓµI1 as

well as the commutation relations of Γµ with I2, one finds that r, s = 0 and

(qI1 + p)η+ = 0 , (bI1 − a)η+ = 0 , (aI2 + p)η+ = 0 . (3.113)

These can be solved by restricting η+ to the eigenspaces of I1 and I2. In turn, one finds that

p, q, a, b are proportional to each other with proportionality factor of a sign. Therefore in all

cases, a2 = b2 = p2 = q2. A similar analysis holds for the η− Killing spinors. As each eigenspace

of I1 and I2 on either η+ or η− has dimension 4, there are 8 Killing spinors that solve the above

KSEs.

After using that S2 has radius 1, the Einstein equation along S2 reveals that a2 = 1. In

turn the field equation for the warp factor A gives ℓ = 1. Therefore AdS2 and S2 have the same

radius. All the remaining field equations are satisfied.

As the gravitino KSE along R2 is satisfied, it remains to explore the gravitino KSE along

S2. This can be written as

∇S2

α η+ +
p

2
Γ34Γαη+ = 0 . (3.114)

This does not impose any additional conditions on η+ and the same applies for the corresponding

equation on η−. Therefore the solution preserves 1/4 of supersymmetry. It follows from this

that the 1- and 2-form bilinears along S2 and their duals are either KY or CCKY forms.

There are several KY forms. For example, one can easily show that (krs± )α =
〈
ηr±,Γαη

s
±
〉

and (ǩrs± )α =
〈
ηr±,ΓαΓ12η

s
±
〉
are KY forms. The KY forms generate symmetries for spinning

particles propagating on the internal space of these backgrounds.

The background can be generalised somewhat by replacing R4 with any other 4-dimensional

hyper-Kähler manifold Q4. In such a case, X and Y are chosen as

X = prλr , Y = dvol(S2) ∧ arλr , (3.115)

where λ are the 3 Kähler forms of Q4 associated with the hyper-complex structure and pr and

ar are constant 3-vectors. Under a frame SO(4) rotation both pr and ar transform as SO(3)

vectors. Moreover, the field equation for the magnetic component of the 3-form field strength

implies that δrsp
ras = 0, i.e. they are orthogonal. In such a case, there is an SO(4) rotation

such that prλr = α with p2 = q2 and arλr = β as in (3.110) with r = s = c = 0 and a2 = b2.

Moreover the relative signs in the equalities p = ±q and a = ±b should be chosen such that α

and β have the same self-duality properties on Q4. After that the previous analysis on R4 can

be repeated to solve both KSEs and field equations yielding a new solution preserving again

1/4 of supersymmetry. The identification of the KY forms on S2 can be done as for Q4 = R4.
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AdS3 Solutions from Intersecting D2- and D4-branes

An ansatz that includes the near horizon geometry AdS2 of a D2- and a D4-brane intersecting

on a 1-brane is

g = gℓ(AdS3) + g(S3) + g(R4) , G = dvolℓ(AdS3) ∧ α+ dvol(S3) ∧ β , (3.116)

with constant dilaton Φ and all other remaining fields set to zero, where ℓ is the radius of AdS3

and α and β are constant 1-forms on R4.

First notice that the field equation for the magnetic component of the NS 3-form implies

that α ∧ β = 0 and so α and β are co-linear, i.e. they are proportional and so write β = pα.

Next the dilatino KSE on σ+ and the algebraic KSE Ξ+σ+ = 0 imply that(
Γ(3)Γz +

1

p

)
σ+ = 0 ,

(
1

ℓ
+ /α

)
σ+ = 0 , (3.117)

where Γ(3) is the product of three gamma matrices along orthonormal tangent directions of S3,

i.e. the Clifford algebra element associated to dvolℓ(AdS3). The dilaton field equation gives

p = ±1 and so α2 = β2. Moreover the warp factor field equation yields α2 = 4ℓ−2.

Turning to the Einstein equation along S3, one finds that

RS
3

αβ =
2

ℓ2
δαβ . (3.118)

As S3 has unit radius, one concludes that ℓ = 1 and so α2 = β2 = 4. Therefore AdS3 and S3

have the same radius. Furthermore, one can verify that all the remaining field equations and

KSEs are satisfied apart from the gravitino KSE along S3. This can be written using (3.117) as

(
∇S3

γ +
1

4
Γz/αΓγ

)
σ+ = 0 , (3.119)

and gives no additional conditions on σ+. A similar analysis holds for the remaining Killing

spinors σ− and τ±. As a result, the solution preserves 1/2 of the supersymmetry.

To proceed one can consider the bilinears as in (3.108) and (3.107) and proceed to demon-

strate that these and their Hodge duals on S3 are either KY or CCKY forms. The former

generate symmetries for spinning probes on S3. In particular k±, ⋆ω± and π± are KY forms on

S3.

AdS2 solutions from intersecting D2-branes and fundamental strings

An ansatz that includes the near horizon geometry of two D2-branes and a fundamental string

intersecting on a 0-brane is

g = gℓ(AdS2) + g(S3) + g(R5) ,

G = dvolℓ(AdS2) ∧X , H = dvolℓ(AdS2) ∧W ,
(3.120)

with constant dilaton Φ and all other remaining fields set to zero, where X and W are a 2-form

and 1-form on R5, respectively.
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The field equation for the magnetic part of the 2-form field strength implies that iWX = 0.

The dilaton field equation gives W 2 = 1/4 X2 and the warp factor field equations can be

expressed as W 2 = ℓ−2.

Taking R5 = R⟨(e1, e2, . . . , e5)⟩, there is a SO(5) transformation, up to a possible relabelling

of the basis, such that X = λ1 e
1 ∧ e2 + λ2 e

3 ∧ e4 and λ1, λ2 ∈ R. Next if either λ1 or λ2

vanish together with iWX = 0, one can show that the gravitino KSE on η+ along R5 becomes

inconsistent. Therefore from now on, we take λ1, λ2 ̸= 0 and as iWX = 0, we have W = p e5.

Using this, the dilatino KSE yields(
1

2
λ1 −

1

2
λ2Γ1234 + pΓ12Γ11Γ5

)
η+ = 0 . (3.121)

This together with the gravitino KSE along R5 imply that

(λ2Γ1234 + λ1)η+ = 0 , (pΓ12Γ11Γ5 + λ1)η+ = 0 . (3.122)

As a result λ21 = λ22 = p2 =W 2.

Restricting the Einstein equation along S3, which has unit radius, yields λ21 = 4. The warp

factor field equation in turn gives ℓ = 1/2. Therefore the AdS2 subspace has half the radius of

the internal space S3. It remains to explore the gravitino KSE along S3. This can be rewritten

as (
∇S3

α +
1

4
λ1Γ12Γα

)
η+ = 0 . (3.123)

This does not impose any additional conditions on η+. A similar analysis can be carried out for

the η− Killing spinors. As a result the solution preserves 1/4 of supersymmetry as a consequence

of the conditions (3.122) on η+ and the analogous conditions on η−.

There are several form bilinears that one can consider on S3 like for example those in (3.108)

and (3.107) and their duals on S3. All of them are either KY or CCKY as a consequence of

(3.123). In particular, k±, ⋆ω± and π± are KY forms and so generate symmetries for spinning

particles propagating on S3.
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Chapter 4

W-symmetries, Anomalies and

Heterotic Backgrounds

4.1 Introduction

It has been known for sometime [136, 137, 93], following earlier related work in [138, 139], that

∇̂-covariantly constant forms on a spacetime M generate symmetries1 in heterotic probes prop-

agating on M , where ∇̂ is a metric connection with torsion given by the 3-form field strength,

H, of heterotic theory, see (4.1). The algebra of these symmetries is a W-algebra [93]; for other

applications, see e.g. [140–142]. Typically, the heterotic probes are (1,0)-supersymmetric sigma

models [143] that exhibit a metric, a 2-form and gauge couplings, and have as a target space

the spacetime M . A class of heterotic backgrounds with such ∇̂-covariantly constant forms are

those that preserve a fraction of the spacetime supersymmetry — the ∇̂-covariantly constant

forms are the (Killing spinor) form bilinears. The geometry of all supersymmetric heterotic

backgrounds has been investigated in [91, 92] and the form bilinears have been identified; for

a review see [72]. There are two classes of supersymmetric heterotic backgrounds which are

distinguished by whether the holonomy group of ∇̂ is either compact or non-compact. The

symmetries of heterotic probes propagating on supersymmetric backgrounds with a compact

holonomy group have been investigated in [144]. In particular, it has been demonstrated that

the algebra of symmetries closes as a W-algebra2, provided that suitable additional symmetries

are included. In addition, it has been shown that the chiral anomalies of these symmetries are

consistent and can be cancelled up to two loops in sigma model perturbation theory.

The purpose of this chapter is to explore the holonomy symmetries of sigma models on

supersymmetric heterotic backgrounds with a non-compact holonomy group. The non-compact

holonomy groups that arise are semi-direct products of a compact group, G, with R8, G⋉ R8,

where G is one of the groups listed in (4.2). The distinguished feature of supersymmetric het-

erotic backgrounds with non-compact holonomy group is that they admit a null ∇̂-covariantly

constant 1-form bilinear K and the remaining form bilinears, L, are null along K, i.e. they

satisfy (4.3). First, we demonstrate that the commutator of two holonomy symmetries gener-

ated by null ∇̂-covariantly constant forms closes as a W-algebra, see (4.28). To describe the

commutator in more detail, we find that the space of null forms along K onM , Ω∗
K(M), admits

1As the existence of ∇̂-covariantly constant forms on a spacetime implies the reduction of the holonomy of ∇̂
to a subgroup of SO(9, 1), the associated symmetries of probes are refereed to as holonomy symmetries.

2The structure constants of the algebra depend on the conserved currents of the symmetries.
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a generalisation of the exterior product, ⋏, and the inner product, ⋏̄, operations on forms, see

(4.8). In particular, we find that the commutator of two holonomy symmetries generated by

the null forms L and M closes on transformations generated by K and L⋏̄M . Moreover, if L

andM are ∇̂-covariantly constant, then L⋏M and L⋏̄M are ∇̂-covariantly constant. Thus the

space of all null ∇̂-covariantly constant forms, Ω∗
∇̂(M), is closed under these two operations.

In fact, Ω∗
∇̂(M) is a Lie algebra with Lie bracket operation ⋏̄, which underpins the W-algebra

of holonomy symmetries. As a result, the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries is completely

determined from the Lie algebra Ω∗
∇̂(M).

Therefore, to explore the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries it suffices to determine the Lie

algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M). For this is useful to first identify the Lie algebra of fundamental

forms, f. For this, first consider the ⋏̄-closure of a (minimal) collection of null forms on M

whose covariant constancy condition determines the holonomy of the connection ∇̂. As K ⋏̄-

commutes with all other elements of Ω∗
∇̂(M), it is convenient to exclude K as an element of f.

Then, Ω∗
∇̂(M) is generated from f upon taking ⋏-products of the elements of f and including K.

The Lie algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M) is unravelled after decomposing Ω∗

∇̂(M) in representations

of f.

After establishing some general results on the Lie algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M), a more

detailed investigation is ensued on the Lie algebra structure of f and Ω∗
∇̂(M) for each background

with holonomy listed in (4.2). The Lie algebras f are tabulated in table 4.1. Moreover, the Lie

algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M) is determined in each case.

The investigation of chiral anomalies in sigma models has a long history [145–150]. More re-

cently, the chiral anomalies of holonomy symmetries for sigma models with Euclidean signature

manifolds as target spaces have been investigated in [151] and those of sigma models with su-

persymmetric heterotic backgrounds with compact holonomy group as target spaces have been

explored in [144]. After determining the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries of sigma mod-

els on supersymmetric heterotic backgrounds with non-compact holonomy groups, we find the

associated chiral anomalies using Wess-Zumino consistency conditions [152]. We demonstrate

that the anomalies are consistent up to at least two loops in sigma model perturbation theory.

At the same loop level, we find that the anomalies can be cancelled after an appropriate quan-

tum correction to the covariantly constant forms, which is consistent with the Green-Schwarz

anomaly cancellation mechanism [15].

This chapter is organised as follows. In section 4.2, after defining the operations ⋏ and ⋏̄ on

Ω∗
K(M) and Ω∗

∇̂(M) and summarising some of the geometric properties of heterotic backgrounds

with non-compact holonomy group, we determine the commutator (4.28) of two holonomy

symmetries. Moreover, we argue that the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries is underpinned

by the Lie algebras f and Ω∗
∇̂(M). In section 4.3, first we establish some general properties of

the Lie algebra structure on Ω∗
∇̂(M) and then determine the Lie algebras f and Ω∗

∇̂(M) for each

of the backgrounds with holonomy group G ⋉ R8, where G listed in equation (4.2). In section

4.4, we give the anomalies of these holonomy symmetries, prove that they are consistent up to

at least two-loops and discuss their cancellation.
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4.2 Geometry and Sigma Model Symmetries

4.2.1 Geometry of Backgrounds with Non-Compact Holonomy

As it has already been mentioned, the geometry of a spacetime M , with metric g, of super-

symmetric heterotic backgrounds can be characterised by the holonomy group3 of the metric

connection, ∇̂, with skew-symmetric torsion given by the 3-form field strength H of the theory.

In particular, one has that

∇̂µX
ν = ∇µX

ν +
1

2
Hν

µρX
ρ, (4.1)

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection of g, X is a vector field on M and µ, ν, ρ = 0, . . . , 9.

For supersymmetric backgrounds, the holonomy group of ∇̂ is a subgroup of the isotropy group

of Killing spinors in Spin(9, 1). This is either compact or non-compact. The non-compact

holonomy groups that can occur are G⋉R8 with G given by one of the following groups [91, 92]

Spin(7) (1), SU(4) (2), Sp(2) (3), ×2Sp(1) (4),

Sp(1) (5), U(1) (6), {1} (8),
(4.2)

where in parenthesis is the number of Killing spinors for each case. The form bilinears, which

are ∇̂-covariantly constant by construction, include a null 1-form denoted by K. The 1-form K

is no-where vanishing on the spacetime and is Killing. The remaining form bilinears L are also

null along K, i.e. they satisfy

K ∧ L = iKL = 0 , (4.3)

where iK denotes the inner derivation4 of L with respect to K now viewed as a vector field —

the index is raised with the spacetime metric g.

Let us denote the space of null forms of M along K with Ω∗
K(M). One way to describe

the elements of Ω∗
K(M), and so the form bilinears, is to introduce a local pseudo-orthonormal

null co-frame (e−, e+, ei) on the spacetime with e− = K, i.e. g = 2e+e− + δije
iej . Then the

conditions5 K ∧ L = iKL = 0 can be solved to yield

L =
1

ℓ!
L−i1...iℓ e

− ∧ ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eiℓ ≡ 1

ℓ!
Li1...iℓ e

−i1...iℓ , (4.4)

i.e. the only non-vanishing components of L are L−i1...iℓ ≡ Li1...iℓ , where in the last expression

we have simplified the notation for the wedge product of co-frame 1-forms. Note that to establish

(4.4), we have used that K is no-where vanishing on the spacetime.

Typically for form bilinears, the components of L can be identified with those of the usual

fundamental forms of G-structures in 8 dimensions, up to an equivalence that will be discussed

below, where G is given in (4.2). For example if G = Spin(7), the components of L on an

open set are identified with those of the fundamental self-dual 4-form of the group. Of course

L depends on all coordinates of M .

3We assume that the structure group of the spacetime M reduces to a subgroup of the connected component
SO(9, 1) of the Lorentz group. M is a spin manifold and we always refer to the reduced holonomy group.

4Our conventions for the inner derivation can be found in appendix A.
5In the dual frame (e−, e+, ei) to the co-frame (e−, e+, ei), the vector field K = eµ

+∂µ.
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Prompted by this, we associate to every L ∈ Ωℓ+1
K (M) a locally defined ℓ-form L̃α on each

open set, Uα, of M such that

L̃α =
1

ℓ!
Li1...iℓ e

i1...iℓ , (4.5)

i.e. L̃i1...iℓ = Li1...iℓ . Note that, unlike L, L̃α is not a null form along K as it has non-vanishing

components along directions transverse to the lightcone. The form L̃ = {L̃α} is not globally

defined on M . Instead at the intersection, Uα ∩ Uβ, of two open sets Uα and Uβ,

L̃α = L̃β + e− ∧ Ñαβ , (4.6)

where Ñαβ = 1
(ℓ−1)!Ni1...iℓ−1

ei1...iℓ−1 . To establish this, we have used that Lα = e− ∧ L̃α =

e− ∧ L̃β = Lβ on Uα ∩ Uβ and that e− is no-where vanishing on the spacetime. Equivalently,

the patching conditions of the pseudo-orthonormal co-frame under the structure group G⋉R8

are
e−α = e−β ,

e+α = e+β − 1

2
q2αβe

−
β − ((qtO)αβ)je

j
β,

eiα = (Oαβ)
i
je
j
β + qiαβe

−
β ,

(4.7)

where (O, q) ∈ G ⋉ R8, qt is the transposed on q and G ⊂ SO(8). It is clear from the last

patching condition that L̃ transforms as (4.6), i.e. it does not transform as a form while L does.

In the following, the above relation between L and L̃ will be referred to as L is represented by

L̃ or equivalently L̃ represents L.

We shall use the observations we have made above to define two algebraic operations on

Ω∗
K(M). Indeed given L,M ∈ Ω∗

K(M), we define

L⋏̄M ≡ e− ∧ iL̃M̃ =
1

(ℓ− 1)!(m− 1)!
Lj i1...iℓ−1

Mjiℓ...iℓ+m−2
e−i1...iℓ+m−2 ,

L⋏M ≡ L ∧ M̃ = e− ∧ L̃ ∧ M̃,

(4.8)

where we have used L̃ and M̃ that represent L and M , respectively. Although both operations6

⋏̄ and ⋏ are defined using local data, L⋏̄M and L ⋏ M are globally defined forms on the

spacetime. Moreover, if L and M are ∇̂-covariantly constant, then L ⋏M and L⋏̄M are ∇̂-

covariantly constant as well. So clearly, the two operations described in (4.8) can be used to

construct new ∇̂-covariantly constant forms from old ones.

Let us denote with, Ω∗
∇̂(M), the vector space spanned by all null along K, ∇̂-covariantly

constant forms of a spacetime M . As all such forms have odd degree for the backgrounds

we shall be investigating, Ω∗
∇̂(M) with bracket operation ⋏̄ is a Lie algebra. As we shall

demonstrate, the algebra of holonomy symmetries of sigma models with target spaces given by

supersymmetric heterotic backgrounds with non-compact holonomy groups is determined by

the Lie algebra Ω∗
∇̂(M). Therefore, the Lie algebra structure of Ω∗

∇̂(M) is of interest. Some of

it is easily unravelled. First, Ω1
∇̂(M) is spanned by the null 1-form K which commutes with all

6Note that if L,M ∈ Ω∗
K , then L∧̄M = L ∧M = 0.
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the remaining elements of Ω∗
∇̂(M). In addition, Ω9

∇̂(M) is spanned by the Hodge dual form E

of K, E = ⋆K. Again E commutes with the rest of the elements of Ω∗
∇̂(M). Therefore both K

and E are in the centre of Ω∗
∇̂(M).

To further explore the Lie algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M), one defines the Lie algebra of fun-

damental forms, f, as described in the introduction. f is a Lie subalgebra of Ω∗
∇̂(M). In the

supersymmetric backgrounds considered here, f is spanned by form bilinears7. In all examples

that we shall investigate, Ω∗
∇̂(M) is generated by f upon taking the⋏ product of elements of f and

including K. Moreover, it turns out that, apart from backgrounds with holonomy Spin(7)⋉R8

and SU(4)⋉R8, f is generated by 3-forms. In all such cases, the algebraic structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M),

and so that of the symmetries of the sigma model, can be unravelled by decomposing Ω∗
∇̂(M)

into irreducible representations of f. The complete structure is presented later on a case by case

basis.

Another ingredient needed in the analysis is a description of the geometry of supersymmetric

heterotic backgrounds with non-compact holonomy [91, 92]. For our purposes, a brief outline

suffices. In particular, after solving the Killing spinor equations of heterotic theory, the fields

can be expressed as

g = 2e+e− + δije
iej ,

H = H+−ie
+−i +

1

2
H+ije

+ij +
1

2
H−ije

−ij +
1

3!
Hijke

ijk

= de− ∧ e+ +
1

2
H−ije

−ij +
1

3!
Hijke

ijk ,

F = F−ie
−i +

1

2
Fije

ij ,

(4.9)

where F is the curvature of the gauge sector and we have suppressed the gauge indices. Most of

the components of H given above are determined in terms of the metric and the form bilinears

of the theory [91, 92]. Though, there is no need to give a detailed description. However, it is

significant that the Killing spinor equations imply that iKH satisfies

iL(iKH) = 0 ⇐⇒ H+ν[µ1L
ν
µ2...µℓ+1] = 0 , (4.10)

for all fundamental forms L of the holonomy group G ⋉ R8. Using this and the ∇̂-covariantly

constancy of L, one can show that the Lie derivative of L with respect to K vanishes

LKL = 0 . (4.11)

Therefore, all fundamental forms are invariant under the action of the vector field K. Further-

more, the gaugino Killing spinor equation implies that iKF = iLF = 0. Also (4.11) holds for

all L ∈ Ω∗
∇̂(M), i.e. not only for the fundamental forms, provided that iL(iKH) = 0.

7An exception are the backgrounds with holonomy U(1)⋉ R8; this will be explained later.
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4.2.2 Holonomy Symmetries of Chiral Sigma Models

A description of chiral 2-dimensional sigma models suitable for the analysis that follows has

already been presented in [144]. So we shall be brief. The fields of the sigma model are maps,

X, from the worldsheet superspace Ξ2|1, with coordinates (σ=, σ=|, θ+), into a spacetime M and

Grassmannian odd sections, ψ, of a vector bundle S−⊗X∗E over Ξ2|1. Here S− is the anti-chiral

spinor bundle over Ξ2|1 and E is a vector bundle over M . An action for these fields [143] is

S = −i
∫

d2σdθ+
(
(gµν + bµν)D+X

µ∂=X
ν + ihabψ

a
−D+ψ

b
−

)
, (4.12)

where g is a spacetime metric, b is a locally defined 2-form onM , such that H = db is a globally

defined 3-form. In addition, D2
+ = i∂=| and h is a fibre metric on E,

D+ψ
a
− = D+ψ

a
− +D+X

µΩµ
a
bψ

b
− , (4.13)

where Ω is a connection on E and Dµhab = 0. We shall refer to the part of the action with

couplings h and D as the gauge sector of the theory. Note that

δS = −i
∫

d2σdθ+
(
δXµSµ +∆ψa

−Sa

)
, (4.14)

where

Sµ = −2gµν∇̂=D+X
ν − iψa

−ψ
b
−D+X

νFµνab , Sa = 2iD+ψ
a
− , (4.15)

are the field equations, ∆ψa
− ≡ δψa

− + δXµΩµ
a
bψ

b
− and F is the curvature of the connection Ω

of the gauge sector.

Before we proceed to describe the holonomy symmetries, we shall mention two sigma model

symmetries that are relevant in the analysis of anomalies. First, in the background field method

of quantising the theory [153–157], it is convenient to express the quantum field in a frame

basis. In such a case, if we write the metric as gµν = ηABe
A
µ e

B
ν , then the action of infinitesimal

spacetime frame rotations will be

δℓe
A
µ = ℓABe

B
µ , δℓωµ

A
B = −∂µℓAB + ℓAC ωµ

C
B − ωµ

A
C ℓ

C
B , (4.16)

where ℓ is the infinitesimal parameter and ω is a frame connection of the tangent bundle which

we shall always assume preserves the spacetime metric.

Moreover, the fields and coupling constants of the gauge sector transform under infinitesimal

gauge transformations as

δuψ
a
− = uabψ

b
− ,

δuΩµ
a
b = −∂µuab + uacΩµ

c
b − Ωµ

a
c u

c
b ,

δuhab = −ucahcb − hacu
c
b ,

(4.17)

where u is the infinitesimal parameter and the remaining fields and couplings of the theory

remain inert.
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The commutator of two spacetime frame rotations (4.16) is [δℓ, δℓ′ ] = δ[ℓ,ℓ′], where [·, ·]
is the usual commutator of two matrices. A similar result holds for the commutator of two

gauge transformations (4.17). In addition to these, there is a gauge symmetry δbµν = (dm)µν

associated with the 2-form gauge potential b, where m is a 1-form on the spacetime.

To describe the holonomy symmetries of the sigma model action (4.12), let L be a (ℓ+1)-form

on the sigma model target space M and consider the infinitesimal transformation

δLX
µ = aLL

µ
λ1...λℓD+X

λ1 . . . D+X
λℓ ≡ aLL

µ
LD+X

L ,

∆Lψ
a
− = 0 ,

(4.18)

where aL is the parameter of the transformation, chosen such that δLX
µ is even under Grass-

mannian parity. The index L is the multi-index L = λ1 . . . λℓ and D+X
L = D+X

λ1 · · ·D+X
λℓ .

Such a transformation [136, 137, 93] leaves the action (4.12) invariant provided that

∇̂νLλ1...λℓ+1
= 0 , Fν[λ1L

ν
λ2...λℓ+1] = 0 , (4.19)

i.e. L is ∇̂-covariantly constant and iLF = 0. For form bilinears the former condition is

satisfied as a consequence of the gravitino Killing spinor equations while the latter condition

is a consequence of the gaugino Killing spinor equation. Moreover, the parameter aL satisfies

∂=aL = 0, i.e. that aL = aL(σ
=|, θ+).

The commutator of two transformations (4.18) on the field X has been explored in detail

in [158, 94]. Here, we shall summarise some of the key formulae. The commutator of two

transformations (4.18) on the field8 X generated by the (ℓ + 1)-form L and the (m + 1)-form

M can be written as

[δL, δM ]Xµ = δ
(1)
LMX

µ + δ
(2)
LMX

µ + δ
(3)
LMX

µ , (4.20)

with

δ
(1)
LMX

µ = aMaLN(L,M)µLMD+X
LM , (4.21)

δ
(2)
LMXµ =

(
−maMD+aL(L ·M)νL2,µM2

+ ℓ(−1)(ℓ+1)(m+1)aLD+aM (L ·M)µL2,νM2

)
D+X

νL2M2 ,
(4.22)

and

δ
(3)
LMXµ = −2iℓm(−1)ℓaMaL(L ·M)(µ|L2|,ν)M2

∂=|X
νD+X

L2M2 , (4.23)

where

(L ·M)λL2,µM2 = Lρλ[L2
Mρ

|µ|M2] . (4.24)

The multi-index M stands for M = µ1 . . . µm while the multi-indices L2 and M2 stand for

L2 = λ2 . . . λℓ and M2 = µ2 . . . µm, respectively, and N(L,M) is the Nijenhuis tensor of L and

M which we shall not state here — it is a generalisation of the standard Nijenhuis tensor of

an almost complex structure. Using that L and M are ∇̂-covariantly constant, the Nijenhuis

8In all cases considered here, the commutator of two holonomy symmetries on the field ψ gives rise to a
transformation with ∆LMψ = 0. So it will not be further investigated.
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tensor can be re-expressed as

NµLMdxLM =
(
− (ℓ+m+ 1)H[µ|νρ|L

ν
LM

ρ
M ] + ℓmHρ

λ1µ1(L ·M)(µ|L2|,ρ)M2

)
dxLM , (4.25)

in terms of H. The conserved current of a symmetry generated by the (ℓ+ 1)-form L is

JL = Lµ1...µℓ+1
D+X

µ1...µℓ+1 . (4.26)

It can easily be seen that ∂=JL = 0 subject to the field equations (4.15).

4.2.3 The Commutator of Null Holonomy Symmetries

The commutator of two symmetries generated by two ∇̂-covariantly constant forms L and M

is significantly simplified whenever L,M ∈ Ω∗
K(M). But before we state this, one can prove,

using LKL = 0 and iKL = 0, that

[δK , δL]X
µ = 0 , (4.27)

for any ∇̂-covariantly constant null form L along K. Therefore, the symmetries generated by

the Killing vector K commutes with all other holonomy symmetries.

After some computation, using that L,M ∈ Ω∗
∇̂(M), LKL = LKM = 0 and the condition

(4.10), the commutator of two symmetries generated by L and M can be expressed as

[δL, δM ] = δK + δL⋏̄M , (4.28)

with aK = − ℓ!m!
(ℓ+m−1)!D+(aLaMJL⋏̄M ) and aL⋏̄M = − ℓ!m!

(ℓ+m−2)!aLaM D+JK , where L⋏̄M is

given in (4.8) and is a globally defined form on the spacetime. Note that in all cases that we

shall be considering, the forms that generate the holonomy symmetries have odd degree, and so

the parameters aL, aM of the transformations have even Grassmannian parity. As the structure

constants of the algebra depend on the conserved currents of the associated symmetries, the

algebra of variations closes as a W-algebra.

Furthermore, the W-algebra (4.28) closes to transformations generated by K and L⋏̄M . As

L⋏̄M ∈ Ω∗
∇̂(M) for all L,M ∈ Ω∗

∇̂(M) and iL⋏̄MF = 0, L⋏̄M generates a new symmetry for

the sigma model action (4.12). Therefore, the commutator (4.28) of the W-algebra of holonomy

symmetries is determined by the Lie algebra Ω∗
∇̂(M) with bracket operation ⋏̄. So to determine

the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries, it remains to identify the Lie algebra Ω∗
∇̂(M) for each

of the holonomy groups (4.2).

4.3 The W-algebra of Null Holonomy Symmetries

4.3.1 The W-algebra of Null Spin(7) and SU(4) Symmetries

In both these cases, the space of fundamental forms f contains forms of degree greater than

three. This distinguishes them from the other holonomy groups stated in (4.2) and so they are

separately investigated.
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Spin(7)

The holonomy symmetries in this case are generated by K and a null 5-form spinor bilinear L

which is represented by the usual self-dual, Spin(7) invariant, fundamental 4-form L̃. Using the

algebraic properties of L̃, one can demonstrate that L⋏̄L = 0. Therefore f = R⟨L⟩.
Moreover L⋏L is proportional to E = ⋆K. As K,E are in the centre of Ω∗

∇̂(M), one

concludes that Ω∗
∇̂(M) = R3⟨K,L,E⟩ is abelian. As a result, the W-algebra of symmetries

(4.28) is abelian as well.

SU(4)

To describe the geometry, introduce a pseudo-hermitian co-frame (e−, e+, eα, eᾱ), α = 1, . . . , 4,

on the spacetime. In this co-frame, the metric is expressed as g = 2e−e+ + 2δαβ̄e
αeβ̄ and the

generators of the fundamental forms, other than K = e−, are given by

I =
1

2
Iije

− ∧ eij ≡ −iδαβ̄e−αβ̄ ,

L1 =
1

4!
(L1)i1...i4e

−i1...i4 ≡ 1

4!
ϵα1...α4e

−α1...α4 +
1

4!
ϵᾱ1...ᾱ4e

−ᾱ1...ᾱ4 ,

L2 =
1

4!
(L2)i1...i4e

−i1...i4 ≡ − i

4!
ϵα1...α4e

−α1...α4 +
i

4!
ϵᾱ1...ᾱ4e

−ᾱ1...ᾱ4 .

(4.29)

Note that the conditions on iKH arising from iIiKH = iL1iKH = iL2iKH = 0 in the pseudo-

hermitian co-frame can be written as H+α
α = H+αβ = 0.

A straightforward calculation reveals that

I⋏̄L1 = −4L2 ,

I⋏̄L2 = 4L1 ,

L1⋏̄L2 = −3

2

1

62
Ii1i2Ii3i4Ii5i6e

−i1...i6 = −1

3
⋏3 I .

(4.30)

where all the remaining ⋏̄ operations amongst these form vanish. Therefore, closure of the

Lie algebra of the fundamental forms f requires the introduction of a new generator ⋏3I that

commutes with I, L1 and L2. Therefore, ⋏3I is a central generator. In fact, f = ê(2), where

ê(2) is the central extension of the Euclidean algebra, e(2) = so(2)⊕s R2, with I the generator

of so(2) and L1, L2 the generators of R2.

To give an example where the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries is determined from the

Lie algebra f, consider this case with f = ê(2). Then, the commutators (4.28) read

[δI , δL1 ] =
8

5
D+(aLaMJL2)δK + 8aLaM D+JK δL2 ,

[δI , δL2 ] = −8

5
D+(aLaMJL1)δK − 8aLaM D+JK δL1 ,

[δL1 , δL2 ] =
4

15

(
1

7
D+(aLaMJ⋏3I)δK + aLaM D+JK δ⋏3I

)
.

(4.31)

with the remaining commutators to vanish. Notice that the structure constants depend on the

currents JK , JL1 , JL2 and J⋏3I .
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In addition to the generators of f and K, Ω∗
∇̂(M) contains two more generators given by

⋏2I and ⋏4I. The latter is proportional to E. In fact L1, L2 and ⋏2I span the space of 5-form

bilinears. Moreover, L1 ⋏ L1 and L2 ⋏ L2 are proportional to E and L1 ⋏ L2 = 0. It turns out

that ⋏2I and ⋏4I commute amongst themselves as well as with the generators of ê(2). As a

result, one concludes that Ω∗
∇̂(M) = ê(2)⊕ R3⟨K,⋏2I, E⟩.

4.3.2 The W-algebra of Remaining Null Holonomy Symmetries

For all the remaining backgrounds that are investigated below, f is spanned by 3-forms. In

addition, Ω3
∇̂(M) = f and Ω7

∇̂(M) is the Hodge dual space of f, Ω7
∇̂(M) = ⋆f.

To determine the Lie algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M), note that Ω∗

∇̂(M) decomposes into (irre-

ducible) representations of f. Clearly f acts on Ω3
∇̂(M) with the adjoint representation. It also

acts with the same representation on Ω7
∇̂(M) as

L⋏̄ ⋆ M = ⋆(L⋏̄M) , (4.32)

for any L,M ∈ Ω3
∇̂(M). A calculation also reveals that

L⋏̄M = 0 , (4.33)

for any L ∈ Ω5
∇̂(M) and M ∈ Ω7

∇̂(M). So to determine the Lie algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M), it

remains to compute Ω3
∇̂(M)⋏̄Ω5

∇̂(M) and Ω5
∇̂(M)⋏̄Ω5

∇̂(M). The former will be identified on a

case by case basis. In computing the latter, we shall use the formula

(L⋏M)⋏̄(N ⋏ P ) = (L⋏̄N)⋏M ⋏ P + (L⋏̄P )⋏M ⋏N

+ (M⋏̄N)⋏ L⋏ P + (M⋏̄P )⋏ L⋏N ,
(4.34)

where L,M,N, P ∈ Ω3
∇̂(M). For the backgrounds examined below, all the elements of Ω5

∇̂(M)

can be written as the ⋏-product of two elements in Ω3
∇̂(M).

Sp(2)

The Lie algebra of fundamental forms f is spanned by

I1 =
1

2
(I1)ije

−ij , I2 =
1

2
(I2)ije

−ij , I3 =
1

2
(I3)ije

−ij . (4.35)

where their components are represented by the usual hypercomplex structure that characterises

Sp(2) in eight dimensions. In particular, Ĩ21 = Ĩ22 = −18×8, Ĩ1Ĩ2 + Ĩ2Ĩ1 = 0 and Ĩ3 = Ĩ1Ĩ2. It is

clear from this that

Ir⋏̄Is = −2ϵrs
tIt , (4.36)

and so f = sp(1). Notice that sp(2)⊕ sp(1) is a maximal subalgebra of so(8).

To describe the Lie algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M), define

Ir1...rp ≡ Ir1 ⋏ · · ·⋏ Irp , p = 1, 2, 3, 4 . (4.37)
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Next Ω5
∇̂(M) = R⟨Irs⟩. As Irs = Isr and

Ir⋏̄Is1...sq = −2qϵr(s1
tI|t|...sq) = 2qϵ(s1|r

tIt|...sq) , (4.38)

f = sp(1) = so(3) acts on Ω5
∇̂(M) with the symmetric product of two vector representations of

so(3). This decomposes as Ω5
∇̂(M) = Ω5

5 ⊕Ω5
1, where Ω5

5 is the irreducible symmetric traceless

representation and Ω5
1 is the trivial representation, which is spanned by the Casimir element

C = I11 + I22 + I33. In fact C commutes with all elements of Ω∗
∇̂(M) and is an element of the

centre, together with K and E.

It remains to compute Ω5
∇̂(M)⋏̄Ω5

∇̂(M). For this, one can use the formula (4.34) to deduce

Ir1r2⋏̄Is1s2 = −2ϵr1s1
tItr2s2 − 2ϵr1s2

tItr2s1 − 2ϵr2s1
tItr1s2 − 2ϵr2s2

tItr1s1

= −16(ϵr1s1
tδr2s2 + ϵr1s2

tδr2s1 + ϵr2s1
tδr1s2 + ϵr2s2

tδr1s1) ⋆ It ,
(4.39)

where we have used

⋆Ir =
1

4!
Irrr , ⋆Ir =

1

8
Issr , r ̸= s ,

I123 = 0 ,
(4.40)

which lead to

Irst =
1

3
(δrsIttt + δrtIsss + δstIrrr) . (4.41)

This together with the results in the beginning of section 4.3.2 completely determine the Lie

algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M) and so the commutators (4.28) of the associated holonomy sym-

metries.

×2Sp(1)

In an adapted pseudo-Hermitian co-frame (e−, e+, eα, eᾱ;α = 1, . . . , 4), to the ×2Sp(1) ⋉ R8

holonomy, the Lie algebra of fundamental forms f is spanned by

Ir =
1

2
(Ĩr)ij e

−ij , Jr =
1

2
(J̃r)ij e

−ij , (4.42)

which are represented by

Ĩ1 = −i(e11̄ + e22̄) , Ĩ2 = e12 + e1̄2̄ , Ĩ3 = −i(e12 − e1̄2̄) ,

J̃1 = i(e33̄ + e44̄) , J̃2 = e34 + e3̄4̄ , J̃3 = i(e34 − e3̄4̄) ,
(4.43)

and so Ĩr Ĩs = −δrs14×4 + ϵrs
tĨt and J̃rJ̃s = −δrs14×4 + ϵrs

tJ̃t. Thus, one has that

Ir⋏̄Is = −2ϵrs
tIt , Jr⋏̄Js = −2ϵrs

tJt , Ir⋏̄Js = 0 , (4.44)

and so f = Ω3
∇̂(M) = ⊕2sp(1). To see this, observe that the action of ×2Sp(1) on R8 can be

seen as two copies of the action of Sp(1) on R4 with each copy associated with a hyper-complex
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structure9 on R4.

Next define the forms

L ≡ ⋏2I1 = ⋏2I2 = ⋏2I3 , M ≡ ⋏2J1 = ⋏2J2 = ⋏2J3 ,

Nrs ≡ Ir ⋏ Js , Rr ≡ Ir ⋏M = 4 ⋆ Ir , Sr ≡ L⋏ Jr = 4 ⋆ Jr ,

E =
1

4
L⋏M .

(4.45)

It can be shown that Ω5
∇̂(M) = R⟨L,M,Nrs⟩. It turns out that L,M together with K and E

are in the centre of Ω∗
∇̂(M) while

Ir⋏̄Nr′s′ = −2ϵrr′
t′Nt′s′ , Jr⋏̄Nr′s′ = −2ϵrs′

t′Nr′t′ . (4.46)

Thus Ω5
∇̂(M) decomposes under the action of f as Ω5

∇̂(M) = Ω5
9⊕R2⟨L,M⟩, where Ω5

9 spanned

byNrs is identified with the traceless symmetric product of two vector representations of so(4) =

⊕2sp(1).

To specify the Lie algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M) it remains to determine Ω5

∇̂(M)⋏̄Ω5
∇̂(M).

As L,M are in the centre of Ω∗
∇̂(M), a straightforward computation using (4.34) reveals that

Nrs⋏̄Nr′s′ = −2ϵrr′
t′δss′Rt′ − 2ϵss′

t′δrr′St′ . (4.47)

This together with the results in the beginning of section 4.3.2 completely determine the Lie

algebra structure Ω∗
∇̂(M) and so the commutators (4.28) of the W-algebra of holonomy sym-

metries.

Sp(1)

In addition to Ir and Jr (4.42) fundamental forms of holonomy ×2Sp(1) ⋉ R8 backgrounds,

the Lie algebra f of holonomy Sp(1) ⋉ R8 backgrounds contains the element A which in the

pseudo-hermitian basis of the previous section reads

A = e−13 + e−24 + e−1̄3̄ + e−2̄4̄ . (4.48)

This is one of the additional 3-form bilinears associated with the holonomy SU(2) ⋉ R8 back-

grounds. Next define

Wr ≡ Ir⋏̄A = −Jr⋏̄A . (4.49)

Then it turns out that f = R⟨Ir, Js, A,Wt⟩. The non-vanishing commutators are those already

described for backgrounds with holonomy ×2Sp(1)⋉R8 in (4.44) and

Ir⋏̄A = −Jr⋏̄A =Wr , Ir⋏̄Ws = −δrsA− ϵrs
tWt ,

Jr⋏̄Ws = δrsA− ϵrs
tWt , A⋏̄Wr = 2Ir − 2Jr ,

Wr⋏̄Ws = −2ϵrs
t(It + Jt) .

(4.50)

9It is conventional that if the (holonomy) group Sp(1) is associated with the hyper-complex structure (I1, I2, I3)
on R4, then sp(1) spans the subspace of (1,1)-forms with respect to I1 on R4 which are in addition I1-traceless,
i.e. sp(1) spans the anti-self dual 2-form while the hyper-complex structure the self-dual 2-forms on R4.
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It turns out that f = Ω2
∇̂(M) = so(5). This is not unexpected. To see this, recall that for

holonomy Sp(2) ⋉ R8 backgrounds f = sp(1). Note also that sp(2) = so(5) and sp(2) ⊕ sp(1)

is a maximal subgroup of so(8) = ∧2R8. So if the invariant 2-forms under sp(2) in ∧2R8 span

the Lie algebra sp(1), then the invariant forms in ∧2R8 under (the holonomy Lie algebra) sp(1)

span so(5).

To describe the Lie algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M), one has to determine the representation

of f on Ω5
∇̂(M). For this observe that Ω5

∇̂(M) = R⟨L,M,A2, P,Q,Nrs, Yr, Zr⟩, where L,M,N

are defined in (4.45), A2 ≡ ⋏2A, P ≡ 1
3δ
rsIr ⋏Ws, Q ≡ 1

3δ
rsJr ⋏Ws and Yr ≡ Ir ⋏ A and

Zr ≡ Jr ⋏A. To establish this note the identities

Wr ⋏Ws = (2δpqNpq +A2)δrs −Nrs −Nsr , Ir ⋏Ws = Pδrs − ϵrs
tYt ,

Jr ⋏Ws = Qδrs + ϵrs
tZt , A⋏Wr = −ϵrstNst .

(4.51)

It turns out that under the action of so(5), Ω5
∇̂(M) decomposes as

Ω5
∇̂(M) = Ω5

14 ⊕ Ω5
5 ⊕ Ω5

1 , (4.52)

where Ω5
14 is the irreducible representation of so(5) constructed as the symmetric and traceless

product of two vector representations, Ω5
5 is the vector representation of so(5) and the trivial

representation Ω5
1 is spanned by the quadratic Casimir element of so(5). In particular, Ω5

5 =

R⟨Yr + Zr, P + Q,L − M⟩. Apart from a direct calculation, this result can be established

after decomposing ∧4R8 in (sp(1) ⊕ sp(2)) ⊂ so(8) representations. Then Ω5
∇̂(M) can be

identified with the span of the elements in ∧4R8, which are invariant under the action of sp(1).

Decomposing this subspace into sp(2) representations yields (4.52), see e.g. [159] proposition

9.2 and references within.

It is worth pointing out that the form bilinears do not span Ω5
∇̂(M). Indeed the 5-form

bilinears are symmetric in the exchange of Killing spinors. As these backgrounds preserve five

supersymmetries, the 5-form bilinears span an at most 15-dimensional vector space, while the

dimension of Ω5
∇̂(M) is 20. Nevertheless, the additional elements of Ω5

∇̂(M) are ∇̂-covariantly

constant and they should be included in the investigation as they generate holonomy symmetries

in sigma model action (4.12).

To determine the Lie algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M), it remains to compute Ω5

∇̂(M)⋏̄Ω5
∇̂(M)

using (4.34). This is a straightforward computation and the result follows upon application of

(4.50) and (4.51). As the final formulae are not illuminating, they will not be presented here.

U(1)

The Lie algebra of fundamental forms is f = u(4). This can be computed following the steps

of a calculation similar to that performed for Sp(1) ⋉ R8 backgrounds in the previous section.

As this is elaborate, we shall present instead an alternative group theoretic justification for the

assertion. First, the Lie subalgebra u(1) of the holonomy group, viewed as a 1-dimensional

subspace of so(8) = ∧2R8, is spanned by a complex structure U on R8. The elements of ∧2R8

that are invariant under the action of U , and so of u(1), are the (1,1)-forms with respect to
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U . It is known that the latter span the Lie algebra u(4), which is the subalgebra of so(8) that

leaves invariant U .

As the 3-form bilinears are skew-symmetric in the exchange of the two Killing spinors and

these backgrounds preserve six supersymmetries, they span an at most 15-dimensional subspace

in Ω3
∇̂(M). But as we have seen f = Ω3

∇̂(M) = u(4) has dimension 16. The additional ∇̂-

covariantly constant form is represented by U and it should be included in f as it generates a

holonomy symmetry for sigma model actions (4.12). The remaining symmetries are expected

to be generated by form bilinears as ∧2R6 = so(6) = su(4).

Similarly, the elements of Ω5
∇̂(M) are represented by the (2,2)-forms with respect to U in

∧4R8. Although, Ω5
∇̂(M) can be decomposed further into irreducible representations of u(4)

with this description of the action of f on Ω5
∇̂(M) it suffices to specify the Lie algebra structure

of Ω∗
∇̂(M), as the action of u(4) on (2,2)-forms is well known.

Again, Ω5
∇̂(M) contains more elements than those expected from counting 5-form bilinears.

Indeed, the latter span an at most 21-dimensional space while Ω5
∇̂(M) has dimension 36. As

it was mentioned in the previous case, all the elements of Ω5
∇̂(M) generate symmetries for the

sigma model action (4.12) and so they should be included in the description.

All elements in Ω5
∇̂(M) can be written as linear combinations of the ⋏-product of two

elements in Ω3
∇̂(M). Indeed as (e−αβ̄;α, β = 1, 2, 3, 4) is a basis in Ω3

∇̂(M), one has that

e−α1β̄1 ⋏ e−α2β̄2 = e−α1β̄1α2β̄2 span Ω5
∇̂(M). As a result, one can apply the formula (4.34) to

compute Ω5
∇̂(M)⋏̄Ω5

∇̂(M). One finds that

e−α1β̄1α2β̄2⋏̄e−α
′
1β̄

′
1α

′
2β̄

′
2 = −

((
δα1β̄′

1e−β̄1α2β̄2α′
1α

′
2β̄

′
2 − δα1β̄′

2e−β̄1α2β̄2α′
1α

′
2β̄

′
1
)
− (α2 ↔ α1)

)
−
((
δβ̄1α

′
1e−α1α2β̄2β̄′

1α
′
2β̄

′
2 − δβ̄1α

′
2e−α1α2β̄2β̄′

1α
′
1β̄

′
2
)
− (β̄2 ↔ β̄1)

)
,

(4.53)

This completes the description of the Lie algebra structure of Ω∗
∇̂(M) and so that of the W-

algebra commutators (4.28) of holonomy symmetries.

{1}

In this case it is clear that in a co-frame adapted to the R8 holonomy, Ω∗
∇̂(M) is represented

by the elements of the vector space ∧∗R8 including the even and odd degree forms. Keeping

to the spirit of the discussion so far that Ω∗
∇̂(M) has a Lie algebra structure, we shall restrict

our analysis to the odd-degree ∇̂-covariantly constant forms. In particular, the Lie algebra of

fundamental forms f = Ω3
∇̂(M) is represented by elements of ∧2R8 = so(8) and so f = so(8).

The elements of f are spanned by 2-form bilinears.

Furthermore, f = so(8) acts on Ω5
∇̂(M) with the standard representation on ∧4R8. This is a

reducible representation and decomposes into the sum ∧4+R8⊕∧4−R8 spanned by the self-dual

and anti-self-dual 4-forms, respectively. Only the former represent 5-form bilinears.

Finally, as all elements of Ω5
∇̂(M) can be written as a linear combination of ⋏-products of

two elements in Ω3
∇̂(M), one can apply the formula (4.34) to compute Ω5

∇̂(M)⋏̄Ω5
∇̂(M). Indeed

as (e−ij ; i < j, i, j = 1, . . . , 8) is a basis in Ω3
∇̂(M) and e−ij ⋏ e−kl = e−ijkl span Ω5

∇̂(M), one
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finds that

e−ijkl⋏̄e−i
′j′k′l′ = 4(δ[i|i

′|ejkl]j
′k′l′− − δ[i|l

′|ejkl]i
′j′k′− + δ[i|k

′|ejkl]l
′i′j′− − δ[i|j

′|ejkl]k
′l′i′−) . (4.54)

This, together with the results in the beginning of section 4.3.2, complete the description of the

Lie algebra structure of Ωodd
∇̂ (M) and so that of the commutators (4.28) of holonomy symmetries.

Some of the results of section 4.3 are summarised in the table below.

G Spin(7) SU(4) Sp(2) ×2Sp(1) Sp(1) U(1) {1}
f R ê(2) sp(1) ⊕2sp(1) so(5) u(4) so(8)

Table 4.1: In the first row, the G subalgebras of holonomy groups G ⋉ R8 of
the supersymmetric heterotic backgrounds are stated. In the second row, the

associated Lie algebras of the fundamental forms are given.

4.4 Anomalies

4.4.1 Anomaly Consistency Conditions

Consider two classical symmetries of a theory generated by the infinitesimal variations δa1 and

δa2 acting on the fields, where a1 and a2 are their parameters. Suppose that these symmetries

are anomalous in the quantum theory with anomalies ∆(a1) and ∆(a2), respectively. If the

commutator of these two symmetries is [δa1 , δa2 ] = δ[a1,a2], then the Wess-Zumino consistency

condition of the anomalies of these symmetries is δa1∆(a2) − δa2∆(a1) = ∆([a1, a2]), where

[a1, a2] denotes the parameter of the symmetry generated by the commutator and ∆([a1, a2])

denotes the associated anomaly. If this condition is satisfied, the anomalies are consistent —

otherwise they are inconsistent. Anomaly consistency conditions can be used to determine the

anomaly of a symmetry from other known anomalies of a theory.

The consistency conditions for holonomy anomalies have been extensively investigated in

[144]. Here, we shall summarise without explanation the main formulae and demonstrate that all

holonomy anomalies of chiral sigma models on backgrounds with a non-compact holonomy group

are consistent. To begin, the spacetime frame rotation (4.16) and gauge sector transformation

(4.17) anomalies are given10 by

∆(ℓ) =
iℏ
4π

∫
d2σdθ+Q1

2(ω, ℓ)µνD+X
µ∂=X

ν ,

∆(u) = − iℏ
4π

∫
d2σdθ+Q1

2(Ω, u)µνD+X
µ∂=X

ν ,

(4.55)

respectively, where the numerical coefficient in front of the expressions is determined after an

explicit computation of the relevant part of the effective action [149]. The 2-form Q1
2(ω, ℓ) is

determined by the descent equations [152] starting from the 4-form, P4(R) = tr(R(ω) ∧R(ω)),
10For applications to string theory, replace ℏ with α′.
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which is proportional to the first Pontryagin form of the spacetime, as

dP4(R) = 0 , δℓP4(R) = 0 =⇒ P4(R) = dQ0
3(ω) ,

dδℓQ
0
3 = 0 =⇒ δℓQ

0
3(ω) = dQ1

2(ℓ, ω) ,
(4.56)

and similarly for Q1
2(Ω, u), where R is the curvature of a frame connection ω of the spacetime.

The connection ω in the expression for the anomaly is not uniquely specified as it can be altered

with the addition of a suitable finite local counterterm in the effective action. This will be used

later to prove the consistency of the anomalies.

The anomaly consistency conditions [144] of frame rotation and gauge sector anomalies (4.55)

with the anomaly ∆(aL) of a holonomy symmetry generated by the ∇̂-covariantly constant form

L yield

∆(aL) =
iℏ
4π

∫
d2σdθ+Q0

3(ω,Ω)µνρδLX
µD+X

ν∂=X
ρ +∆inv(aL) , (4.57)

where Q0
3(ω,Ω) = Q0

3(ω) − Q0
3(Ω) and δℓ∆inv(aL) = δu∆inv(aL) = 0. At one loop, we set

∆inv(aL) = 0. Furthermore, checking the consistency condition between two holonomy anoma-

lies11 generated by the ∇̂-covariantly constant forms L and M , one finds that

δL∆(aM )− δM∆(aL) =
iℏ
4π

∫
d2σdθ+Q0

3(ω,Ω)µνρ[δL, δM ]XµD+X
ν∂=X

ρ

+
iℏ
4π

∫
d2σdθ+P4(R,F )µνρσδLX

µδMX
νD+X

ρ∂=X
σ ,

(4.58)

where P4(R,F ) = P4(R)−P4(F ). The anomaly consistency conditions require that δL∆(aM )−
δM∆(aL) = ∆([aL , aM ]), where here

∆([aL , aM ]) =
iℏ
4π

∫
d2σdθ+Q0

3(ω,Ω)µνρ[δL, δM ]XµD+X
ν∂=X

ρ , (4.59)

with [δL, δM ]Xµ given in (4.28). As a result it is clear that the consistency of two holonomy

anomalies requires for the last term of (4.58) to vanish.

As supersymmetric backgrounds with non-compact holonomy group admit a null ∇̂-parallel

vector field K, the ∆(aK ) anomaly is consistent with any other holonomy anomaly ∆(aM )

provided that iKP4(R,F ) = 0. Indeed iKP4(F ) = 0 as iKF = 0. Therefore, it remains to

choose the frame connection ω of the spacetime such that iKP4(R) = 0. Such a connection can

always be found. For example, one can choose the frame connection ∇̌ whose torsion is −H.

Then, the result follows from the restriction of the holonomy of ∇̂ to be a subgroup of G⋉R8

and the Bianchi identity R̂µν,ρσ = Řρσ,µν for dH = 0.

Assuming that the connection ω is chosen such that iKP4(R,F ) = 0, it is straightforward

to observe that the last term in (4.58) always vanishes for the holonomy transformations gen-

erated by ∇̂-covariantly constant forms that are null along K. This is a direct consequence of

iKP4(R,F ) = 0 and the requirement that forms L andM are null along K. This can be verified

11It turns out that the above consistency condition is more general. If the anomaly of two transformations δ1
and δ2 is given as in (4.57), then their mutual consistency condition will be given as in (4.58) with δL = δ1 and
δM = δ2.
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by a short straightforward computation. As such, it can always be arranged for the anomalies

of the holonomy symmetries to be consistent.

It should be stressed that the condition iKP4(R,F ) = 0 on P4(R,F ) for the consistency

of holonomy anomalies for backgrounds with a non-compact holonomy group is much weaker

than the analogous conditions for backgrounds with compact holonomy groups [144] or those

for manifolds with a G-structure [151]. In particular, the application of the second condition in

(4.19) for the gauge sector and the analogous condition for the curvature of spacetime are not

required for the consistency of holonomy anomalies.

4.4.2 Anomaly Cancellation

There are two ways to cancel the anomaly of holonomy symmetries. One is to add to the

effective action suitable finite local counterterms to cancel the anomalies. This method has been

successful in cancelling [148, 150] the second supersymmetry anomaly generated by a complex

structure on the spacetime and requires a refinement of the Poincaré lemma and possibly the

existence of special coordinates on the spacetime, such as, for example, the local triviality of

Hodge cohomology and complex coordinates. This is not the case here. The forms L that

generate the holonomy symmetries, in general, are not associated with the existence of such

structures in a straightforward manner. The second method is to assume that the form L that

generates the holonomy symmetry is quantum mechanically corrected to Lℏ, such that Lℏ is

covariantly constant with respect to a connection ∇̂ℏ that has torsion

Hℏ = H − ℏ
4π
Q0

3(ω,Ω) +O(ℏ2) , (4.60)

and iLℏF ℏ = 0. This is because the expression for the anomaly of the holonomy symmetry in

(4.57) can be viewed as a correction to the covariant constancy condition on L required for the

transformation δL to be a symmetry of the action. Clearly, the new transformation δLℏ will be

a symmetry of the effective action and the anomaly will cancel. Such an anomaly cancellation

mechanism is compatible with both the Green-Schwarz anomaly cancellation mechanism for

gravitational anomalies [15] and the heterotic supergravity effective action [160].

For the cancellation of holonomy symmetry anomalies of sigma models on supersymmetric

backgrounds with non-compact holonomy groups, the second cancellation mechanism is the most

appropriate with the expectation that Lℏ remains null along K. The latter assertion is justified

as it is not expected for the Killing spinors to be corrected up to two loops in sigma model

perturbation theory, after choosing an appropriate co-frame on the spacetime. Alternatively,

the classification of the geometry of heterotic supersymmetric backgrounds remains the same,

up to two loop level, for backgrounds with either a closed or non-closed 3-form field strength H.

In the former case, the condition dH = 0 is imposed at the end. Note though that the anomaly

of the symmetry generated by K can be removed with the addition of a finite local counterterm

in the effective action. So K need not to be corrected.

Furthermore, the above cancellation of the holonomy anomalies is consistent. The commu-

tator of two holonomy symmetries for spacetimes with a non-compact holonomy group either

vanishes or it closes to a type III transformation in the terminology of [144]. In either case, the
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consistency condition is

P (ω,Ω)µν[ρ|σ|L
µ
LM

ν
M ] = 0 , (4.61)

This is satisfied provided that the spacetime frame connection ω is chosen such that iKP (ω,Ω) =

0. There always exists such a connection in sigma model perturbation theory.



103

Chapter 5

Conclusions

In chapter 2, we presented the TCFH of type IIA supergravity and demonstrated that the

form bilinears satisfy a generalisation of the CKY equation with respect to the minimal TCFH

connection in agreement with the general theorem in [36]. Then prompted by the well-known

result that KY forms generate (hidden) symmetries in spinning particle actions, we explored the

question of whether the form bilinears of some known supergravity backgrounds, which include

all type IIA branes, generate symmetries for various particle and string probes propagating on

these backgrounds.

We have also explored the complete integrability of geodesic flow on all type II brane back-

grounds. We demonstrated that if the harmonic function that the solutions depend on has

at most one centre, i.e. they are spherically symmetric, then the geodesic flow is completely

integrable. We have explicitly given all independent conserved charges in involution. We also

presented the KS, KY and CCKY tensors of these brane backgrounds associated with their

integrability structure.

Returning to the symmetries generated by the TCFH, supersymmetric type II common sec-

tor backgrounds admit form bilinears which are covariantly constant with respect to a connec-

tion with skew-symmetric torsion given by the NS-NS 3-form field strength. All these bilinears

generate (hidden) symmetries for string and particle probe actions with 3-form couplings. The

type II fundamental string and NS5-brane background form bilinears have explicitly been given.

Common sector backgrounds admit additional form bilinears which satisfy a TCFH but they are

not covariantly constant with respect to a connection with skew-symmetric torsion. Although

these forms are part of the geometric structure of common sector backgrounds, their geometric

interpretation is less straightforward.

Moreover we found that there are Killing spinors in all type IIA Dp-brane backgrounds such

that the associated bilinears are KY forms and so generate (hidden) symmetries for spinning

particle probes. All these form bilinears have components only along the worldvolume directions

of the Dp-branes.

It is fruitful to compare the KY forms we have obtained from the TCFH with those that

are needed to investigate the integrability of the geodesic flow in type IIA brane backgrounds.

TCFH KY forms exist for any choice of the harmonic function that the brane solutions depend

on. Moreover, as we have mentioned, these KY forms have non-vanishing components only

along the worldvolume directions of D-branes. It is clear from this that although they generate

symmetries for particle probes propagating on D-brane backgrounds these symmetries are not
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necessarily connected to the integrability properties of such dynamical systems. This is because

it is not expected, for example, that the geodesic flow of brane solutions which depend on a

multi-centred harmonic function to be completely integrable. Indeed the KS and KY tensors

we have found that are responsible for the integrability of the geodesic flow on spherically

symmetric branes also have components along the transverse directions of these solutions. As

the brane metrics have a non-trivial dependence on the transverse coordinates, this is essential

for proving the integrability of the geodesic flow. Therefore one concludes that although the form

bilinears of supersymmetric backgrounds can generate symmetries in string and particle probes

propagating in these backgrounds, they are not sufficient to prove the complete integrability

of probe dynamics. Nevertheless the TCFH KY tensors, when they exist, are associated with

symmetries of probes propagating on brane backgrounds which are not necessarily spherically

symmetric.

To find TCFH KY tensors, we have imposed a rather stringent set of conditions on the form

bilinears. In particular in several D-brane backgrounds, we set all terms of the minimal TCFH

connection that depend on a form field strength to zero. It is likely that such a restriction can

be lifted and the only condition necessary for the invariance of a probe action will be that the

terms in the TCFH which contain explicitly the metric should vanish. For this a new set of

probe actions should be found that have couplings which depend on the form field strengths of

the supergravity theories and generalise (1.74) which exhibits only a 3-form coupling. We hope

to report on such a development in the future.

In chapter 3, we presented all the TCFHs of massive IIA warped AdS backgrounds. In

particular we have shown that the form bilinears of supersymmetric AdS backgrounds satisfy

a generalisation of CKY equation with respect to the TCFH connection. In addition we have

explored some of the properties of the minimal TCFH connection like its reduced holonomy.

Furthermore we have investigated the question of whether the TCFHs give rise to hidden sym-

metries for probes propagating on the internal space of AdS backgrounds. For this we presented

some examples of AdS backgrounds, namely those arising as near horizon geometries of inter-

secting IIA branes, and demonstrated that some of their form bilinears are KY forms. As

a result they generate symmetries for spinning particles propagating on the internal space of

such backgrounds. This work, together with those in [121, 161], completes the investigation of

TCFHs of all warped AdS backgrounds of type II theories in 10 and 11 dimensions.

The extent of the interplay between TCFHs and symmetries of probes propagating on su-

persymmetric background remains open. There are certainly many examples of backgrounds

that the TCFH conditions coincide with those required for the invariance of probe actions un-

der transformations generated by the form bilinears. For example in the heterotic and common

sector cases, all form bilinears generate symmetries for certain string and particle probes. How-

ever for generic type II theories, the relation between TCFH and probe symmetries can only

be revealed on a case by case basis after exploring separately the geometric properties of each

background. The difficulties lie both in the lack of classification of supersymmetric backgrounds

in type II theories and the plethora of probes [95] that one can consider. A more systematic

investigation will require developments both in the understanding of the supersymmetric back-

grounds of type II theories as well as a better handle on probe actions and their symmetries.
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Finally, in chapter 4 we presented the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries of chiral sigma

models propagating on supersymmetries heterotic backgrounds with non-compact holonomy

group G⋉R8. We demonstrated that the W-algebra, which depends on G⋉R8, is completely

determined by a Lie algebra structure on the space of ∇̂-covariantly constant forms, Ω∗
∇̂(M),

which are null along a null vector field K. The Lie algebra bracket on Ω∗
∇̂(M) is a generalisation

of that of the inner derivations on forms. Moreover, we determined the Lie algebra structure of

Ω∗
∇̂(M) for each holonomy group G⋉R8 with G given in (4.2).

In addition, we gave the anomalies of the holonomy symmetries up to and including 2-

loops in sigma model perturbation theory. We demonstrate that they satisfy the Wess-Zumino

consistency conditions, provided the frame connection is appropriately chosen on the space-

time. These anomalies are cancelled, provided that the forms that generate the symmetries are

corrected such that they remain null along K and are covariantly constant with respect to a

connection with torsion. The torsion includes the difference of the Chern-Simons forms of the

spacetime and gauge sector connections of the sigma model.

It is remarkable that there is such an extensive Lie algebraic structure underpinning the W-

algebra of holonomy symmetries associated with supersymmetric heterotic backgrounds with a

non-compact holonomy group. It is clear that this can be extended to all null forms along K,

Ω∗
K(M), including those of even degree. The bracket will again be given by ⋏̄. Of course Ω∗

K(M)

is an infinite dimensional superalgebra where the odd degree forms span the Grassmannian

even generators while the even degree forms span the Grassmannian odd generators of the

superalgebra. This superalgebra structure can be restricted on Ω∗
∇̂(M). This is relevant in the

investigation of holonomy symmetries of sigma models on heterotic supersymmetric backgrounds

with holonomy R8, as Ω∗
∇̂(M) includes forms of both even and odd degree. Notice that Ω∗

∇̂(M)

contains a sub-superalgebra Ω1
∇̂(M)⊕ Ω2

∇̂(M)⊕ Ω3
∇̂(M), which can be seen as an extension of

so(8) = Ω3
∇̂(M) with new Grassmannian odd generators R8 = Ω2

∇̂(M) and central generator

R⟨K⟩ = Ω1
∇̂(M). These structures can be further extended to all forms on Euclidean and

Lorentzian manifolds, where now the Lie (super)bracket is given by the standard inner derivation

∧̄.
The Lie algebraic structure that we have uncovered that underpins the W-algebra of holon-

omy symmetries for backgrounds with non-compact holonomy groups does not naturally extend

to include that of backgrounds with compact holonomy groups investigated in [144], see also

[158, 94]. This is because in the latter case the W-algebra can close to symmetries which are

not generated by ∇̂-covariantly constant forms. For example, the W-algebra can close to world-

sheet translations generated by the sigma model energy-momentum tensor. Nevertheless, it may

be possible to extend the Lie (super)algebra structure on Ω∗
∇̂(M) with additional generators

that are not forms in such a way that the new algebra specifies the associated W-algebra of

symmetries of sigma models. It would be of interest to explore such a possibility in the future.
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Appendix A

Notation and Convetions

Let M be an n-dimensional manifold with a (local) co-frame eA and coordiantes xM . A p-form,

ω ∈ Ωp(M) is defined as:

ω =
1

p!
ωM1...Mpdx

M1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxMp =
1

p!
ωA1...Ape

A1 ∧ · · · ∧ eAp . (A.1)

We take the Hodge duality operation to be:

(⋆ω)M1...Mn−p =
1

p!
ωP1...Ppϵ

P1...Pp
M1...Mn−p (A.2)

where the orientation is taken to be ϵ012...(n−1) = −1 for Lorentzian signature and ϵ12...n = 1 for

Riemannian signature manifolds.

The exterior derivative is given by

dω :=
1

p!
∂M1ωM2...Mp+1dx

M1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxMp+1 . (A.3)

The adjoint of the exterior derivative (co-derivative) is

δω = (−1)pϵp−1 ⋆ d ⋆ ω , (A.4)

where ϵp−1 := (−1)p(n−p) det g
| det g| . Therefore, in local coordinates, one has

(dω)M1...Mp+1 = (p+ 1)∂[M1
ωM2...Mp+1] , (δω)M2...Mp = −∂MωMM2...Mp . (A.5)

The inner derivation iX of a p-form ω with respect to a vector field X is

iXω :=
1

(p− 1)!
XBωBA1...Ap−1e

A1 ∧ · · · ∧ eAp−1 . (A.6)

In general, the inner derivation of a l-form Φ with respect to a vector (k − 1)-form ξ is

iξΦ ≡ ξ∧̄Φ :=
1

(k − 1)!(l − 1)!
ξNL1...Lk−1

ΦNLk...Lk+l−2
dxL1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxLk+l−2 . (A.7)

We shall use both notations iξ and ξ∧̄ to denote the inner derivation at convenience.



108 Appendix A. Notation and Convetions

Given the form ω we can define a Clifford algebra element, /ω

/ω = ωN1...NpΓ
N1...Np , (A.8)

where ΓM are the Dirac gamma matrices. One can also define

/ωM = ωMN1...Np−1Γ
N1...Np−1 . (A.9)
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Appendix B

Type IIA Warped AdS Backgrounds

In chapter 3 (massive) IIA warped product AdS backgrounds are briefly reviewed, however here

we aim to provide a more complete description of the geometry, fields and Killing spinors of

these backgrounds. Many of these results were first presented in [119, 62] and we refer the

reader to these for an even more detailed account.

B.1 Warped AdS2 Backgrounds

The geometry of warped AdS2 ×wM
8 (massive) IIA backgrounds can be described by the near

horizon geometry of extremal black holes. In this description the bosonic sector takes the form:

g = 2 e+e− + g(M8)

G = e+ ∧ e− ∧X + Y, H = e+ ∧ e− ∧W + Z

F = N e+ ∧ e− + P, S = S, Φ = Φ,

(B.1)

where g is the metric, Φ ∈ C∞(M8) is the dilaton field and N ∈ C∞(M8), W ∈ Ω1(M8),

X,P ∈ Ω2(M8), Z ∈ Ω3(M8) and Y ∈ Ω4(M8) are fluxes localised on the internal space.

S ∈ C∞(M8) is the scalar field of massive IIA supergravity with S = eΦm, where m is a

constant that is non-zero in massive IIA and vanishes in standard IIA supergravity. Further,

e+ = du, e− = dr + rh− 1

2
r2∆du, ei = eiJdy

J (B.2)

is a null pseudo-orthonormal frame of AdS2×wM
8, where h = ∆−1d∆ with ∆ = ℓ−2A−2. Here

(u, r) are the coordinates of AdS2 and y are the coordinates of M8. A is the warp factor and is

a function of only the coordinates of M8 and ℓ is the radius of AdS2. Moreover,

g(M8) = δije
iej (B.3)

is the metric on M8, which is transverse to the lightcone directions given by r = u = 0.

The solutions to the Killing spinor equations of massive IIA supergravity on warped AdS2

backgrounds are a special case of the supersymmetric IIA horizons described in [119] and are

presented in [62]. What follows is a brief overview of these solutions.

Recall that the Killing spinor equations of type IIA supergravity are the conditions that the

supersymmetry variations of the gravitino and dilatino fields vanish, evaluated on the locus of
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vanishing fermions. The gravitino Killing spinor equation is a parallel transport equation for

the supercovariant connection, D, whereas the dilatino Killing spinor equation is an algebraic

condition on the supersymmetry parameter, ϵ.

To construct the solution one first decomposes ϵ along the lightcone directions as:

ϵ = ϵ+ + ϵ−, (B.4)

subject to the lightcone projection conditions:

Γ±ϵ± = 0. (B.5)

The Killing spinors of type IIA supergravity are sections of the spin bundle associated with the

32 dimensional Majorana representation of spin(9, 1). The lightcone projection condition above

halves the number of independent components of ϵ± and as such these spinors each carry 16

degrees of freedom when counted over the reals.

After integrating along the AdS2 directions, it can be shown that ϵ± are constructed from

a linear combination of spinors of the internal space M8:

ϵ+ = η+ + uΓ+Θ−η−

ϵ− = η− + rΓ−Θ+(η+ + uΓ+Θ−η−),
(B.6)

where η± depend only on the coordinates ofM8 and Θ± is a Clifford algebra element constructed

from the fluxes of the background. Where Θ± is given by

Θ± = −1

2
A−1/∂A∓ Γ11 /W − 1

16
Γ11(±2N + /P )− 1

8 · 4!
(±12 /X + /Y )− 1

8
S . (B.7)

As spinors on M8, η± are sections of the spin(8) bundle on M8 associated with the 16 dimen-

sional Majorana representation.

The above summarises the solution along the AdS2 directions; what remains are the inde-

pendent equations along the M8 directions. It can be shown that the gravitino Killing spinor

equations of massive IIA supergravity on warped AdS2 ×wM
8 along the M8 directions are:

D(±)
m η± = 0. (B.8)

This can be seen as a parallel transport equation for the supercovariant connection D(±) on

M8. The supercovariant connection is given by:

D(±)
m η± = ∇mη±±1

2
A−1∂mAη± ∓ 1

16
/XΓmη± +

1

8 · 4!
/Y Γmη± +

1

8
SΓmη±

+ Γ11

(
∓1

4
Wmη± +

1

8
/Zmη± ± 1

8
NΓmη± − 1

16
/PΓmη±

)
,

(B.9)

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection induced on the spinor bundle of M8.

The Killing spinors η± satisfy the gravitino Killing spinor equation on M8, (B.8), alongside

an additional algebraic Killing spinor equation associated with the dilatino.
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B.2 Warped AdS3 Backgrounds

As before, the geometry of warped AdS3 ×w M
7 (massive) IIA backgrounds can be described

by the near horizon geometry of extremal black holes. In this description the bosonic sector

takes the form:

g = 2 e+e− +A2dz2 + g(M7)

G = A e+ ∧ e− ∧ dz ∧X + Y, H = AW e+ ∧ e− ∧ dz + Z

F = F, S = S, Φ = Φ

(B.10)

where g is the metric, Φ ∈ C∞(M7) is the dilaton field and W ∈ C∞(M7), X ∈ Ω1(M7), F ∈
Ω2(M7), Z ∈ Ω3(M7) and Y ∈ Ω4(M7) are fluxes localised on the internal space. S ∈ C∞(M7)

is the scalar field of massive IIA supergravity with S = eΦm, where m is a constant that is

non-zero in massive IIA and vanishes in standard IIA supergravity. Further,

e+ = du, e− = dr + rh, ei = eiJdy
J

∆ = 0, h = −2

ℓ
dz − 2A−1dA

(B.11)

is a null pseudo-orthonormal frame of AdS3 ×w M
7. Here (u, r, z) are the coordinates of AdS3

and y are the coordinates of M7. A is the warp factor and is a function of only the coordinates

of M7 and ℓ is the radius of AdS3. Moreover,

g(M7) = δije
iej (B.12)

is the metric on M7.

Analysis of the Bianchi identities reveals that either S = 0 or W = 0. Therefore, there

are two distinct IIA AdS3 supergravity backgrounds to consider. The first is a standard IIA

supergravity background where the H flux has a non-vanishing component on AdS3 and the

second is a massive IIA supergravity background where the H flux is localised on M7.

The solutions to the Killing spinor equations of massive IIA supergravity on warped AdS3

are described in [62] and are constructed similarly to the AdS2 case. Here we provide a brief

overview of these solutions.

As before, one first decomposes ϵ along the lightcone directions as:

ϵ = ϵ+ + ϵ−, (B.13)

subject to the lightcone projection conditions:

Γ±ϵ± = 0. (B.14)

As in the AdS2 case, after integrating along the u, r directions one finds that the Killing spinors

can be expressed as in (B.6). It can be shown that after integrating along the remaining AdS3

direction, z, one finds:

η± = σ± + e∓
z
ℓ τ±, (B.15)
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where the spinors σ±, τ± are subject to an additional algebraic constraint (separate from the

dilatino Killing spinor equations):

Ξ±σ± = 0, Ξ±τ± = ∓ℓ−1τ±, (B.16)

where

Ξ± = ∓ 1

2ℓ
+

1

2
/∂AΓz ±

1

4
AWΓ11 −

1

8
ASΓz −

1

16
A/FΓzΓ11 −

1

192
A/Y Γz ∓

1

8
A /X. (B.17)

As spinors on M7, σ± and τ± are sections of the spin(7) bundle on M7 associated with the

(reducible) 16 dimensional Majorana representation. Bringing this together we find the Killing

spinors along the AdS3 directions:

ϵ = σ+ + e−
z
ℓ τ+ + σ− + e

z
ℓ τ− − ℓ−1uA−1Γ+zσ− − ℓ−1rA−1e−

z
ℓΓ−zτ+. (B.18)

The above summarises the solution along the AdS3 directions; what remains are the independent

equations along the M7 directions. It can be shown that the gravitino Killing spinor equations

of massive IIA supergravity on warped AdS3 ×wM
7 along the M7 directions are:

D(±)
m χ± = 0, (B.19)

where χ± ∈ {σ±, τ±}. As before, this can be seen as a parallel transport equation for the

supercovariant connection D(±) on M7. The supercovariant connection is given by:

D(±)
m χ± = ∇mχ±±1

2
A−1∂mAχ± +

1

8
/ZmΓ11χ± +

1

8
SΓmχ±

+
1

16
/FΓmΓ11χ± +

1

192
/Y Γmχ± ± 1

8
/XΓzmχ±,

(B.20)

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection induced on the spinor bundle of M7.

B.3 Warped AdS4 Backgrounds

As in the previous cases, the bosonic sector of warped AdS4 ×wM
6 (massive) IIA backgrounds

can be expressed in the near horizon geometry as follows:

g = 2 e+e− +A2(dz2 + e2z/ℓdx2) + g(M6)

G = ez/ℓA2X e+ ∧ e− ∧ dz ∧ dx+ Y

H = H, F = F, S = S, Φ = Φ

(B.21)

where Φ ∈ C∞(M6) is the dilaton field and X ∈ C∞(M6), F ∈ Ω2(M6), H ∈ Ω3(M6) and

Y ∈ Ω4(M6) are fluxes localised on the internal space. S ∈ C∞(M6) is the scalar field of

massive IIA supergravity with S = eΦm, where m is a constant that is non-zero in massive IIA
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and vanishes in standard IIA supergravity. Further,

e+ = du, e− = dr + rh, ei = eiJdy
J

∆ = 0, h = −2

ℓ
dz − 2A−1dA

(B.22)

is a null pseudo-orthonormal frame of AdS4×wM
6. Here (u, r, z, x) are the coordinates of AdS4

and y are the coordinates of M6. A is the warp factor and is a function of only the coordinates

of M6 and ℓ is the radius of AdS4. Moreover,

g(M6) = δije
iej (B.23)

is the metric on M6.

As in the previous cases, the Killing spinor equations can be integrated along the AdS

directions; after integrating along the u, r directions one finds that the Killing spinors can be

expressed as in (B.6). Integrating along z results in (B.15). A further integration along x yields:

ϵ = σ+ − ℓ−1xΓxzτ+ + e−
z
ℓ τ+ + σ− + e

z
ℓ
(
τ− − ℓ−1xΓxzσ−

)
− ℓ−1uA−1Γ+zσ− − ℓ−1rA−1e−

z
ℓΓ−zτ+,

(B.24)

where the spinors σ±, τ± are subject to an additional algebraic constraint:

Ξ±σ± = 0, Ξ±τ± = ∓ℓ−1τ±, (B.25)

where

Ξ± = ∓ 1

2ℓ
+

1

2
/∂AΓz −

1

8
ASΓz −

1

16
A/FΓzΓ11 −

1

192
A/Y Γz ∓

1

8
AXΓx. (B.26)

As spinors on M6, σ± and τ± are sections of the spin(6) bundle on M6 associated with the

(reducible) 16 dimensional Majorana representation.

The above summarises the solution along the AdS4 directions; what remains are the inde-

pendent equations along the M6 directions. It can be shown that the gravitino Killing spinor

equations of massive IIA supergravity on warped AdS4 ×wM
6 along the M6 directions are:

D(±)
m χ± = 0 (B.27)

where χ± ∈ {σ±, τ±}. As before, this can be seen as a parallel transport equation for the

supercovariant connection D(±) on M6. The supercovariant connection is given by:

D(±)
m χ± = ∇mχ±±1

2
A−1∂mAχ± +

1

8
/HmΓ11χ± +

1

8
SΓmχ±

+
1

16
/FΓmΓ11χ± +

1

192
/Y Γmχ± ∓ 1

8
XΓzxmχ±,

(B.28)

where ∇m is the Levi-Civita (spin) connection on M6.
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B.4 Warped AdSn, n ≥ 5 Backgrounds

As for all previous cases, the bosonic sector of warped AdSn ×w M
10−n, n ≥ 5 (massive) IIA

backgrounds can be expressed in the near horizon geometry as follows:

g = 2 e+e− +A2

(
dz2 + e2z/ℓ

n−3∑
a=1

(dxa)2

)
+ g(M10−n)

G = G, H = H, F = F, S = S, Φ = Φ

(B.29)

where g is the metric, Φ ∈ C∞(M10−n) is the dilaton field and F ∈ Ω2(M10−n), H ∈ Ω3(M10−n)

and G ∈ Ω4(M10−n) are fluxes localised on the internal space. S ∈ C∞(M10−n) is the scalar

field of massive IIA supergravity with S = eΦm, where m is a constant that is non-zero in

massive IIA and vanishes in standard IIA supergravity. For sufficiently large n, some of the

fluxes vanish; for example G vanishes for n ≥ 7. Further,

e+ = du, e− = dr + rh, ei = eiJdy
J

∆ = 0, h = −2

ℓ
dz − 2A−1dA

(B.30)

is a null pseudo-orthonormal frame of AdSn ×wM
10−n. Here (u, r, z, xa) are the coordinates of

AdSn and y are the coordinates of M10−n. A is the warp factor and is a function of only the

coordinates of M10−n and ℓ is the radius of AdSn. Moreover,

g(M10−n) = δije
iej (B.31)

is the metric on M10−n.

As in the previous cases, the Killing spinor equations can be integrated along the AdS

directions; after integrating along the u, r directions one finds that the Killing spinors can be

expressed as in (B.6). Integrating along z results in (B.15). A further integration along xa

yields:

ϵ = σ+ − ℓ−1
n−3∑
a=1

xaΓazτ+ + e−
z
ℓ τ+ + σ− + e

z
ℓ

(
τ− − ℓ−1

n−3∑
a=1

xaΓazσ−

)
− ℓ−1uA−1Γ+zσ− − ℓ−1rA−1e−

z
ℓΓ−zτ+

(B.32)

where the spinors σ±, τ± are subject to an additional algebraic constraint:

Ξ±σ± = 0, Ξ±τ± = ∓ℓ−1τ±, (B.33)

where

Ξ± = ∓ 1

2ℓ
+

1

2
/∂AΓz −

1

8
ASΓz −

1

16
A/FΓzΓ11 −

1

192
A/GΓz. (B.34)

As spinors onM10−n, σ± and τ± are sections of the spin(10−n) bundle onM10−n associated

with the (reducible) 16 dimensional Majorana representation.
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The above summarises the solution along the AdSn directions; what remains are the inde-

pendent equations along theM10−n directions. It can be shown that the gravitino Killing spinor

equations of massive IIA supergravity on warped AdSn ×w M
10−n along the M10−n directions

are:

D(±)
m χ± = 0 (B.35)

where χ± ∈ {σ±, τ±}. As before, this can be seen as a parallel transport equation for the

supercovariant connection D(±) on M10−n. The supercovariant connection is given by:

D(±)
m χ± = ∇mχ±±1

2
A−1∂mAχ± +

1

8
/HmΓ11χ± +

1

8
SΓmχ±

+
1

16
/FΓmΓ11χ± +

1

192
/GΓmχ±,

(B.36)

where ∇m is the Levi-Civita (spin) connection on M10−n.
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Appendix C

Killing Spinor Form Bilinears of

Brane Backgrounds

C.1 Common Sector Brane Form Bilinears

C.1.1 Fundamental String

A direct computation using (2.57) reveals that the form bilinears of IIA fundamental string are

σrs = h−
1
2
(
− ⟨ηr, λs⟩+ ⟨λr, ηs⟩

)
,

krs = h−
1
2 ⟨ηr, ηs⟩ (e0 − e5) + h−

1
2 ⟨λr, λs⟩ (e0 + e5) ,

ωrs = h−
1
2
(
⟨ηr, λs⟩+ ⟨λr, ηs⟩

)
e0 ∧ e5 +

1

2
h−

1
2
(
− ⟨ηr,Γijλs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γijηs⟩

)
ei ∧ ej ,

πrs =
1

2
h−

1
2 ⟨ηr,Γijηs⟩ (e0 − e5) ∧ ei ∧ ej +

1

2
h−

1
2 ⟨λr,Γijλs⟩ (e0 + e5) ∧ ei ∧ ej ,

ζrs =
1

2
h−

1
2
(
⟨ηr,Γijλs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γijηs⟩

)
e0 ∧ e5 ∧ ei ∧ ej

+
1

4!
h−

1
2
(
− ⟨ηr,Γijkℓλs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γijkℓηs⟩

)
ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ∧ eℓ ,

τ rs =
1

4!
h−

1
2 ⟨ηr,Γijkℓηs⟩ (e0 − e5) ∧ ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ∧ eℓ

+
1

4!
h−

1
2 ⟨λr,Γijkℓλs⟩ (e0 + e5) ∧ ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ∧ eℓ ,

(C.1)

where i, j, k, ℓ = 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9 are the transverse directions of the string and (e0, e5, ei) is

a pseudo-orthonormal frame of the fundamental string metric (2.39), i.e g = −(e0)2 + (e5)2 +∑
i(e

i)2. The remaining form bilinears σ̃, k̃, ω̃, π̃, ζ̃ and τ̃ can be obtained from the expressions

above upon setting λs to −λs.

C.1.2 NS5-brane

A direct computation using (2.60) reveals that the form bilinears of NS5-brane are

krs = 2
(
Re
〈
η1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
η2r,Γaη

2s
〉
D

)
ea , (C.2)
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ωrs = 2
(
Re
〈
η1r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
+Re

〈
η2r,Γaη

1s
〉
D

)
ea ∧ e3

+ 2
(
Re
〈
η1r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
− Re

〈
η2r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D

)
ea ∧ e4

+ 2
(
Im
〈
η1r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
− Im

〈
η2r,Γaη

1s
〉
D

)
ea ∧ e8

+ 2
(
Im
〈
η1r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
− Im

〈
η2r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D

)
ea ∧ e9 ,

(C.3)

πrs =
1

3

(
Re
〈
η1r,Γabcη

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
η2r,Γabcη

2r
〉
D

)
ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

− 2Re
〈
η1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e4 − e8 ∧ e9) ∧ ea

+ 2Re
〈
η2r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e4 + e8 ∧ e9) ∧ ea

− 2Im
〈
η1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e8 + e4 ∧ e9) ∧ ea

+ 2Im
〈
η2r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e8 − e4 ∧ e9) ∧ ea

− 2Im
〈
η1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e9 − e4 ∧ e8) ∧ ea

+ 2Im
〈
η2r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e9 + e4 ∧ e8) ∧ ea ,

(C.4)

ζrs =
1

6
ω̃rsaℓϵ

ℓ
ijke

a ∧ ei ∧ ej ∧ ek

+
1

3

(
Re
〈
η1r,Γabcη

2s
〉
D
+Re

〈
η2r,Γaη

1s
〉
D

)
ea ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e3

+
1

3

(
Re
〈
η1r,Γabcλ

2s
〉
D
− Re

〈
η2r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D

)
ea ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e4

+
1

3

(
Im
〈
η1r,Γabcη

2s
〉
D
− Im

〈
η2r,Γabcη

1s
〉
D

)
ea ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e8

+
1

3

(
Im
〈
η1r,Γabcλ

2s
〉
D
− Im

〈
η2r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D

)
ea ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e9 ,

(C.5)

τ rs = k̃rs ∧ e3 ∧ e4 ∧ e8 ∧ e9

− 1

3
Re
〈
η1r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e4 − e8 ∧ e9) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

+
1

3
Re
〈
η2r,Γabcλ

2s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e4 + e8 ∧ e9) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

− 1

3
Im
〈
η1r,Γabcη

1s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e8 + e4 ∧ e9) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

+
1

3
Im
〈
η2r,Γabcη

2s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e8 − e4 ∧ e9) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

− 1

3
Im
〈
η1r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e9 − e4 ∧ e8) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

+
1

3
Im
〈
η2r,Γabcλ

2s
〉
D
(e3 ∧ e9 + e4 ∧ e8) ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

+
2

5!

(
Re
〈
η1r,Γa1...a5η

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
η2r,Γa1...a5η

2s
〉
D

)
ea1 ∧ · · · ∧ ea5 ,

(C.6)

where a, b, c = 0, 1, 2, 5, 6, 7 are the worldvolume directions, ϵ3489 = 1 and (ea, e3, e4, e8, e9) is a

pseudo-orthonormal frame for the NS5-brane metric (2.42). The remaining form bilinears σ̃, k̃,

ω̃, π̃, ζ̃ and τ̃ bilinears can be constructed from those above upon replacing both η2s and λ2s

with −η2s and −λ2s, respectively.
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C.2 Form Bilinears of IIA D-branes

C.2.1 D0-brane

Using the expression for the Killing spinors of the D0-brane (2.68), one finds that the non-

vanishing from bilinears of the solution are

σ̃rs = −2h−
1
4 ⟨ηr, ηs⟩ , krs = 2h−

1
4 ⟨ηr, ηs⟩ e0 , (C.7)

k̃rs = −2h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,Γ11η

s⟩ e5 + 2h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,Γiηs⟩ ei , (C.8)

ωrs = −2h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,Γ11η

s⟩ e0 ∧ e5 + 2h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,Γiηs⟩ e0 ∧ ei , (C.9)

ω̃rs = −2h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,ΓiΓ11η

s⟩ e5 ∧ ei − h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,Γijηs⟩ ei ∧ ej , (C.10)

πrs = 2h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,ΓiΓ11η

s⟩ e0 ∧ e5 ∧ ei + h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,Γijηs⟩ e0 ∧ ei ∧ ej , (C.11)

π̃rs = −h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,ΓijΓ11η

s⟩ e5 ∧ ei ∧ ej +
1

3
h−

1
4 ⟨ηr,Γijkηs⟩ ei ∧ ej ∧ ek , (C.12)

ζrs = −h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,ΓijΓ11η

s⟩ e0 ∧ e5 ∧ ei ∧ ej +
1

3
h−

1
4 ⟨ηr,Γijkηs⟩ e0 ∧ ei ∧ ej ∧ ek , (C.13)

ζ̃rs = −1

3
h−

1
4 ⟨ηr,ΓijkΓ11η

s⟩ e5 ∧ ei ∧ ej ∧ ek − 2

4!
h−

1
4 ⟨ηr,Γi1...i4ηs⟩ ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ ei4 , (C.14)

τ rs =
1

3
h−

1
4 ⟨ηr,ΓijkΓ11η

s⟩ e0 ∧ e5 ∧ ei ∧ ej ∧ ek

+
2

4!
h−

1
4 ⟨ηr,Γi1...i4ηs⟩ e0 ∧ ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ ei4 ,

(C.15)

where i, j, k = 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9 and (e0, e5, ei) is a pseudo-orthonormal frame of the D0-brane

metric (2.31) for p = 0.

C.2.2 D6-brane

Using the expression for the Killing spinors in (2.70), one can easily compute the non-vanishing

form bilinears of D6-brane as follows

σrs = 2h−
1
4Re⟨ηr, ηs⟩D , krs = 2h−

1
4Re⟨ηr,Γaηs⟩D ea , (C.16)

k̃rs = −2h−
1
4Re⟨ηr,Γ11λ

s⟩D e4 + 2h−
1
4 Im ⟨ηr, ηs⟩D e5 − 2h−

1
4 Im⟨ηr,Γ11λ

s⟩D e9 , (C.17)

ωrs = −2h−
1
4Re⟨ηr,Γ5λ

s⟩De
4 ∧ e5 − 2h−

1
4 Im⟨ηr, ηs⟩De

4 ∧ e9

+2h−
1
4 Im⟨ηr,Γ5λ

s⟩De
5 ∧ e9 + h−

1
4Re⟨ηr,Γabηs⟩De

a ∧ eb ,
(C.18)

ω̃rs = −2h−
1
4Re⟨ηr,ΓaΓ11λ

s⟩De
a ∧ e4 + 2h−

1
4 Im⟨ηr,Γaηs⟩De

a ∧ e5

−2h−
1
4 Im⟨ηr,ΓaΓ11λ

s⟩De
a ∧ e9 ,

(C.19)

πrs = −2h−
1
4Re⟨ηr,ΓaΓ5λ

s⟩De
a ∧ e4 ∧ e5 − 2h−

1
4 Im⟨ηr,Γaηs⟩De

a ∧ e4 ∧ e9

+2h−
1
4 Im⟨ηr,ΓaΓ5λ

s⟩De
a ∧ e5 ∧ e9 +

1

3
h−

1
4Re⟨ηr,Γabcηs⟩De

a ∧ eb ∧ ec ,
(C.20)
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π̃rs = −2h−
1
4Re⟨ηr, ηs⟩De

4 ∧ e5 ∧ e9 − h−
1
4Re⟨ηr,ΓabΓ11λ

s⟩De
a ∧ eb ∧ e4

+h−
1
4 Im⟨ηr,Γabηs⟩De

a ∧ eb ∧ e5 − h−
1
4 Im⟨ηr,ΓabΓ11λ

s⟩De
a ∧ eb ∧ e9 ,

(C.21)

ζrs = −h−
1
4Re⟨ηr,ΓabΓ5λ

s⟩De
a ∧ eb ∧ e4 ∧ e5 − h−

1
4 Im⟨ηr,Γabηs⟩De

a ∧ eb ∧ e4 ∧ e9

+ h−
1
4 Im⟨ηr,ΓabΓ5λ

s⟩De
a ∧ eb ∧ e5 ∧ e9 +

1

12
h−

1
4Re⟨ηr,Γabcdηs⟩De

a ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ ed ,
(C.22)

ζ̃rs = −2h−
1
4Re⟨ηr,Γaηs⟩De

a ∧ e4 ∧ e5 ∧ e9 − 1

3
h−

1
4Re⟨ηr,ΓabcΓ11λ

s⟩De
a ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e4

+
1

3
h−

1
4 Im⟨ηr,Γabcηs⟩De

a ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e5 − 1

3
h−

1
4 Im⟨ηr,ΓabcΓ11λ

s⟩De
a ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e9 ,

(C.23)

τ rs =− 1

3
h−

1
4Re⟨ηr,ΓabcΓ5λ

s⟩De
a ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e4 ∧ e5

− 1

3
h−

1
4 Im⟨ηr,Γabcηs⟩De

a ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e4 ∧ e9

+
1

3
h−

1
4 Im⟨ηr,ΓabcΓ5λ

s⟩De
a ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e5 ∧ e9

+
2

5!
h−

1
4Re⟨ηr,Γa1...a5ηs⟩De

a1 ∧ · · · ∧ ea5 ,

(C.24)

where a, b, c = 0, 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 8 and (ea, e5, e4, e9) is a pseudo-orthonormal frame of the metric

(2.31) with p = 6.

C.2.3 D2-brane

Using the Killing spinors (2.87), one finds that the non-vanishing form bilinears of the D2-brane

solution are as follows

σrs = h−
1
4 (−⟨ηr, λs⟩+ ⟨λr, ηs⟩) , k̃rs = h−

1
4 (−⟨ηr,ΓiΓ11λ

s⟩+ ⟨λr,ΓiΓ11η
s⟩) ei , (C.25)

krs = h−
1
4 (⟨ηr, ηs⟩+ ⟨λr, λs⟩) e0 + h−

1
4 (−⟨ηr, ηs⟩+ ⟨λr, λs⟩) e5

+ h−
1
4 (⟨ηr, λs⟩+ ⟨λr, ηs⟩) e1 ,

(C.26)

ωrs =
h−

1
4

2
(−⟨ηr,Γijλs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γijηs⟩) ei ∧ ej + h−

1
4 (⟨ηr, λs⟩+ ⟨λr, ηs⟩) e0 ∧ e5

+ h−
1
4 (⟨ηr, ηs⟩ − ⟨λr, λs⟩) e0 ∧ e1 + h−

1
4 (⟨ηr, ηs⟩+ ⟨λr, λs⟩) e1 ∧ e5 ,

(C.27)

ω̃rs =− h−
1
4 (⟨ηr,ΓiΓ11η

s⟩+ ⟨λr,ΓiΓ11λ
s⟩) ei ∧ e0

+ h−
1
4 (⟨ηr,ΓiΓ11η

s⟩ − ⟨λr,ΓiΓ11λ
s⟩) ei ∧ e5

− h−
1
4 (⟨ηr,ΓiΓ11λ

s⟩+ ⟨λr,ΓiΓ11η
s⟩) ei ∧ e1 ,

(C.28)

πrs = h−
1
4 (−⟨ηr, λs⟩+ ⟨λr, ηs⟩) e0 ∧ e5 ∧ e1

+
h−

1
4

2

(
(⟨ηr,Γijηs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γijλs⟩) e0 + (−⟨ηr,Γijηs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γijλs⟩) e5

+ (⟨ηr,Γijλs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γijηs⟩) e1
)
∧ ei ∧ ej ,

(C.29)
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π̃rs = h−
1
4 (⟨λr,ΓiΓ11η

s⟩+ ⟨ηr,ΓiΓ11λ
s⟩) e0 ∧ e5 ∧ ei

+ h−
1
4 (⟨ηr,ΓiΓ11η

s⟩ − ⟨λr,ΓiΓ11λ
s⟩) e0 ∧ e1 ∧ ei

− h−
1
4 (⟨ηr,ΓiΓ11η

s⟩+ ⟨λr,ΓiΓ11λ
s⟩) e5 ∧ e1 ∧ ei

+
h−

1
4

3!
(−⟨ηr,ΓijkΓ11λ

s⟩+ ⟨λr,ΓijkΓ11η
s⟩) ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ,

(C.30)

ζrs =
h−

1
4

4!
(−⟨ηr,Γi1...i4λs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γi1...i4ηs⟩) ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ ei4

+
h−

1
4

2

(
(⟨ηr,Γijλs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γijηs⟩) e0 ∧ e5 + (⟨ηr,Γijηs⟩ − ⟨λr,Γijλs⟩) e0 ∧ e1

+ (⟨ηr,Γijηs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γijλs⟩) e1 ∧ e5
)
∧ ei ∧ ej ,

(C.31)

ζ̃rs =
h−

1
4

3!

(
− (⟨ηr,ΓijkΓ11η

s⟩+ ⟨λr,ΓijkΓ11λ
s⟩) ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ∧ e0

+ (⟨ηr,ΓijkΓ11η
s⟩ − ⟨λr,ΓijkΓ11λ

s⟩) ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ∧ e5

− (⟨ηr,ΓijkΓ11λ
s⟩+ ⟨λr,ΓijkΓ11η

s⟩)
)
ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ∧ e1

+ h−
1
4 (−⟨ηr,ΓiΓ11λ

s⟩+ ⟨λr,ΓiΓ11η
s⟩) e0 ∧ e5 ∧ e1 ∧ ei ,

(C.32)

τ rs =
h−

1
4

2
(−⟨ηr,Γijλs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γijηs⟩) e0 ∧ e5 ∧ e1 ∧ ei ∧ ej

+
h−

1
4

4!

(
(⟨ηr,Γi1...i4ηs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γi1...i4λs⟩) e0

+ (−⟨ηr,Γi1...i4ηs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γi1...i4λs⟩) e5

+ (⟨ηr,Γi1...i4λs⟩+ ⟨λr,Γi1...i4ηs⟩) e1
)
∧ ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ ei4 ,

(C.33)

where i, j, k = 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9 and (e0, e5, e1, ei) is a pseudo-orthonormal frame of the metric

(2.31) with p = 2.

C.2.4 D4-brane

Using the Killing spinors (2.100), one finds that the non-vanishing form bilinears of the D4-brane

solution are as follows

σ̃rs = 2h−
1
4Re

〈
η1r,Γ11η

1s
〉
D
+ 2h−

1
4Re

〈
λ1r,Γ11λ

1s
〉
D
, (C.34)

krs = 2h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D
) ea , (C.35)

k̃rs = 2h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,Γ11η

1s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,Γ11λ

1s
〉
D
) e2

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Re

〈
η1r,Γ11λ

2s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γ11η

2s
〉
D
) e4

− 2h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,Γ11λ

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γ11η

1s
〉
D
) e3

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Im

〈
η1r,Γ11λ

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γ11η

1s
〉
D
) e8

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Im

〈
η1r,Γ11λ

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γ11η

2s
〉
D
) e9 ,

(C.36)
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ωrs = 2h−
1
4 (−Re

〈
η1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ e2

+ 2h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ e3

+ 2h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
) ea ∧ e4

+ 2h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D
− Im

〈
λ1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ e8

+ 2h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
− Im

〈
λ1r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
) ea ∧ e9 ,

(C.37)

ω̃rs = h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11η

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11λ

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb

− 2h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,Γ11λ

1s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,Γ11η

1s
〉
D
) e2 ∧ e3

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Re

〈
η1r,Γ11λ

2s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,Γ11η

2s
〉
D
) e2 ∧ e4

− 2h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,Γ11λ

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γ11η

1s
〉
D
) e2 ∧ e8

− 2h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,Γ11λ

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γ11η

2s
〉
D
) e2 ∧ e9

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Re

〈
η1r,Γ11η

2s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γ11λ

2s
〉
D
) e3 ∧ e4

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Im

〈
η1r,Γ11η

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γ11λ

1s
〉
D
) e3 ∧ e8

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Im

〈
η1r,Γ11η

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γ11λ

2s
〉
D
) e3 ∧ e9

+ 2h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,Γ11η

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γ11λ

2s
〉
D
) e4 ∧ e8

− 2h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,Γ11η

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γ11λ

1s
〉
D
) e4 ∧ e9

+ 2h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,Γ11η

2s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γ11λ

2s
〉
D
) e8 ∧ e9 ,

(C.38)

πrs =
h−

1
4

3
(Re

〈
η1r,Γabcη

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

− 2h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
) e2 ∧ e3 ∧ ea

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Re

〈
η1r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
) e2 ∧ e4 ∧ ea

− 2h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
) e2 ∧ e8 ∧ ea

− 2h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
) e2 ∧ e9 ∧ ea

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Re

〈
η1r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
) e3 ∧ e4 ∧ ea

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Im

〈
η1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D
) e3 ∧ e8 ∧ ea

+ 2h−
1
4 (−Im

〈
η1r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
) e3 ∧ e9 ∧ ea

+ 2h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
) e4 ∧ e8 ∧ ea

− 2h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,Γaη

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,Γaλ

1s
〉
D
) e4 ∧ e9 ∧ ea

+ 2h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,Γaη

2s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γaλ

2s
〉
D
) e8 ∧ e9 ∧ ea

(C.39)
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π̃rs = h−
1
4

(
(Re

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11η

1s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11λ

1s
〉
D
) e2

+ (−Re
〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11λ

2s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11η

2s
〉
D
) e4

− (Re
〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11λ

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11η

1s
〉
D
) e3

+ (−Im
〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11λ

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11η

1s
〉
D
) e8

+ (−Im
〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11λ

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11η

2s
〉
D
) e9
)
∧ ea ∧ eb

+
1

2 · 3!
ϵijk

mnω̃rsmn e
i ∧ ei ∧ ek ,

(C.40)

ζrs =
h−

1
4

3
(−Re

〈
η1r,Γabcη

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e2

+
h−

1
4

3
(Re

〈
η1r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γabcη

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e3

+
h−

1
4

3
(Re

〈
η1r,Γabcλ

2s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,Γabcη

2s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e4

+
h−

1
4

3
(Im

〈
η1r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D
− Im

〈
λ1r,Γabcη

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e8

+
h−

1
4

3
(Im

〈
η1r,Γabcλ

2s
〉
D
− Im

〈
λ1r,Γabcη

2s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ ec ∧ e9

− 1

12
πrsamnϵijk

mnea ∧ ei ∧ ej ∧ ek ,

(C.41)

ζ̃rs =
2h−

1
4

4!
(Re

〈
η1r,Γa1...a4Γ11η

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γa1...a4Γ11λ

1s
〉
D
) ea1 ∧ · · · ∧ ea4

− h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11λ

1s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11η

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ e2 ∧ e3

+ h−
1
4 (−Re

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11λ

2s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11η

2s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ e2 ∧ e4

− h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11λ

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11η

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ e2 ∧ e8

− h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11λ

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11η

2s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ e2 ∧ e9

+ h−
1
4 (−Re

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11η

2s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11λ

2s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ e3 ∧ e4

+ h−
1
4 (−Im

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11η

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11λ

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ e3 ∧ e8

+ h−
1
4 (−Im

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11η

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11λ

2s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ e3 ∧ e9

+ h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11η

2s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11λ

2s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ e4 ∧ e8

− h−
1
4 (Im

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11η

1s
〉
D
+ Im

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11λ

1s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ e4 ∧ e9

+ h−
1
4 (Re

〈
η1r,ΓabΓ11η

2s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,ΓabΓ11λ

2s
〉
D
) ea ∧ eb ∧ e8 ∧ e9

− 1

4!
ϵi1...i4

j k̃rsj ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ ei4 ,

(C.42)
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τ rs =
2h−

1
4

5!
(Re

〈
η1r,Γa1...a5η

1s
〉
D
+Re

〈
λ1r,Γa1...a5λ

1s
〉
D
) ea1 ∧ · · · ∧ ea5

− h−
1
4

3
(Re

〈
η1r,Γabcλ

1s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,Γabcη

1s
〉
D
) e2 ∧ e3 ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

+
h−

1
4

3
(−Re

〈
η1r,Γabcλ

2s
〉
D
− Re

〈
λ1r,Γabcη

2s
〉
D
) e2 ∧ e4 ∧ ea ∧ eb ∧ ec

− h−
1
4

3
(Im

〈
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(C.43)

where ϵ23849 = 1, a, b, c = 0, 5, 1, 6, 7, i, j, k = 2, 3, 4, 8, 9 and (ea, ei) is a pseudo-orthonormal

frame of the metric (2.31) for p = 4.

C.2.5 D8-brane

Using the Killing spinors (2.106), the non-vanishing form bilinears of D8-brane are as follows

σ̃rs = 2h−
1
4 ⟨ηr,Γ11η
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1
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(C.44)
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where a′, b′, c′ = 1, 6, 2, 7, 3, 8, 4, 9 and (ea, e5) is a pseudo-orthonormal frame of the D8-brane

metric (2.31) for p = 8.
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[81] T. Houri, D. Kubizňák, C.M. Warnick and Y. Yasui, Generalized Hidden Symmetries and

the Kerr-Sen Black Hole, Journal of High Energy Physics 2010 (2010) 055 [1004.1032].
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