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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-Stéickel, Killing-Yano and closed conformal
Killing-Yano tensors of all spherically symmetric (massive) type ITA 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
Wh-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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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 transformation'

. 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
RxSO(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 Maxwell? 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) x SU(2) x 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

!This group of symmetry transformations between inertial frames is given by the Galilean group Gs.
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
supersymmetry? [11-13]. This gave way to what is now known as Superstring Theory*, 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 Theory®: 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 Fg X Fg. 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
(AdS,+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 I1IB
String Theory on AdSs x S° 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-
metries® 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-Stéckel
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-Stéckel tensor [22].

Beyond the Kerr geometry, Killing-Stackel 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, D7, on the space of spacetime forms
which depends on the fluxes, F, of the theory such that the highest weight representation of
D7 Q) vanishes, where € is a collection of forms of various degrees and D7 may not be form

degree preserving. Equivalently, this condition can be written as

DI =ixP+axAQ, (1)

SReferring 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 ax denotes
the associated 1-form constructed from the vector field X after using the spacetime metric g,
ax(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 D”. 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 D7 and Q with a formal adjoint
of D acting on Q. 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 ITA 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 ITA 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
ITA supergravity backgrounds, respectively.



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-Stéckel 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-Stackel 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
1
S = 5 /dTgMN:i'Mx'N, (1.1)

which describes the geodesic flow! on M, where & denotes the derivative of the coordinate = with
respect to the affine parameter 7. Isometries are diffeomorphisms that preserve the spacetime
geometry and are generated by Killing vector fields, K € T'(T'M), which satisfy the Killing
equation:

Lrg=20, (1.2)

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

written in a coordinate basis as:

VMEN) — 0, (1.3)

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

symmetries of geodesic motion,
oxM = e KM (), (1.4)

where € 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

QIK) =g(K,z), (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 £ € I'(T'M) is known as a

conformal Killing vector field if it satisfies the conformal Killing equation:
Leg=Ag, (1.6)
where A € C*°(M) is a smooth function. Equivalently, this can be written in a coordinate basis:
VMeN) = \(x) gMN . (1.7)

The infinitesimal diffeomorphisms generated by £ 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-Stackel 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:
daM = edMNlmefl(x) A AL (1.8)

and requiring this to be a symmetry of the action (1.1), it constrains the tensor d to satisfy the
equation
Vudn,..n) = 0. (1.9)

This is known as the Killing tensor equation, and the tensors that solve it are known as Killing-
Stéckel tensors. To be precise, a rank k Killing-Stéckel 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-Stéckel tensor of rank 1 is a Killing vector field. As Killing-Stéckel tensors generate



1.1. Geometric Formulation of Symmetries 7

symmetries of the action, by Noether’s theorem, they give rise to charges, ), that are conserved

on geodesic motion
Q(d) = dy,.. .y 2N .. 2N (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-Stéckel 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-Stéackel tensors d and e, of rank k& and [ respectively, one can

construct a new Killing-Stéckel of rank (k 4 1) by taking their symmetrised product:

(d ®s €Ny Nypy = ANy Ny Ny 1Ny - (1.11)

The metric tensor, g, is a (trivial) example of a Killing-Stéckel tensor: given that the metric is
covariantly constant with respect to the Levi-Civita connection Vxg = 0, one can see that it
satisfies (1.9). The associated conserved charge is simply the norm of the velocity of the particle
Q(g9) = guniMiN = —1.

Just as there is a conformal extension of Killing vectors, there is also a conformal generalisa-
tion of Killing-Stéckel tensors. A conformal Killing-Stéckel tensor is a symmetric (0, k)-tensor,

d, that satisfies the conformal Killing tensor equation:

VAN, . .Ny) = 9(MNL AN, Ny 5 (1.12)

where ¢ is a symmetric (0, k — 1)-tensor. It is apparent that a conformal Killing-Stéckel tensor
of rank 1 is a conformal Killing vector. In the same manner that Killing-Stackel tensors gen-
erate hidden symmetries of the action (1.1), conformal Killing-Stéckel 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-Stéckel

tensors to generate a new conformal Killing-Stéckel tensor.

1.1.3 Killing-Yano Forms

Killing-Yano forms are closely related to hidden symmetries and Killing-Stéckel 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 ® APT*M that are

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

T*M @ APT*M = AP7'T*M @ APTYT*M @ APAT*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:
p P
(CY)mNy..N, = mgM[Nl‘I/ |P|Ny...Np] » (1.15)
b
(TY)mN,..N, = YNy N, — VNN, — P AU P pin.N,) (1.16)

where U € T*M ® APT*M, i.e. VN, ..N, = Yun,..N,)- The covariant derivative of a general

p-form therefore decomposes as:
Vxw=AVxw+CVxw+7T Vxw. (1.17)

The first term, known as the antisymmetric part, is constructed from the exterior derivative
dw. The second term, referred to as the divergence part, is built from the adjoint of the exterior
derivative?, w = —V - w. 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:

VMWN;..N, = ViMWh,..N,] + g, VWb, v, - (1.18)

_r
n—p+1
This condition can be equivalently formulated as a p-form, w, is a conformal Killing-Yano form

if and only if there exists a (p + 1)-form, x, and a (p — 1)-form, &, such that:

VMWN,..N, = EMN;...N, + PIMN SN, . N,] - (1.19)

From (1.19) the forms x and £ are uniquely determined as:

1

P
_ . 1.20
n_pt 1V WPN;...N, (1.20)

KMN;..Ny = VIMWN,..N,]»  &Na..N, =

We can contract (1.19) with a vector field X € T'(T'M) to write the conformal Killing-Yano

condition in a coordinate-free form:

1 1
Vxw = 11’de - ———ax Nw, (1.21)

n—p+1
where 7x denotes the interior derivative with respect to X, dw is the exterior derivative of w
and dw is the co-derivative of w. ax represents the associated one-form constructed from the

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

2The adjoint of the exterior derivative is also referred to as the co-derivative.



1.1. Geometric Formulation of Symmetries 9

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 w is co-closed, dw = 0,

VXw:

—ixdw, (1.22)

the form w is known as a rank p Killing-Yano form®. On the other hand, if w is closed, dw = 0,

VXw:—n_;HaX/\&u, (1.23)
then w is known as a rank p closed conformal Killing-Yano form?.

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 form®. Namely, if hy and hg

are closed conformal Killing-Yano forms of rank p and ¢, then their exterior product:
h=hy A hy, (1.24)

yields a closed conformal Killing-Yano (p 4 ¢)-form.
Moreover, Killing-Yano forms can be thought of as the “square root” of Killing-Stéckel
tensors in the following sense: taking the symmetrised product of two rank k (conformal)

Killing-Yano forms, w, n
kMN — W(MPl,,,Pkil,r]N)Plu.Pkil , (125)

yields a rank 2 (conformal) Killing-Stéckel 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-
Stéckel 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 Vxw is given by the antisymmetric term of (1.17).

4Equivalently, if Vxw is given by the divergence term of (1.17).

®This can be viewed as an “antisymmetric parallel” to how one can generate (conformal) Killing-Stéckel
tensors from the symmetrised product of two (conformal) Killing-Stéckel tensors.
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A tensor, h, is known as a principal tensor if it is a non-degenerate® closed conformal

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

1
n—1

Vxh=axA®, &=— Sh. (1.26)

It can be shown that the associated vector field to @ is Killing and preserves h [45-47]:
Lyg=0, Lyh=0, (1.27)

where ¢ = ag is determined by (1.26). This vector field ¢ 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(;, of rank 2j: h(;) = %h/\j .

2. Killing-Yano forms, w;), of rank (n — 2j): w(;) = xhj.

3. Rank 2 Killing-Stéckel tensors k:(j): ké\;[)N = mwg‘fﬂmpn_Q]._lwg))Pl"'P"”jfl.

4. Rank 2 conformal Killing-Stéckel tensors Q(j): ?;I)N = ﬁhé%plmpzj_lhg))Pl'"PZ"*l.
5. Killing vectors l(j): Z(J) = i¢k(j).

Where ¢ 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 manifold M 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 Liouwville integrable if it admits n functionally independent constants of motion, Q",

5The 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 d@)”, 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:

{Q",Q°pp =0, Vr,se{l,...,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, @, as the momentum coordinates, with new position coordinates,
0", constructed as their conjugates. These coordinates satisfy the canonical Poisson bracket

relation:

(07, Q%) py = 67°. (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:

0" (1) =w"r+ 6, (1.30)

T

where 6 = 0"(7 = 0) and the “frequencies”, w", are functions of the conserved charges, @Q",

and given by the derivative of the Hamiltonian,

o
o

w?”

(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 function”, S(z, 7). The Hamilton-Jacobi

equation is a non-linear first-order partial differential equation for S(z,7) and is given by:

oS oS

A solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, S(z,7), generates a canonical transformation of
phase space. In this transformation, the old phase space coordinates (z™,py;) are transformed

into new phase space coordinates (¢™,par), where the new momenta are defined as:

_ oS

"While 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 ¢M are the new coordinates of the configuration space. This generates a corresponding
transformation of the Hamiltonian _
H=H+ 95 , (1.34)
or
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 S(z,7) = S(x) — ET, where E is a constant. This gives rise to the

time-independent Hamilton-Jacobi equation:

H <x gi) —E. (1.35)

The function S is known in the literature as Hamilton’s characteristic function® and the constant
F 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) =Y Si(q"), (1.36)
=1

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

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

St (o5 ) = . (1.37)

i=1

implying that each term H; (qi, ‘3‘33) = E;, where E = )" E;. As the solution to the Hamilton-
i
Jacobi equation generates a canonical transformation of phase space, the Poisson bracket struc-

ture is preserved, and so one has
{E:,Ej}pp =0, Vi,je{l,....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 FEinstein space. In this case, the complete ad-
ditive separability of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation implies that the Klein-Gordon equation,

gMNV 1V nd = m2¢, 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 ITA and type IIB supergravity,

8 A 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 mazimal. 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 ITIA Supergravity

The field content of type ITA supergravity is given by the massless sector of type ITA string
theory; the bosonic field content consists of the metric, g, the dilaton, ® € C*°(M), the NS-NS
B-field, B € Q2(M), and the p-form RR fields A € Q' (M) and A®) € Q3(M). The fermionic
content consists of the gravitino, 157, and the dilatino, A\ which are both in the 32-dimensional”
Majorana representation of spin(9,1). Type ITA supergravity is a non-chiral theory.

The action of the bosonic sector of type ITA supergravity is [55-57]:

Sp = 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:

1 1
SNSNS = 5o A"z /=ge?® <R+ 40y POM P — 3HMNRHMNR> ; (1.40)
10
1 ~ ~
SRR:—“/FQ AxFy 4+ Fy N*xFy, (1.41)
K10
1
Scs = -3 /B ANFyNFy, (1.42)
4K7,

where H = dB is the field strength of the NS-NS B-field, F» = dA®M, F; = dA®) are the field
strengths of the RR fields and Fy=F, — AU AH. K10 is the 10-dimensional gravitational
constant and is related to the string scale via 2x3, = (27)7a/4, where o/ = (2/(27)? is the usual
string scale. The Chern-Simons part of the action is notable as it is a purely topological term.

Type ITA supergravity can also be constructed by means of dimensional reduction from 11-
dimensional supergravity along S'. 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 ITA

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

®m;: the constant m is the

as massive type ITA that includes an additional scalar field S = e
mass parameter of massive ITA 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 ITA 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, ® € C*°(M) and the NS-NS B-field, B € Q?(M). The RR fields are
a complex scalar ¢ € C®(M,C), a complex two-form A®) e Q?(M,C) and a complex four-
form A® ¢ Q*(M,C). The fermionic sector consists of the gravitino, s, and the dilatino, A,
which are both in the 32-dimensional'® 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 ITA case by means of differing G.S.O. projections, the bosonic action
takes a similar form:

Sp = 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 ITA case, whereas the

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

1 1
SNSNS = 272 dlo.’E —g 6_2(19 <R+ 48M@8Mq) - 3HMNRHMNR> ) (144)
K10
1 ~ ~ ~ ~
SRR:_M/Fl AxF| + F3 AN xF5 4+ F5 A xF5 (1'45)
10
1
10

where H = dB is the field strength of the NS-NS B-field, F3 = dA® and Fy = dA® are the
field strengths of the RR fields and Fy=F3— @ A\ H and Fy=F5 — %A(Q) ANH+ %B A 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. Omne 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.

%Tn 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, ®, ¥, F), that is a solution to the
classical equations of motion of the theory, where M is a spacetime manifold, g is the metric, ¢
are the scalar fields, ¥ are the spinor fields'' 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, 1, and the dilatino, A, are associated with
a parallel transport equation for the supercovariant connection, D, and an algebraic equation,
respectively:

oYMy rmo = Dme, M|, o = Ae, (1.47)

where € 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:

Dye=0, Ae=0. (1.48)

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

12

Killing spinor*<. 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:
Dy =V +oum(e, F), (1.49)
where V is the Levi-Civita spin connection of the spacetime acting on the spinors:
Vi i=0m + %QM,ABFAB ; (1.50)

and ojs(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

1171 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, €, the one-form bilinear k = (¢,T"a€) e? is dual to a Killing

vector field by means of the metric g, where (-, ), is any spin-invariant inner product.
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tensor, g = nage*e?, and I 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, €, to the Killing spinor equations. Frequently
one will express the preserved supersymmetry of a background as a fraction of the original

supersymmetry:
N

= )
Ntotal

(1.51)

where Niota1 is the total number of supersymmetry generators of the theory and is given by:
Ntotal = NdlmS . (152)

Here N is the number of supercharges and dim S is the dimension of the minimal spinor repre-
sentation of the theory. A solution is known as maximally supersymmetric if N = Nigia. For
example, in 10-dimensional type II supergravity one has N' = 2 supercharges and dim S = 16
as the (minimal) spinors are Majorana-Weyl; the theory is maximally supersymmetric with
Niotal = 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]:
Ruyne :=[Dy,Dnle=0, [Dy,Ale=0, [A Ale=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, V.

In this scenario one has:
1
Rune = [V, Vyle = ZRMNABFABE. (1.54)

On an n-dimensional background, I'yp 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(V) C 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 D*R 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) C 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, €, spacetime co-frame, e, and the fluxes, F that leave the Killing spinor equations

covariant:

(D(e, F)t~t =D(e", FY), (A(e, F)t™t = A(e’, FY). (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 o meson [78] and since their inception they have found widespread
applications in both string and supergravity theories.

Consider an n-dimensional spacetime ¥ with coordinates {z®} and metric v(x). An action
for a set of d free scalar fields oM, M =1,...,d, is

1
161 = 5 [ A gaan()9a6 950 (1.56)

In a non-linear sigma model'?, the scalar fields, ™, take values in a d-dimensional Riemannian
manifold, M, with a metric tensor g(¢). The manifold (M, g) is known as the target space. As
such, one can think of ¢™ in two ways: from the perspective of the spacetime ¥, 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 ¢ are taken to be dimensionless, it is necessary to
introduce the mass scale p 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 p = 1.

To illustrate this, consider the following examples. When n = 1, the sigma model describes
the action of a free relativistic particle with ¥ 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 ¥ 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\, given by the Taylor expansion of the target space metric:

1
gun (9) = gy + 9ain 0" + S0 pe® 87+

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 ¥; under diffeomor-

phisms of the target space:

Aot 99«
oM 6M(6) . () dhuw (6) = 5t o 9rald). (1.57)
one has that the action transforms as
1
S16) = 5 [ @i g (6) 0a6™M 90 (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 ¢'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

Swy = % / A"z € by (0)0ay MY L O, M (1.59)

where ¢ is a constant and b € Q™(M). Up to surface terms, (1.59) is invariant under the gauge
transformation b+ b+ d\, where A € Q"= 1(M).

Furthermore, one can couple spacetime fermions 9%(z) to the sigma model by the term

Sp=i / 0"/ Gap(6) 90" Do, (1.60)

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

0% + 0B = 2v*8. The covariant derivative Dy, is
Do) = Vb + Y ar(4)0ad™ A’ (1.61)

where V,, is the covariant derivative, YT;%(¢) is a connection on the vector bundle!* V' over
M and G, 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 ¥ to be a Zs-graded manifold!® ZPl¢, where p are the commuting dimensions and ¢
are the anti-commuting dimensions. The dimensions p and ¢ 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 =4, An

14 A common case is where V = TM.
15Tn 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]

i

S = 5 /deHgMN(;U)D:UMch, (1.62)

where z(7,0) is a N = 1 superfield and (7, ) are the commuting and anti-commuting coordinates

11 respectively. D is the superspace covariant derivative which

of the worldline superspace =
satisfies D? = i0, and & denotes the derivative with respect to 7. 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 z(7, 0)

d
V,DzM = = (Dz™) + T3 " D2 = 0. (1.63)

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

particular, the Killing-Yano form « generates the infinitesimal symmetry
SaM = EO{MNl...NkilDINl oo DNkt (1.64)
for the action (1.62), where € is an infinitesimal parameter. The associated conserved charge is

Q) =(k + 1)an, Ny, Orx™ D22 .. DN
)
k+1

(1.65)

(da)NlszNk_HD«TNleNQ oo DgVE+L

Observe that Q(«) is conserved, DQ(«) = 0, subject to the equations of motion of (1.62).
Note that if the Killing-Yano form « is closed, daw = 0, and so « is covariantly constant (or

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

Qo) = an, Ny, D2 D22 - DaNe | (1.66)

is also conserved subject to the field equations of (1.62), 8,Q(c) = 0. This gives the conservation
of two charges Q(a) and DQ(«). The latter is proportional to that in (1.65) with da = 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 = /d20d20 (g +b)yunDyaM D oV, (1.67)



20 Chapter 1. Symmetries, Supergravity and TCFHs

where x = z(0, 0) are real superfields that depend on the worldsheet superspace with commuting
(6%, 0') and anti-commuting (#*,67) real coordinates. The action above has been given as in
[89, 90] where one defines the lightcone coordinates, oFf =00+ 0!, 0= = —0" + ¢!, and the
algebra of superspace derivatives is D? = i0_, Di =i40rand DyD_+ 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
seM =My b DiaP . Dar (1.68)

where 3 is a spacetime (k 4 1)-form and () is an infinitesimal parameter; the superscript (+)
indicates that the weight of the infinitesimal parameter € 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

Vi B b, =0, (1.69)
where )
vEH = v+ 5C (1.70)

with C' = db, i.e. VE;?YN = VMYNj:%CNMRYR. Therefore, 8 generates a symmetry provided
that it is a V(H)-covariantly constant form.

One can also consider symmetries of (1.67) generated by the infinitesimal transformation
6aM =My p D P D 2P (1.71)

where €(7) is an infinitesimal parameter. The condition for invariance of the action in such a

case is
vg\;)ﬁpl---Pk-H =0, (1.72)

ie. Bis a V(*)—covariantly constant form. In many examples that follow the spacetime will
admit several V&)-covariantly constant forms which generate symmetries of the string probe
action (1.67). All V(*)-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 V)-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 V(M) — or V(=) — covariantly constant forms 8. One such worldline probe action is
S = / drd?0 (g + b)ynDiazMD_z™ | (1.73)

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

zM(7,0) depend on the worldline superspace with commuting 7 and anti-commuting (6%,67)
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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 Df_ = D? =0, and
D,D_+ D_D, = 0. The signs on #* 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]

1 1
S = —2/ dr dé (ignn D™ o™ + ECMNRDUCMD@’NDHUR) ) (1.74)

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

M

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

(1,0) and D? = i0,. Given a (k + 1)-form 3 one can construct the infinitesimal transformation
oM = o /BMplmkaxpl ...DzPx | (1.75)

where « 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 3 is V(+)—covariantly constant. An alternative way to arrange the

conditions for invariance of (1.74) is

VS\Z)BPL.‘P,CH = VEX})ﬂPI...PkH] ;

kg2 (1.76)

digC + (—1)

i3dC =0 .

These conditions and an explanation of the notation can be found in [83]. Therefore, this set
of conditions implies that 8 is a V() Killing-Yano form. For C = 0, one obtains that 5 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/d‘*az@m, (1.77)

where D, = 0, — ieA, is the U(1) gauge covariant derivative. The action is invariant under a
U(1) gauge symmetry
sV =@y, s ¥ = POy, (1.78)

By Noether’s theorem, this gives rise to the conserved current j* = U~*W¥. This action is also

invariant under the global chiral symmetry
U U =V, U U = Fe” (1.79)

where +° = i7%y19243 is the chirality matrix in four-dimensions. This is associated with the

“axial” Noether current j* = Uy#~°¥. 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 = /D\w\if exp {i/d%@(up)m} : (1.80)

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

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

D,
V(@) =) amtm(x), (@)= bnthm(z), (1.81)

where 101, = Amtm. The coefficients of this expansion are Grassmannian odd valued and

satisfy
{am,an} =0, {bm,bn} =0, {am,b,}=1. (1.82)

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

DYDY = [ [ damdby, . (1.83)

Taking the transformation (1.79) to be infinitesimal and local

U (z) = (1 4 ie(z)y°) ¥ (), (1.84)
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one computes by orthonormality of the eigenspinors ¢,

=3 / A4 ()i (1 + ie()7®) b (&)

(1.85)
=: Z (6mn + Cmn) Qn,
n
The path integral measure picks up the Jacobian factor'6
DYDYV = 7 2DUDV, (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(Tr C), (1.87)

where we have made use of the standard identity det o exp = exp oTr. Hence,
logJ =i [ d*ze(x Zwm )Y () - (1.88)

Due to the ultraviolet divergences originating from the sum over the eigenspinors, ¥,,, 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,

4 e?
J = exp I:—z/d4$ 6(.%') <32 QE/W)‘UF FAU($)>:| . (189)
Therefore, after the transformation (1.79), the partition function takes the form:

2

zZ = / DUDT exp [z / Az <\I:(up)x11 +e(x) {8Mjﬁ + 1;2 e‘“’A”FWFAU}ﬂ . (1.90)

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

2

1672 e FlyFo . (1.91)

8/1‘7'54 =

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 product!” 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

6The inverse of J appears as the integration is over Grassmannian variables.
1"While a Dirac or Hermitian inner product is typical, any spin-invariant inner product can be used.



24 Chapter 1. Symmetries, Supergravity and TCFHs

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, V7, 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,

1
ixdw — —— ax A dw, (1.92)

Vxw=1-7 n—k+1

as defined earlier. One should note that the conformal Killing-Yano equation can be generalised
by substituting the Levi-Civita connection, V, for a torsionful connection V¥ = V + %H , where
H is a skew-symmetric torsion tensor. When performing such a generalisation, the exterior
derivative and co-derivative must be substituted with d” and 67, respectively.

Consider now the Killing spinor equation'®:

Dpyre = Vye+ A ye=0, (193)

where A € 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: .

oF = E<G7FN1-~~Nk6>Dde1 A Adae (1.94)
where € is a solution to (1.93) and (-,-) is the Dirac inner product. A direct computation
yields

V ok = (ﬂ - (_1)’%) ixo"t 4+ (ﬂ - (—1)’fA) ax Aot (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 AdS,,, de Sitter dS,, and n-sphere S™ 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, ¢, 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 A% (M) be the complexified bundle of all forms on M. Let F € I'(@™A%(M)) be a multi-
form, i.e. F is a collection of m independent complex forms with potentially different degrees. A
twisted covariant form hierarchy [36], twisted by F, is a collection of forms {xP} € T(®'A%(M)),

where the forms {x?} can also have varying degree p, that satisfy:
VLX) = ixP (F X"} +ax A Q(F, {x*}) , (1.96)

where P, Q : I'(AX(M)) — I'(A (M)). The multi-forms P and Q are constructed from algebraic
operations between the forms {x?} and F such as the wedge product and inner derivation and
their corresponding adjoints. V7 is the twisted covariant hierarchy connection which acts on
I'(®'Az(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 {x?} 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,

(VE ) b= (ixd™ (X)) |p — ax A (67 ((xT) lp-1, (1.97)

p+1 n—p+1

where (... )|, denotes the restriction to p-forms. The d” operator is the twisted exterior deriva-
tive and 67 is the adjoint of d7, these are both built from the TCFH connection, V%, 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

p 7 (i (D) = (i),

1

T pt1 (67 ({x*) =Qf, ;- (1.98)

p—1

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 =Vx +c(ixH)+clax NG), (1.99)

where Vx is the Levi-Civita connection. The term c¢ denotes the Clifford algebra element
associated with the multi-forms ixH = 3 ixH? and G =} GP. Each H? and G? represent
the p-form supergravity field strengths of the theory.

Given that the following series of steps is linear in the field strengths H? and GP, without
loss of generality, one can take H and G as single forms of degree [, i.e. H = H and G = G.
Now, consider the Killing spinor bilinears {x?} constructed from a spin-invariant inner product
()0

1
xP = E <€,FA1“_Ap6>seA1 Ao Aedr , (1.100)

where € is a Killing spinor, Dyse = 0 and {e“} is a (pseudo)-orthonormal frame adapted to the

spacetime metric. The Killing spinor equations imply that

1 . .
Vi == (i )e Tty €), + (6 D a i H)E),) o Ao f
| (1.101)
A A
Y (<C(0éX A G)QFAl...Ap€>S + <6,FA1,__Apc(aX A G)e>s) e A pedr
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:

VxxP+ (Z (Cé(ixH) X1+ cg(iXG) X1+ é;(iXH) X1+ EE(iXG) : Xq)>
p

q

=— (iX (Z (c;lG x4+ 63@ . Xq)>> —ax A (Z (ch -x?+ 62@ . Xq)>
q P q p—1
(1.102)
where cé, E;, cg, Eg, c;l, 63, cg, and 52 are combinatorial coefficients that depend on p, [, and the

inner product (-,-),. The terms H and G are the complex conjugates of the field strengths H
and G, respectively. The product ¢ - €™ is a multi-index contraction and denotes contractions

of the type

1
k , M. M,
(" - €™)ny..N, = T NN M M IN 1N (1.103)



1.4. Twisted Covariant Form Hierarchies 27

where p = k + m — 2s. Equation (1.102) defines a TCFH where one makes the following

identifications,

)

VEXP = Vxx? + (Z (cylixH) - X"+ ¢ (ixG) - X? + ey(ixH) - x* + & (ixG) - x">>
p

q

(ixP, = - <iX (Z (¢4G -\ + 216 xq>>>

q

)

p

)

p—1

Q\pil = —ax A (Z (CZG x4+ ég@ . Xq)>

q

(1.104)
where F = {H,G}inq are the linearly independent supergravity field strengths. It should be
noted that the TCFH connection, V¥, is a connection on T'(®!A%(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 - xP for which
ix(FxF) =ixF X', (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 V7. Conversely, if all such terms are included in the multi-form P, then
the TCFH connection is known as minimal and is denoted by D7 . 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 {x*} 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 {x?} 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 bilinears'? in this set, then the hierarchy will be twisted with respect to both F and its
dual *F.

1.4.3 A Type ITA Supergravity Example

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

consider a relevant example. The TCFH for the one-form Killing spinor bilinear l;:, 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
F 7 7 l P L g “PQR
Dykn :=Vikn — ¢ Fypw' N — 3¢ GrpQrC N
1 1 .1 1
= — §HMNPI€P + Ze(bgMNSO' + §€<I>9MNFPQWPQ . §€¢F[M\P\WPN] (1.106)

1 ~ 1 ~
+ meq)gMNGPl...R;CPL”& - EGQG[M\PQRKPQRN] )

where 7, k, w and Q: are the 0-, 1-, 2- and 4-form Killing spinor bilinears and S, F';, H and G are
the (massive) ITA supergravity field strengths. For full details on field content and the Killing
spinor bilinears, see chapter 2. Observe that the minimal TCFH connection, D]@, 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,

- - 1 -
Dikn = Dfykn + Egwﬂpﬂ’/@. (1.107)

The TCFH with respect to the maximally twisted connection, V{\'—/[, for this bilinear is given by:

- - 1 1 1 Py
V‘J@k‘N =V uky — feq)FMpwPN + iHMNPkP — fecDGMpQRCPQRN

2 12
1 .1 1
:ZE(I)QMNSO' + gecbgMNFpQwPQ — ieq)F[M\P\wPN] (1.108)
1 ~ 1 -
1 4,€¢9MNGP1...P4CP1“'P4 - Ee(bG[M|PQR\CPQRN] ;

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

- - 1 -
Viarkn = Viiky + EQMNV}—P]{ZP. (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 ITA supergravity and
discuss some of the properties of the TCFH connections D7, 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 D7 in agreement with the general result of [36]. Another purpose of this chapter
is to give the Killing-Stiickel (KS) tensors of type ITA branes! [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

!Brane solutions have been instrumental in the understanding of string dualities [102, 103].
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type IT NS5-brane solution admits 2° 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 ITA supergravity and
discuss some of the properties of the TCFH connections. In section 2.3 we present the KS and
KY tensors of all ITA branes. In addition, we prove the complete integrability of the geodesic
flow in all ITA 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 ITA D-branes.

2.2 The TCFH of (Massive) ITA Supergravity

The Killing spinor equations (KSEs) of massive ITA 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

1 1
Dy =V + gHMpQFPQFH + geq)SFM
(2.1)

1
+ fethpQFPQFMFll +

o Pi..P
16 e Gp..p "y,

8- 4!
see e.g. [112], where H is the NS-NS 3-form field strength, ® is the dilaton, and F' and G
are the 2-form and 4-form R-R field strengths, respectively. In addition, V is the Levi-Civita

®m, where m is a constant which is non-

connection induced on the spinor bundle and S = e
zero in massive ITA and vanishes in the standard ITA supergravity. Furthermore I' denotes the
gamma matrices which satisfy the Clifford algebra relation I'yI'p + I'gl'y = 2n4p and in our
conventions I'11 := I'g12..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 € satisfy the gravitino KSE, De = 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 €", r = 1,..., N, one can construct the form bilinears

1
G = € Ta ) p e A nef (2:2)

where (-,-), denotes that Dirac inner product and e’ is a suitable spacetime frame, gy y =

nABeﬁeﬁ. As
VM¢251A,€ = <VM€T7FA1...AkES>D + <€T7FA1...A;€VM€S>D 9 (23)

one can use the gravitino KSE, De = 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 €, there are form bilinears which are either symmetric or
skew-symmetric in the exchange of spinors €” and €® in (2.2). As a consequence the TCFH of
the ITA supergravity factorises in two parts. A basis in form bilinears, up to a Hodge duality?

operation, which are symmetric in the exchange of the two Killing spinors € and €° is

o = <€T,F1165>D, k™ = <6T,FN65>D eN, ];TS = <€T,FNF1165>D eN,
1 ~ 1
W' = B (", Tnre’)p eV Ael, (7= ] (€ Ty T1e”) p €M A= net, (2.4)
1
7" = 5l (", TNy N ) p e A nels

A direct computation reveals that the TCFH is

D6 =V &

1 1 - 1 (2.5)
== gHurqw™ + 3¢ Sk = 1M Fupk” + T 6G)up T
Dk =Virkn
1 p, Lo Lo, =P L o ~
=— §HMNP7€ + ¢ Swyn + 3¢ FpC “un + 1€ Funé (2.6)
1 ~ 1
4. 4|‘f@(*G)MNpl...P4CP1"'P4 + éeq’GMNPQwPQ :

20ur conventions are given in appendix A.
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- ~ 1 1 p
'D]\]}k]v ::VMkN — §e¢’FMpwPN - EB(PGMPQRCPQRN

1 .1 1
= — 5 MNpk'P + Ze(}gMNSU + geq)gMNFpQwPQ — §€(I)F[M|P|WPN] (2.7)

1 B
+ ——e®gunGp,. p, (T4

l & *PQR
4. Al - ﬁe G[M\PQR|C NJ] >

1 ~ ~ 1
Dy wNg =Vmwnr + ZHMPQCPQNR + e® Fankr) — Eeq)GMPlPQP3TP1P2P3NR

1 .1 3 ~ 1 ~
=5 HuNRo + §€¢59M[NkR} + Zeq)F[MNkR] + §€©9M[NFR]P7€P

@ P,..P o P,..P
F)unep pm P+ o net g Gl T Ry

“45°
1 1
- gech[M|P1P2P3|TP1P2P3NR] - ZGQGMNRPICP ;

~ ~ 1 B
D]\]:4€N1...N4 =VMCn..Ny — g(*H)M[N1N2N3|PQR\CPQRN4] - 3HM[N1N2wN3N4}

1 1
+ §€¢FMPTPN1...N4 + §€q>(*G)M[N1N2|PQR\7’PQRN3N4]

+ 26(I>GM[N1 NoNs ];/'N4]

1 5
=13IMIN, (¥ H) Ny Ny NPy Py G

5 -
12 (*H)[MN1 N2N3|PQR|CPQRN4]

1 (2.9)

Py..P @ P
T 5*56 gmn Flpim QN2N3N4]

+ e®(%S) Ny .NuPL.. P

4.5
5 5
+ ge(bF T AR ﬁeq)(*G)[MN1N2|PQR|TPQRN3N4]

1
+ 3€¢9M[N1 FN2N3 kN4] - gelng[Nl (*G)NQNs\Pl...P4|TP1mP4N4]

1 5 . .
+ Zecp(*G)MNl--.NALPkP + ZeéG[MN1N2N3kN4} + g, G oy PR

5 s
DTNy N =V TN Ny — 6(*H>M[N1N2N3|PQR\7—PQRN4N5] - §€®FM[N1<N2...N5}
5 .
- §€¢(*G)M[NlNQNg\PQ\CPQN4N5] + 5€<DGM[N1N2N3WN4N5]

5 PQR 5 Py...P.
== 1( H)(n3 NaNa PQRIT T Nag) + EQM[Nl(*H)N2N3N4|P1...P4|T P Ng)

pd 1
- 4. 4|e(b(*S)MN1...N5P1...P4CP1“'P4 + geq’(*F)MN1...N5PQWPQ

— 5€® gariny Fna|P1CE NaNaNg) — ZG@F[MNléNz...Nd

15 ~ 1 -
— geqj(*G)[MN1N2N3|PQ|CPQN4N5] - Zecp(*G)MNl...]\%U

5 ~ 15
- geq)gM[Nl (*G>N2N3N4\PQR|CPQRN5} + Z€¢G[MN1N2N3WN4N5]
+ 5% garpn, G Ny Ny Na | PIWT N)
(2.10)

where for simplicity we have suppressed the r, s indices on the form bilinears which count the
different Killing spinors. The connection D7 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 D7



2.2. The TCFH of (Massive) ITA Supergravity 33

As expected k is Killing, V(p/ky) = 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

1
o’ = <€T’€8>D ’ o 5 <ET7FNRF1168>D eN /\eR ,
1 1
"8 = 3 (€",T'Nrs€®) eV aeffae®, 7= 3 (", TnrsT11€%) eMaeftne®,  (2.11)
1
CT’S

= Z <6Ta FN1...N4ES>D eNl VANKIERIVAY eN4 .
The associated TCFH with respect to the minimal connection is

DJ\ZU =Vyo
1

- 1 - 1
4HMPQLL)PQ — geq)FpQﬂ'PQM + IG(DGMPQRFPQR

(2.12)

)

- - 1 1 1 -
Dy ONR =V uGNR + ZHMPQCPQNR + §€¢FMP7TPNR - 2€®GM[N\PQ|7TPQR}

1 - 1 3
:5HMNRU + Z€¢SWMNR - Zeq)gM[NﬂPQWPQR] + Zeq)F[M\PVrPNR]
1
B Eeq)(*G)MNRP1P2P37rPIP2P3 -

3 -
- geq)G[MN|PQ\7rPQR] ;

(2.13)
Eeq)gM[NGR]PlP2P37~TPIPQP3

3 - 3 -
D{;mNRs =V MTNRs + §HM[N\P\7TPRS} - §€¢FM[NWRS] -
1

:ZGCI)SgMNRS —

3
Zeq)GM[N|PQ|CPQRS]

3 -
T 4!eq’(*F)MNRSPl...P4CP1"'P4 - ieq)gM[NFRIPIWPS]

- 1 1 -
— §€¢F[MNUJR51 — ZeéGMNRSO' + ge(b(*G)MNRSPQwPQ
1

3
1€ IMINGRIP Py (TP ) — Zeq)G[MN|PQ|CPQRS} ;

(2.14)

1
3 MIN|P|T RS — §€¢FMPCPNRS

N 1 .
+ §€¢GM[NR|P|WPS} - Ze(b(*G)M[NR|P1P2P3\CP1P2P3

F~ ) ~
DyTNRS :=VMTNRS +

5]

3 - 1 3
=+ ZG(DSQM[NWRS] + §€¢FMPCPNRS + 3

8eq)gM[NF|PQ|CPQRS]

3 3
— e FopiCF Nrs) — 5

(2.15)
4€¢9M[NFRS]U — 3¢

® 9 NG rspoi’ @

5 1
+e*Guunrip@t s + §€¢9M[N(*G)RS]P1...p4CP1"'P4
1

— geq) (*G)[MNR|P1P2P3|<P1P2P3 S s
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1 -
D]\]:4CN1...N4 ::vMCNl...N4 - g(*H)M[N1N2N3|PQR|<PQRN4] - 3HM[N1N2°‘)N3N4]

+ 2% Farn, Ty N Na) + 3¢ G ar(ny Ny P Na V)

+ e(b (*G)M[N1N2N3|PQ|7}PQN4]
L )
MM (H) Ny Py pa G = ﬁ(*H)[MNlNgNs\PQRKPQRM]

1 (2.16)
+ 6(1)SQM[N17TN2N3N4] + Ee(b(*F)MNl...MPQR?TPQR

- ) -
+ 3% gur vy Fna P17 N + ie(bF[MNlﬂ'NgNgNd

1 - ) -
+ Eeq)gM[Nl (*G)N2N3N4]PQR7TPQR + gecb (*G)[MN1N2N3|PQ|7FPQN4}

- ;eq)gM[NlGNzst\PQlTrPQM] + g€¢G[MN1N2\P\7rPN3N4] :

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 D7. Later we shall
demonstrate that in some cases the forms (2.4) and (2.11) generate symmetries in string and
particle actions probing some ITA backgrounds.

The factorisation of the domain that the minimal TCFH connection D7 acts as in (2.4)
and (2.11) can be understood as follows. The product of two Majorana representations Ass in
terms of forms is ®2Agy = A*(R%!). 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
S? (Asz) and skew-symmetrised A2 (A3y) subspaces of the product. As dim S?(Aszz) = 528 and
dim A?(Asp) = 496, the (reduced) holonomy of D7 is included in GL(528) x GL(496). In fact
the holonomy?® of the minimal connection D7 reduces further to SO(9, 1) x GL(517) x GL(495)
as it acts trivially on the scalars o and ¢ and does not mix k£ with the other from bilinears. Of

course the holonomy of D7 reduces even further for special backgrounds.

2.3 Particles and Integrability of Type ITA 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 ITA
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) x 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) = d™ Nepy, . pn, (2.17)

where pyy is the conjugate momentum of . 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)}pp is associated with the KS

tensor given in terms of the Nijenhuis-Schouten bracket

([d, e]ng) N Nete-1 = kaMNvNeo1 gy o Nk Niveo1) _ geM(Nv-Neer g qNeew-Nie-1) (2.18)

of d and e. Therefore, one has

{Q(d), Qe)}rs = Q(—[d, e]ns) - (2.19)

Observe that if d is a vector, then [d, e]ng = Lge, 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 @ : P — R"” 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 K., there is an associated conserved charge
Qr=KMpyr . (2.20)

Of course these charges may not be in involution. However note that the charges @), 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 @), are
constants of motion for the action (1.1). Of course any polynomial of @, 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 @), which are independent and are in involution. Suppose that one can

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

1
H= 5 MN DN (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 R?"
with a conformally flat metric

9= h(ly)ddy'dy’ | (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|) yjl .- 'yjqajln-quilmik ) (2-23)
are KS tensors provided that the coefficients a are constant and satisfy

= Gjy .. (Jgin. i)

A(jy...5g,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 R?" 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 R?" with metric (2.22). After some

computation, one finds that
a=h3iyp, B=hEYAgp, (2.25)

are KY and CCKY forms, respectively, for any constant k-form ¢ on R?", where Y is either the
vector field Y = y’0; or the one-form Y = y;dy’; 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 Dz as well as a term which
is linear in the velocity &. 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 =vi0; —y;0; , 1<J, (2.26)
where 1y; = y*. The associated conserved charges are

Qij = Q(kij) = yipj — y;pi - (2.:27)

Notice that all these conserved charges are orbital as they do not depend on the metric (2.22).
As Li,;9 = 0, one can show that Q;; commutes with the Hamiltonian H = %h_léijpipj, ie.
{H,Qij}ps = 0.

The conserved charges @);; are not in involution as {Q(ki;), Q(kpg) }pB = Q([kij, kpg|). How-

ever using these, one can verify that the 2n — 1 orbital conserved charges

1 2
D, = 4 Z (Q’L]) , m=23,....2n, (228)

1,j>2n+1—m

are in involution. These together with the Hamiltonian H = %h_lcsij pipj 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 R?"
with metric (2.22) is to consider it as a motion along the round sphere S?*~! in R?" and as a

motion along the radial direction r = |y|. For this write the metric (2.22) as
9= h(r)(dr® +rg(s*"71)) | (2.29)

where g($*"~1) is the metric on the round S$?"~! sphere. It is well known that the vector fields
(2.26) are tangential to S?"~! and leave the round metric on S$?"~! invariant. The associated
conserved charges are as in (2.27) and they are functions of 752”71, i.e. they do not depend on
the radial direction p, of the momentum p. One can proceed to define (2.28) and in turn show
that the geodesic flow on S$?"~! is completely integrable. Notice that Dy, is the Hamiltonian of
the geodesic flow on S?"~!. All these charges including the Hamiltonian on S?"~! 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 S$?"~!, the addition of the Hamiltonian H = %h_léij DiDj
of the geodesic flow on R?" 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 M™
g(M™) =dz* + g(N"1)(2) (2.30)

where z is a coordinate and g(N™"1)(z) is a metric on the submanifold N*~! of M™ which may



38 Chapter 2. TCFH, Hidden Symmetries and Type IIA Backgrounds

depend on z. Suppose now there is a group of isometries on M"™ which has as a principal orbit
N™~1. Clearly the associated conserved charges Q@ = KMpy,, for each Killing vector field K,
will be functions on T*N. If one is able to find orbital conserved charges D,,, m=1,...,n—1
in involution, then the geodesic flow on M™ will be completely integrable after the inclusion
of the Hamiltonian H of the geodesic flow on M"™ as an additional conserved charge. This is
because H is a function on T*M™ and so it is independent from D,, which are functions on
T*N™1. Moreover {Dp,H}pp = 0 as D,, are constructed as polynomials of the conserved
charges associated with the isometries on M™. 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

P 9—p
g= ho3 Z Napdo®do? + h3 Z (5ijdyidyj , (2.31)
a,b=0 ij=1
where p = 0,...,8 with p even for IIA D-branes, c® are the worldvolume coordinates, y* are

the transverse coordinates and h = h(y) is a harmonic function §9;9;h = 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 v, in R%~P, one takes
for p <6

ds

where | - | is the Euclidean norm in R?~? and ¢ 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) x RP:1,
acting on the worldvolume coordinates ¢®. If the harmonic function is chosen such that h =
h(|y|)*, 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
d P — hl(k*m) Ji Jag . . . . 2
ail...a2ml..-1 — 4 (|y|) y M y a]1...]q,21...lkn(a1a2 ot naszlagm) 9 ( 33)
provided that the constant coefficients a satisfy
=0. (2.34)

A(j1.ggsin) i — Qi (dgsin . ix)

4The harmonic function is h = 1 + IyI%P forp=0,...,6, h=1+qlog|y| for =7 and h = 1 + g|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

k+1—p
4

Ble)=h"1 (jy]) Y Ap Advol(R™) , (2.35)

is a CCKY tensor for any constant k-form ¢ on R8P, where dvol(RP!) is the volume form of
RP1 with respect to the flat metric and Y = 6ijyidyj . Therefore Dp-branes admit 2877 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) x RP"! x SO(9—p). Such a group has a codimension one principal
orbit Rt x S8~P in the Dp-brane background. In particular, the Killing vectors generated
by the translations along the worldvolume coordinates are k, = 9, and those generated by

SO(9 — p) rotations on the transverse coordinates are
kij =40 — 0, <7, (2.36)
where 1; = y*. The associated conserved charges written in terms of the momenta are

Qa=0a, Qij=Q(kij)=yipj —y;pi - (2.37)

These charges are not in involution. However, one can verify that the 9 conserved charges

1
Qu: D=7 > @y, m=23,...,9-p, (2.38)

,j210—p—m

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™'nedo®de® + 5ijdyidyi , (2.39)

where a,b = 0,1 and 4,5 = 1,...8 and h is a harmonic function on R®, §79;9;h = 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+ ﬁ. 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

dal---azmil---ik = him(|y‘)yjl . 'yjqajl---jmh---ikn(alaz < Nagm_1a2m) > (2’40)

provided that the constant coefficients satisfy aj,. j,i1)..i, = @ji..(j,ir..ip) = 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
Ble) =h" (Y)Y Ao Ado® Ada! (2.41)

for any constant k-form ¢ on R®, where Y = 5ijyidyj . 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

9 = napdodo® + hé;;dy'dy’ (2.42)

where a,b = 0,...,5, 4,5 = 1,2,3,4 and h is a harmonic function on R*. We have again
suppressed the dilaton and 3-form fields of the solution. For h = h(|y|) = 1 + ﬁ, 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~~-a2mil~--ik = hk(’yD yjl o yjqajl~~~jq7iln-ik77(a1a2 < Nagm_1a2m) (243)

provided that the constant tensors a satisfy a(j,. j. i1)..i, = @jy...(jg,ir.i) = 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

B(p) = A3 (|y]) Y Ao Advol(RP) (2.44)
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for any constant k-form ¢ on R*, where Y = 5Z~jyidyj and dvol(R%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:O,l; Qij:yipj—yjpi, i,jzl,...,S, (2.45)

respectively. From these one can construct the following nine independent, orbital, conserved

charges
1

Qaa Dm:iz (QU)27 m:2>78> (246)
4,j>29—m

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:paa CLZO,...,5; Qij:yipj_yjpiv i?j:1727374' (247)

These give rise to nine independent, orbital, conserved charges

Q. Dm:i > @y, m=2,....4, (2.48)

,j=5—m

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 ITA 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 ITIA Common Sector
The TCFH

The TCFH of the common sector can be written as

p 7 7 p
Vuon,.N, — §HPM[N1¢\P|...N,,] =0, VuMon,.N, — §HPM[N1¢|P|...NP} =0, (2.49)

for ¢ = k,m, 7 and

1
4

1
Vyo = —fHMpQwPQ , VywyR +

3 1 )
1 HupolP9Nr = §HMNRU , (2.50)

_ 1 .
Vuing..Ny — g(*H)M[N1N2N3|PQR|CPQRN4] — 3H [Ny Ny WN3 Ny = (251)
2.51
1

5 5 B
T3IMIN: (FH) Ny NNl Py G0 = E(*H)[MN1N2N3|PQR\CPQRN4] :

1 5 5 1 1
Vyo = —ZHMPQWPQ » VMWNR+ ZHMPQCPQNR = §HMNR0' ) (2.52)

1 ~
vM@hM—g&mMmmmme”erﬂHwMM”WW: (2.53)

5!
T3IMIN: (kH) Ny Ny Ny Py g O T — E(*H)[MNlNgNg\PQR|<PQRN4] -

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" = k" + l;:”, 7S = "5 £ 775 and 77 = 775 £ 775 are

covariantly constant

V(:I:)k,:trs _ v(:‘:)ﬂ.irs — V(i)TiTS =0, (254)

with respect to the connections
1
wﬂZVi§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 connection® of a generic common sector background is included in SO(9,1) x
SO(9,1) x GL(255) x GL(255). The subgroup SO(9,1) x SO(9,1) is the holonomy of the
connections V&) 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) x 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"¢, 77" and 7% 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 V(*)-covariantly

5Note that the TCFH connection as stated above is not the minimal on k and k.
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+rs +rs

constant form bilinears k%", 75" and 75" generate symmetries for the particle (1.73) and

string (1.67) probe actions. These are given by the infinitesimal transformations
(5£CM :e(:l:)(k:l:rs)M ’ (S:BM _ e(i)(ﬂirs)MpQDiZL'PDixQ ’

rs

(2.56)

()

where ¢,5’ 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 VH)_covariantly constant forms k*",
71" and 777%. 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 V(-
covariantly constant forms £7"%, 77" and 77" 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 ITA Branes

We have demonstrated that particle and string probes in common sector backgrounds exhibit

a large number of symmetries generated by the V(&)-covariantly constant forms k*"s, 7&7s

475 To present some examples, we shall explore the symmetries generated by the form

and 7
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 ¢ = h_%eg, where ¢ is a constant
spinor that satisfies the condition I'gI'sI"11€g = F¢p with the gamma matrices in a frame basisS.
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 R®, 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 €y and so this labelling of the coordinates is convenient.

Indeed choosing the plus sign in the condition on €y and using the realisation of spinors in

7

terms of forms’ write ¢g = 1+ e5 A A, where n and A\ are constant Majorana spin(8) spinors.

Then the condition I'oI'sI'11eg = € restricts n and A to be positive chirality Majorana-Weyl

5This will be the case for the conditions on the Killing spinors of all brane solutions that we shall investigate
from now on.

"In spinorial geometry the Dirac spinors of spin(9,1) are identified with A*(C®). The Gamma matrices are
realised on A*(C®) using the exterior multiplication and inner derivation operations with respect to a Hermitian
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spinors of spin(8), i.e. 7, A € Ay = A®(R{ey, e, e3,e4)). Thus the most general solution of
FOF5F1160 = €0 is
eo=n+esAA\, (2.57)

where 7 and X\ 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 n and A. The explicit expressions have been collected

in appendix C.1. Using these one finds that

k—‘rm :2h—% <77r7,r’s> (e() _ e5) ’ LTS — h—% <)\r’)\s> (eO + 65) ,

At =p72 (", Tyn®) (e’ —e’)ne'nel |, 77" = h2 (A, TiA%) (e” +e’)ne nel |

) . . 2.58
TS :Eh*% " Tijeen®) (e” —e®) Ae' nel AeF A et (2.58)
9 S
T :Eh_% (A" Tijre)®) (" +e’) nef ned nef net
where (e, e’,e') is a pseudo-orthonormal frame for the metric (2.39), i.e. g = —(e?)? + ()2 +

>-,(€)2, and (-,-) is the spin(8)-invariant (Hermitian) inner product on Af. Both k*"* are
along the worldvolume directions and Killing. This implies that both k£ and k are Killing as
well. This is expected for k& but not for k. Nevertheless k is Killing because the fundamental
string is a special background. Observe that the V()- (V(_)—) 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 1 and A. These can
be obtained using the decomposition of the product of two positive chirality Majorana-Weyl

representations Ag in terms of forms on R® as
AF @ Af = A°(R®) @ A?(R®) @ A*T(RY) (2.59)

where A*T(R®) are the self-dual 4-forms on R®. Asn and A are in AJ and otherwise unrestricted,
their bilinears span all 0-, 2- and self-dual 4-forms in R®. 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 € = ¢y of the
background satisfy the condition I'sygsgl'11€9 = d€g, where ¢y 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 R* as in (2.32) for p = 5. Choosing the plus sign,
the condition I'ssg9l'11€9 = €p can be solved using spinorial geometry. It is convenient to first
solve this condition for Dirac spinors and then impose the reality condition on e. The solution
can be expressed as

e=nt+ess AN +es An?+eqs AA2 (2.60)

basis (e1,...,e5) in C5. The Majorana spinors satisfy the reality condition I'g7sg * € = €. For more details see
e.g. appendix B of [72].
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where 7 and \ are positive chirality Weyl spinors of spin(5,1), i.e. n, A € AZ%) = A®V(C(ey, e, €5)).

Imposing the reality condition on €, I'g7gg * € = €, one finds that
A= —Te(n')*, N =-Ter(n*)" . (2.61)

So the Killing spinor € is completely determined by the (complex) positive chirality spin(5,1)
spinors 1! and 7?.

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 n' and 5?. All these can be found in appendix
C.1.

In particular the V(i)—covariantly constant spinor bilinears are

k—l—rs — 4Re <771T7Fanls>Dea , k™" = 4Re <772T7Fa772s>D e , (262)

TS %Re (717, Taper!®) ) €% A e® A e
—4Re <n1", Fa)\ls>D (enet —e*re)ne”
—4Im (n'",Tan'®) , (€* A&+ e ne?) net
— 4Im <7717", I‘a)\15>D (ene’ —etred)net,

(2.63)

2
Tt = gRe (", Fabc7727">D e*Neb Aef

2 2 3 a0l o8 A )
+4Re<n’",Fa>\s>D (e?Ne* +e°ANe’)Ae” (2.64)
+4Im (", Ton*) , (e* ne® —et ne’) net

D
+4Im (", Do) ) (e* ne® + et ne’)ne”
7_+rs — k,-l—rs /\e3 /\e4 /\e8 /\89

2
- gRe <7717", Fabc)\18>D (e net—ePned)net A e’ A e’

2
- 5Im (" Tapen®), (> Ae® + et ne?) ne? neb ne (2.65)

2
- glm <n”, Fabc)\ls>D (e ne)—ethed)rer nel Aef

+ %Re <77”, Fal__.a57715>D e A Ne®
7= kAl Aet neb ned
+ %Re <7]2T, FabcA25>D (e® A et +ef A e)Ae’ A e’ nef
+ glm <n2r, Fabcn25>D (ene—etrne’)net nel et (2.66)

2
+ gIm (n* TapeX?) (e Ne + et NeP) ne® neP Aef

4 9 )
+ ERG <77 7«aFa1...a5"7 S>D el A ... N\ e® 7
where a,b,c = 0,1,2,5,6,7 are the worldvolume directions, (e?,e3,e?* e® e”) is a pseudo or-

thonormal frame for the metric (2.42), (-,-), is the spin(5, 1) invariant Dirac inner product and
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€3489 = 1. Both k%" are along the worldvolume directions of the brane and are Killing. This in
turn implies that both k& and k are Killing as well. Again k 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 V() and V(=) 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, A}, into forms on CS is given by
®?AT = AN (C%) @ A’H(C°) (2.67)

Therefore the string probe with action (1.67) and particle probe with action (1.73) are invariant
under 2° 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 = 2* independent symmetries generated by the V()-covariantly
constant forms and similarly for the V(~)-covariantly constant forms yielding 2° 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 ITA 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-branes®. 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 DO0- and D6-branes

DO0-branes

The Killing spinors of the D0-brane are given by € = h_%eo, where ¢y is a constant spinor
restricted as I'gI'11€9 = +e€g, 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

eo=n—es Al'1n, (2.68)

8 A consequence of this investigation is that we shall find all form bilinears of the type ITA D-brane solutions.
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where n € A*(R{ey,...,eq)) and the reality condition is imposed by I'g7g9 * 7 = 1. 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 DO-brane 2-form field strength F' =
Fy; €¥ A €' is invariant under the action of k. An investigation of the TCFH for the rest of the
form bilinears using that Fj; # 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 ¢ = h_%eo
satisfies the condition
540’1160 = £60 (2.69)

where ¢p is a constant spinor and & 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
eo=n+es N\, (2.70)
where 7, A € A*(C(ey, e2, €3,€5)). Then the condition (2.69) gives
LsTyin=—in, TsTpA=iA. (2.71)

One can proceed to expand n and A as 7 = n! +e5 An? and A = A! 4+ e5 A A? in which case
the conditions (2.71) give n? = il'11n! and A2 = —il'13 AL, where nt, AL € A*(C(ey, e, 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 n and A. After the
computation of the form bilinears, one can substitute in the formulae the solution of (2.71) in
terms of n' and A'. However this is not necessary for the purpose of this chapter. It remains
to impose the reality condition on €. This gives n = —il'g7g * A or equivalently A = —il'g7g * 7.
The form bilinears are given in appendix C.2.
The TCFH for k£ on a background with a 2-form field strength is

1 - 1 5
Vaky = geq’FPQgPQMN + 1e‘i’FMNa . (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' = %Fij e’ A e 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 k and w bilinears on a background with a 2-form field strength. The
TCFH for these is

- 1 1
Vimkn — feq)FMpwPN = geq)

1
9 QMNFPQwPQ — §€¢F[M‘P‘WPN] , (2.73)

5 3 5 1 5
Vuwng + €® Fapnkp = ZeéF[MNkR] + ie(bgM[NFR}PkP 274
2.74

Y« F)ynrp,..pm s

T 450°
For k to generate symmetries in probe action (1.74) with C' = 0, it must be a KY tensor.
As for D6-branes F;; # 0, the term proportional to the spacetime metric in the first of the
equations above must vanish. This requires that w;; = 0. Then from the expressions of the
form bilinears of D6-brane in appendix C.2 and (2.71), one concludes that & = 0. Therefore k
does not generate symmetries for the probe action (1.74).
Similarly for w to generate a symmetry for probe action (1.74) with C' = 0, one finds from
the last TCFH above that k& = 0. Then from the expressions for the D6-brane form bilinears in
appendix C.2, this implies that w;; = 0 or equivalently

", TuX)p=Imn",n), =0. (2.75)

Then

1
W= 5Wab e’ el = h‘iRe<77T, Capn®)pe* A e’ (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 w # 0 even though w;; = 0. Indeed, take " = 7° =
1+e1+es5 A (il —iep).

The TCFH for the bilinears @ and 7 is

~ 1 1 3
VMONRE T §G¢FMP7TPNR - _ZG%M[NFIPQIWPQR] + ZGCI)F[M\PWTPNR} : (2.77)
3 -
VMWNRS_f@FM[NWRS] = _HeCD(*F>MNRSP1...P4<P1”'P4
3 g (2.78)
- §e¢gM[NFR|P\®PS] — ieq)F[MNcDRS] ‘

For @ to be a KY form and so generate a symmetry in the probe action (1.74) with C' = 0,
Taij = 0. As it can be seen from the D6-brane bilinears in appendix C.2 after using (2.71), this
implies that @ = 0 and so @ does not generate any symmetries. Turning to m, one finds that

this is a KY tensor provided that & = 0 which implies that 7,;; = 0 or equivalently

(", Tal'sA®) p =Im(n", Tan®)p, =0. (2.79)
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The remaining components of 7,

T = %wabce“ Nnel Ae = %h_%Remr, Copen®) pe* A e’ Net (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 # # 0, e.g. 7" = 1+ e; +ies A (1 —e;1) and n® =
i(l — 61) —e5 A (1 + 61).

From now on to simplify the analysis that follows on the symmetries generated by TCFHs for
all ITA 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 ¢ and 7 is

- 1 3
VMWNRS_§€¢FMPCPNRS = geq)gM[NF\PQKPQRS}
(2.81)

3
— e FrpiCF RSy — ZetbgM[NFRS}J )

1
Ee(b (xF)nny. Ny pormt OF
! (2.82)

- S -
+ 3% gar v, Fna P17 N v + §€¢F[MN17TN2N3N4] :

Vudng.. Ny + 2€¢FM[N17~TN2N3N4} =

A similar analysis to the one presented above reveals that @ does not generate symmetries in
the probe actions we have been considering. While for ¢ to be a KY form, and so generate a
(hidden) symmetry for the probe action (1.74) with C' = 0, one requires that 7 = 0. This in
turn implies that (u; = 0. So there is the possibility that ¢ = i(al._,weal A---Ne*isaKY
form. But one can verify after some computation® that there are not Killing spinors such that
Cabij = 0 with ¢ # 0.

The TCFH for ¢ and 7 is

x 1 s P I & P 5 & P
VMCNl...N4+§€ FMPT Ni..Ng = _ie gM[NlF]PQ|T QN2N3N4] +§e F[M|P|T N1...Na] (283)
+ 36(1)9M[N1 FNstkNd )
15} ~ 1
VMTN,..Ns — iquFM[ngNQ...Ns] = geq)(*F)MNL..NsPQWPQ
(2.84)

- 15 -
o P o
—5€" gr [Ny FNo | PICT NaNuNg] — i Fiarn, Cng..Ns) -
For 5 to generate a symmetry, the above TCFH requires k, = 0 and 744¢;; = 0. These imply
that C~ = 0 and so this bilinear does not generate a symmetry. It turns out that 7 is a KY form
provided that Cupe; = 0. As a result Tabeij = 0. The remaining non-vanishing components of 7,

T = éTalmaseal A---ANe% 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 n'”. Then one solves for all conditions arising from (up;; = 0. This restricts n'* and
leads to ¢ = 0. It is a lengthy computation that will not be presented here.



50 Chapter 2. TCFH, Hidden Symmetries and Type IIA Backgrounds

with C' = 0. But after some computation one can verify that there are no Killing spinors such
that 74p.i; = 0 such that 7 # 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) x GL(55) x GL(165) x GL(330) x GL(462). For completeness we state the TCFH

on the scalar bilinears
~ l 3 P 1 s ~PQ
Vuo = —Ze Fypk™ , Vyo= —ge Fpom™™“ar . (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, w and m, 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 € = hféeo
of the solution satisfy the condition
Los1€0 = *e€o (2.86)

where ¢ 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
e="n+e AN, (2.87)
to find that the remaining restrictions on n and A are
'im=n, ThWA=X, (2.88)

where n, A € A*(R(ey,ea,e3,e4)); the reality condition is imposed with T'grgg * 7 = 7 and
T'g7s9 * A = A. As in the D6-brane case, the remaining condition on 7 and A can be solved by
setting n = n'+e1Ant and A = A +e; AN, where nt, A € A*(R(ez, 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 Ggi5; # 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

~ 1
Vukny = — e¢(*G)MNP1_,,p4CP1"'P4 + ge(bGMNPQwPQ , (2.89)

1
4 -4l

implies that £ 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

5 1 5
Varky — —e®Guport@fy =

5 1 ~
5 e®gunGp,..p, T — ﬁeq)G[M|PQR|€PQRN} ; (2.90)

4 - 4]

B 1 B
Vmlny..N, + 564)(*G)M[NlNzpoRlTPQRN3N4] + 2€¢GM[N1N2N3]§N4]

1

)
= _éeq)gM[Nl (XG) Ny Py TN+ Eeq)(*G)[MN1N2|PQR\TPQRN3N4] (2.91)

1 5 ~ -
+ Zeq)(*G)MNlmNALPkP + ZB(I)G[MN1N2N3 kg + e gn, Gy va pk” -

5 5
VN5 — =€ (5G) a1, Ny s PQIC T Nas] + 56T G arivg Na N W )

2

= _Ee(b(*G)[MN N3P0 C O NNy — 16@(*G)MN NsO

- 8 12 4% 415 tete (2.92)
- geq)gM[Nl (*G)N2N3N4|PQR|<PQRN5] + Zeq)G[MNlNgNngALNE;}
+ 5€¢9M[N1GN2N3N4|P|WPN5] ;

1 .

VMCUNR - Eeq:'GMPlng‘gTPlPZPJNR = 2 4'€¢)gM[NG|p1mp4‘7'P1"'P4R]

1 1 T (2.93)
- §€¢G[M|P1P2P3|TP1P2P3NR] - Zeq)GMNRPk‘P )

and so the minimal connection acts on the domain of k, C~ , T and w form bilinears. Using that
for D2-branes Go15; # 0 and the explicit expression for the form bilinears in appendix C.2, one
finds that the TCFH implies that the form bilinears k, f and 7 cannot be KY tensors. So these
do not generate a symmetry in probe actions. On the other hand for w to be a KY tensor, the
TCFH implies that 744¢;; = 0. This in turn implies that w;; = 0. As a result w = %wabea A el
is a KY form and generates a (hidden) symmetry in the probe action (1.74). The condition
Tabeij = 0 on the Killing spinors and the expression for wg, 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 7,¢;; = 0 and w # 0. For example set " = A" and ® = A\* with (n",n*) # 0.
The TCFH on the remaining form bilinears is
PQ

3 1 1 -
VMWNRS_ZQCDGM[NWQ\CPQRS] = _ZQCDGMNRSU + éeq)(*G)MNRSPQw
1

3
— Z€¢9M[NGR|P1P2P3\<P1P2P35’] — Zeq)G[MN\PQ|<PQRS} ;

(2.94)
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VMCN1...N4 + 3€®GM[N1N2\P\7TPN3N4] + €<I> (*G)M[N1N2N3|PQ|7~TPQN4]

1 . 5 .
= 6€¢9M[N1 (*G)N2N3N4]PQR7FPQR + §€q> (*G)[MN1N2N3|PQ|7FPQN4} (2.95)

3 )
- ieq)gM[NlGNzNg\PQNTPQm] + §€¢G[MN1N2\P\7TPN3N4] ;

- 3 - 1
VMTNRS + Ee(bGM[NR|P|WPS] - ie¢(*G)M[NR|P1P2P3|CP1P2P3

3 - -
= _geq)gM[NGRS]PQwPQ +e*Gunrp@” g (2.96)

5]

1 1
+ =P au NG rgyp,..p, ¢ - ge(b(*G)[MNR|P1P2P3|CP1P2P3

32 S]

VMONR %GQGM[MPQV?PQR] = _%eq)(*G)MNRHPgPﬂPlP?PS .
- %6¢9M[NGR}P1P2P37}P1P2P3 - %eq)G[MN\PQW?PQR} -

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 { = # = @ = 0. For
7w to be a KY form, the TCFH implies that (;jo, = 0 which in turn gives m;;, = 0. The
remaining non-vanishing component of 7, 7 = %Wabce“ Aeb A e, is a KY tensor and generates
a (hidden) symmetry in the probe action (1.74) with C = 0. Again the expression of the
conditions (j;qp = 0 and that of 7 in terms of the Killing spinors can be found in appendix C.2.
There are Killing spinors such that (;jo, = 0 and 7 # 0. Indeed set \" = —n", A\* = n°® and
n"=n°=14eazs+e1 A (1+ easq).

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) x GL(517) x
GL(495). For completeness we give the TCFH on the scalars as
Py...Ps 1

1
V6 = T 5'(*G)MP1.‘.P5T , Vyo= EB(DGMPQRWPQR , (298)

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 w and 7, 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 € = h_éeo of
the solution satisfy the condition
[ogsa9€0 = *ep (2.99)

where € 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

co=n"+teuAn’+es AN +es AN, (2.100)
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where 1, A € A*(C(es, e1,e2)). Substituting this into (2.99), one finds that
Tont = —nt, Tl = A1, (2.101)

and similarly for n? and A2. The reality condition on e implies that n' = I'gy * n? and \! =
I'é7 * A2. The remaining conditions (2.101) can be solved by setting n* = p — ez A p, where
p € N*(es, 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 n and A
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 Gjji; # 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, f , 7, w and 7 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 5 to be a KY tensor, the TCFH requires that k= 0, Tijarasas = 0 and 74,45 = 0. These
imply that @‘jamz = 0. The non-vanishing component of f , 5 = ig:alm%e‘” A---Ae, generates
a (hidden) symmetry for the probe action (1.74) with C' = 0. Similarly for 7 to be a KY form,
the TCFH requires that w = 0 and @jab = 0. These imply that 7 = éTalmﬁeal AN---Ne? is a
KY form and generates a (hidden) symmetry for the probe action (1.74) with C' = 0.

For & to be a KY form the TCFH requires that 7;;, = 0, which in turn implies that @;; = 0.
The remaining component of © = %Gjabe“ A e’ is a KY tensor and generates a symmetry for
probe action (1.74) with C' = 0. There are Killing spinors such that 7;;, = 0 while @ # 0.
Indeed take n'" = 21 + ye; — ez A (21 + yeq) and n'® = —izl + iye; — ea A (—ixl + iyey),
z,y € C— {0} and A" = A\ = 0.

Similarly for 7 to be a KY form, the TCFH requires that (,;;x = 0, which in turn gives
Taij = 0. Then m = %wabcea Aeb Aefis 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 5 , 7 and m 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 @ 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 A 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 ITA form fields strengths to
zero apart from S. Then the IIA TCFH in section 2.2 reduces to

1 ~ 1 ~ 1
Vo = Eeq’SkM , Vukn = Zeq)SWMN , Vukn = Ze(I)gMNS& ; (2.102)
1 & z I s Py...Ps
Vmwng = e Sgmnkr) s VMCNy..N, = 1506 (XS)MNy..NyPy..P5sT : (2.103)
VMTN, . .Ns = —meq)(*S)MNl.‘.N5P1...P4C~P1"'P4 , Vymo =0,
! ) (2.104)
VMWNR = Ze(I)SﬁMNR )
v L *s¢ YV uA Seeg 7
T = —€ T = —€ w
MTNRS 1 MNRS » MTNRS 4 IM[NWRS] » (2.105)

Vuln,. Ny = e¢’SgM[N17rN2N3N4] .

It is clear from this that k, ¢, 7, @ and 7 are KY tensors and generate a (hidden) symmetry
of the probe action (1.74) with C' = 0. Note that all these form bilinears k, ¢, 7, @ and
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 € = h_éeo of the solution satisfy the
condition I'seg = £eg, where ¢ is a constant spinor and h =1+, qs|y — ye¢|. Taking the plus

sign, this condition can be solved using spinorial geometry by setting
eo=n+esAn, (2.106)

where n € A*(R{ey, eq,e3,e4)) after imposing the reality condition I'grgg * 7 = 7. Using the
solution for €y above, one can easily compute the form bilinears of D8-brane in terms of those of 7.
Their expressions can be found in appendix C.2. Imposing the condition that the remaining form
bilinears l;:, ¢, w and © 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 k, ¢, w and 7 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) ITA 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 ITA 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 ITA AdSg, 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 ITA AdSg, 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 AdSs and AdSs backgrounds.

3.2 The TCFH of Warped AdS,; 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 ® be the dilaton, and G, H, F be the 4-, 3- and 2-form field strengths of (massive) ITA
supergravity, respectively. The bosonic fields of a warped AdSs background, AdSs x,, M8, with

internal space M?® can be expressed as follows

g=2ete +g(M®), G=e"Ne AX+Y, H=e"Ne AW +Z,

(3.1)
F=NetAe +P, S=me®, &=0,

where ® is a function on M8, & € C>(M?), g(M?) is a metric on the internal space M®, and
N € C®(M®), W € QY(M®), X, P € Q*(M?), Z € Q3(M?®) and Y € Q*(M?®). For simplicity, we
have denoted the spacetime dilaton and its restriction on M?® with the same symbol. Moreover,
m is a constant! that is non-zero in massive IIA and vanishes in standard IIA supergravity. We

have also introduced the pseudo-orthonormal (co-)frame
1 v .
et =du, e =dr—2rA 'dA— §r2€_2A_2du . el =¢lydy’ (3.2)

on AdSy x, M®, where A € C°(M?) is the warp factor, € is an orthonormal frame on M3
that depends only on the coordinates y of M®, g(M?®) = §;;e'e’, and ¢ is the radius of AdSs.
Moreover (u, ) 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 =
A%gy(AdSs) + g(M?®), where go(AdSs) is the standard metric on AdSs with radius £.

The KSEs of massive ITA supergravity for warped AdSs backgrounds have been integrated
over the (u,r) coordinates in [119, 62]. In such a case, the Killing spinors can be expressed as
€ = e(u,r,m+), where 7+ are spinors that depend only on the coordinates of M® and satisfy
I'iny = 0, where the gamma matrices (I'y,I'_,I';) are taken with respect to the frame (3.2).
The precise expression for € in terms of u,r and 74, 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 74 along M® are

Dins =0, (3.3)

where
(+) 1,4 1 1 1
Dy/nt = Vit ItiA OmAnt F EXani + ﬂYPmUi + éSani
' 3.4)
1 1 1 1 (
r -W, — + -NT — —pT
+1n <$4 mi+ + 8Zm77:|: gV mil 16P m77:t> )
is the supercovariant connection? on M8, m =1,...,8 and V is the spin connection associated

with the metric g(M?®). These are clearly parallel transport equations for 77.. The Killing spinors
N+ satisfy additional conditions [62] arising from the dilatino KSE of massive ITA supergravity.

But these additional conditions are not essential for the TCFH below; however they will be used

Wiewing 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 M® constructed from the Killing spinors 7+
satisfying the KSEs (3.3). Given two such Killing spinors n’, and n%, one can define the k-form

bilinears
rs 1 r s 71 ik irs 1 r s 71 ik
+ = E<77:|:7F7:1-~ikn:t> S AREEAY N H<77ivri1...ikpll77i> et AN Ne, (3.5)

where (-,-) denotes the spin-invariant inner product on M® for which the spacelike gamma
matrices are Hermitian while the time-like ones are anti-Hermitian.

Because of the reality condition on 7., which follows from that of ITA Killing spinors, the
form bilinears are either symmetric or skew-symmetric on the exchange of n” and n®. A basis in
the space of form bilinears® on M?®, up to Hodge duality®, which are symmetric in the exchange

of Killing spinors is

=ty 2=, Tund), EY = (L Timd) e,

~7s 1 T s i Vi k rs 1 r s i1 iq (36)
T = §<T]i,rwkr11ni> e Ne’ Ne s C:t = E<77:E,F1/12477:t> et N---Ne?t .
To find the TCFH associated to the above form bilinears note that
qubi:fzk = <Vm77:|:ari1--~ik77j:> + <77r:|:7 Fi1~--ikvmnfl:> ) (3-7)

and similarly for $."5. 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 connection®
D7 is

,Dif:t ::mezl:
. 1 1 o
=F AT OnA fu F J Xphs? £ 5 (6Y )mper (3.8)
1 1 ~ 1
= i - _ 7P =~ Pq
4Sk’:|:m 2Wmfj: 3 pqT+" "m >

3Note that the form bilinears constructed from 1, and 7 spinors vanish.
4Our conventions are given in appendix A.
5See 1.4.2 for the definition.
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Drfnf:t ::vmf:l:
_ = 1 N 1
=FA 1amA fi + gquﬂ'ipqm - E
1 1 1 P
+ §Wmf:t + ZNk:I:m - Z-Pmpkzl: )

Ympqr ﬁiqu (3 . 9)

1 1 -
,Dr}—nk:l:i =Vinkii + — mpqu:l:pqri + - mpqﬂ':l:pqi

12 4
_ 1 1 1
=F A OnAks; F gquCipqmi F Zsz‘fi - H(Smi}/}n...m&pl'”p‘* 5.10)
- 3.10
1 1 1 - 1
+ E}/[m|pqr|c:l:pqri] - Z(Smlsfj: + Z(Smlei F m(*P)mimmmCipl---pzl
1 -
+ — Pnif+

4

- - 1 3 3 -
D] Faiji =VinFaijr + 1 ) mlislparl G ) £ Y Dl G k) £ 7 (52 )miglpgt Tk
3 1
- izm[ijk:tk] - ipmpC:l:pijk

_ ) 3 |
= F AT OnARwijh £ 70mi X e = 25 0mi X jipr.pa G

1 1 1 ~
+ 6(*X>[mij|pqr|<:|:pqu] + Z(*Y)mijkf:t + ZYmijkf:I:

1 3
+ Zém[i(*y)j\pqr|Cipqu] + Z(*Y)[mi|pq|giquk]
1
4-4!

- 1 3
+ (*Z)[mij|pqr|7r:|:qu] + ZNC:tmijk + gém[i|qu|<:tquk}

+

1 -
(*S)mijkpl...pzlgiplmpzl + Zém[i(*Z)jk]pqrﬂ-ipqr

3
— Plnjp| S+ ik — Zém[ink]f:l: ,
(3.11)

Dy Cairis =VimCairis — X )mfirigislpal = 4] = 2Ymiiriaiskia) £ 30Y )mfiin p) T igia]

o 3 )
Wiy i 7 Cojy o ja £ 5 (52 ) mlivialpg S+ igia) T 2Pmfiy Ttigizia)

o 2
=F A O A Cxiy.iy £ 36 Xigiskasy) — é%[il (X igigialpgrT+?"
- g(*X)[mi1i2¢3|pq|7~Tipqi4} — Omliy Yiigiglpha” — ZY[milmgkiu]
+ g(*y)[mi1¢2\p|ﬁip inia] F %%[él (Y )igislpgl T+ i)
+ i(*s)mil,..iwqrﬁ'ipqr + 0pfiy (%2 igis|par|C=P? iy £ g(*Z)[mi1¢2|pq|Cipqi3i4]

N 1 - ) -
F NOm[iy Ttinigia) F Z(*P)mil...upkip + 30y Pio|p| T+ i5i0) + §P[mi1 Tinigia] »
(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 on M?®, up to Hodge duality, which are skew-symmetric

in the exchange of " and n* is the following

’ 1 . )
P = (L TiTnnl) o, ol = *<?7£,Fijni> o Nl (313)
3.13

~ TS rs

1 . ‘ ‘ .
W = 3 <n;,FijF1177ft> e'ne |, 7= 3 <77i,Pijknj[> NN
The associated TCFH with respect to the minimal connection, D7, is given by

- - 1 - 1 1
Drfnk’:l:z =Vmky; £ §mewzl:pi + ZZmqu:I:pqi - 5 mpw:lzpi

_ ~ 1 - 1 B
=FA lﬁmA ki; F gémiquwipq + §X[m|p|w:|:pi]
. . ) (3.14)
+ g(*Y)mipqwipq - gYmipq‘Dipq - stimz

1 1 1
+ ZNwimi + gémippqwipq - i-P[m|p|wipi} )

Dywij :=Vmwsij + %meﬂipij + %Ym[ﬂpqﬂfipqﬂ T %Wm&)ﬂj
+ Zunfifp| @2 ) + Prafibia)

=F A OmAwsi; F 35 i X|pal ™" £ 3X[ RS

+ 1(*Y)mijp]%ip + %5 i Yipgr "+ gy[milpqmiqu] .

1
4S7Timzj + Ném[zk:tj] + (*P)mlqurﬂ-i

1 3
t+ 5 Omfi Pjiphs? + 5 Pmikisg)

Dy @i =Vt £ Xm[%kiJ] + 1(*Y)m[%lpt1|7ri i+ meim
+ Zinfipw£"y) + %P mpTLij
=F A0, AD; + %(*X)miqumipqr + %%h Xjphs? £ 3X[mzkij] (3.16)
+ : 75 Omli (*Y)J]pqr P F %(*Y)[mi\pqlﬁipqﬂ + %Ymijpkip

12

) 3
- §S‘Sm[ikiﬂ F 2Ny - 10mli Bl "5 + 7 Plmpp T i5)

4
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3 3 3 i
Dy ik =Vmtijh £ 5 Xt = 5 Yimliglpl@= k) F 5 6V Jnfis @t

+ Z(*Z)m[ij\pqm-iqu] = 5 Zmlijksr) — 5 Pmii®h)

_ 1 - 3 3
=F A O ATy — §( X)mijhpg@™ £ 50m(sXjlp w2’y £ 5 X it k) 317
3 3 - - '
+ g OmlsYikpa+™ = Yimijlplw£"h) £ g Omli (FY ) jagpg@+™ F (5Y mijlpi 02" 1y
3

| ) 3
= 3 0mliweih) £ 3 Omfi (5 Z) jjpar T E (52 fmijlpg T k) £ LN O (i1

1 3 . 3 -
+ g(*P)mijk’pqw:I:pq — idm[ipj\mwipk] - ip[mzw:t]k} )

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 D7
can be identified with Q*(M?®). This is the span of ¢ and the Hodge dual of é form bilinears®.
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 7+ can be
viewed as Majorana spin(8) spinors. The product of two Majorana spin(8) representations, Ajg,

decomposes as
®°A1s = A*(R%) (3.18)

and so the space of form bilinears spans all forms over M?®, where @iZOAk (R®) is associated
with the span of ¢ form bilinears while @2:5Ak (R®) is associated with the span of the Hodge
duals of the ¢ form bilinears. Indeed, we note that dim(®2As) = 2* - 2* = dim(A*(R®)).
Thus D7 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 S?(A1g)
and skew-symmetrised A%2(A1g) subspaces of ®?Ayg. Therefore, the reduced holonomy of D7
will be contained within the connected component” of G'L(136) x GL(120). However, the reduced
holonomy of the minimal TCFH connection reduces further to GL(134) x GL(120) as it acts
with partial derivatives on the scalars f and f and so their contribution to the holonomy is

trivial.

SNote that ¢ and QN“ are Hodge duals and so only ( is chosen to belong in the basis.

"The 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 AdS; Backgrounds

3.3.1 Fields and Killing Spinors

The bosonic fields of warped AdS3 backgrounds, AdS3 x,, M7, with internal space M " of massive

ITA supergravity can be expressed as

g=2eTe + () + g(M"),
G=ethe Ne*ANX+Y, H=Wetre ANe®+7Z, (3.19)
F=F, S=me® o=0,

where m is a constant, g(M7) is a metric on M7, &, W € C®(M7), X € Q" (M7), F € Q*(M"),
Z € Q3(M") and Y € Q4 MT). 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. asin F' = F in (3.19). Further,
2 . .
et =du, e =dr— zrdz —2rA7YA, e =Adz, e =¢'jdy’ (3.20)

is a pseudo-orthonormal frame on AdS3x,, M " with g(M7) = §;;e’e’, 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 = A2g,(AdS3) +g(MT)
with warp factor A, A € C*(M"), where g,(AdS3) is the standard metric on AdS3 of radius /.

As in the previous case, the KSEs of warped AdSs backgrounds can be integrated over
the coordinates (u,r,z), see [62]. The Killing spinors can be written schematically as € =
e(u,r,2,04,74+), where the spinors o+ and 7 depend only on the coordinates of M7 and satisfy

(£)
m

I'toyr =T'17L = 0. Moreover, the gravitino KSE implies that Dy, x+ = 0, where

1 1 1
DL = Vi 5 A7 00A + (2l + ST
. ) ) (3.21)

is the supercovariant connection along the internal space M7, m = 1,...,7, V is the spin
connection associated with the metric g(M7) and x stands for either o1 or 7.

The Killing spinors y+ satisfy two algebraic KSEs [62] in addition to the gravitino KSE along
M. One of these is induced by the dilatino KSE of massive ITA 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 AdSs backgrounds, the o1 and 74 spinors are independent, i.e. there is no a
priori Clifford algebra operation that relates the o4 solutions of the KSEs to the 74 ones. A
well known consequence of this is that the symmetry superalgebra of warped AdSs 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 AdSy, k > 3, backgrounds where the o1 and 71 Killing

spinors are related with Clifford algebra operations.

3.3.2 The TCFH on M”

Given Killing spinors x%. and %, the form bilinears on M7 can be constructed as for AdSs
backgrounds in (3.5) with 74 replaced with y+. However there are differences. One is that now
e' is an orthonormal frame on M” instead on M?® as was the case for AdS, backgrounds. The
other is that one can also insert in addition to I'1; the gamma matrix I', in the form bilinears.
Again, the reality condition on x4 implies that the form bilinears are either symmetric or
skew-symmetric in the exchange of x| and x3.

A basis in the space of form bilinears® on M7, up to Hodge duality, which are symmetric in

the exchange of Killing spinors x’. and x% is

= 0hoad), =00 Tud), 7= (G Tad),
o 1 S
]{;;5 = <X;7F2Xi> e’, wf = §<X’£,Fijzl“11xj[> el/\e],
) 1 ' ) N 1 ) ) . (3.22)
=g (XL Tijpluxi) e’ nel net, 7l = 31 (X Tijrax5) e Ael net,
) 1 o
7.‘_7‘:‘:8 = ? <X;,Fi]~sz11xi> e nel nef .

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, D7, is

Dif:t ::vmle:
-1 1 1 ~ pq 1 - pg 1 “ (323)
=FA 0,A fr— ES]C:I:m - ngqﬂ':l: mE g(*Y)mqu:t + Zme:I: )
D] fi =V fs
. -1 , S DR (3.24)
=F A OnAfr— ZFmpkﬂ: - gympqﬂr:t + EXpW:I: m
Difi ::vmfi

(3.25)

_ s 1 . 1 . 1 . 1
=FA lamA f+— ZZmpqwipq + ngqﬂ-ipqm - Eympqrﬂ'ipqr + Zmei )

8The TCFHs associated with the form bilinears constructed from the pairs (o4, 74) and (o4, 04 ) (and (o—,7-)
and (o_,0_)) are identical as the supercovariant connection (3.21) on o4 is identical to that on 7+. So it is
sufficient to consider only the TCFHs of the form bilinears constructed from the pairs (o4,04) and (o—,0-).
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1

4
1 1 o1

=7 A_lamA kii - zémzsfi + I(*F)mipqrﬂ-ipq + iszfi (326)

. 1 .
Dyjy:lkiz ::vmkii + Zmpqﬂ'ipqi + Z(*Y)mpqﬂ'ipqi

1 . 1 . 1., .
+ ?&ni(*y)pqrﬂ'ﬂ:pqr + Z(*Y)[m|pq|7r:|:pqi} + ZXpﬂ':l:pmi s

. . 1 . 1 . 1 .
Dﬁwiij ::Vmwiij F §<*Z)m[i‘pq|ﬂ'ﬂ:pqﬂ — iFmpﬂ'j:pij + iym[ﬂpq\ﬂ:l:qu}

_ . 1 - 3 .
=FA 18mAw:tij + 65m[i<*Z)j]pqr7r:|:pqr + Z(*Z)[mﬂpq\ﬂiqu]
1 A 1. 1 N
+ QZmijf:t - ZST‘-:tmij + Zém[i|qu|7T:|:qu} (327)
3 . 1 . 3 .
= 1 Fmip T2 + 5 0mlsYipar T A S Y imilpg T

1
4

1 ) 1
£ 1 OV )i fa + 5 X )migpar e F 50m X i

D}, Ftijh =V Taijh F g(*Z)m[z‘j\p@ipk] - me[z’jkik} + Z(*F Jmfijlpal T£" K
+ g(*Y)mmpﬁ 70 £ %Xm% +ijk

=F A0 AR F 2(%2) (mijlp| @+ k) £ zfsm[i(*Z)jk]pqd’ipq (3.28)

+ %(*S Jmijkpar """ £ éém[i (5F) jhjpgr " & %(*F)[mij lpal Tk |

3

4

1
4

3 R 3 .
Omli En) o= T Omli (KX )jipg) "k £ 5 O ) | 7 )

= . 3 .
Yoijif+ £ Xpnfrijn £ Zém[ﬂXp\Tripjk] ;

. . 3 . 3 . 3 -
D] faiji =Vinfaijn + o Zmlilp| T k) + 5 Emiiw e F 5 Y Jmfitpl T+ 1

=+ AilamA 7A"':i:ijlc + %(*S)mijkpqrﬁ:tpqr + i(*F)mijkpk:tp

; , b ; (3.29)
+ 5 Flmito i) + 5 0mElp 02" £ Omfi (KY ) g T4
3
2

- 1 A 1 . 3
F = (KY) fmijp T+ g + Zymijkfi - g(*X)mijkpqwipq + §5m[z‘Xjkik} )



64 Chapter 3. TCFHs and Hidden Symmetries of Type IIA AdS Backgrounds

. . 3 R 3 . 3 .
Dy fijh =Vm ik + 5 Zmfilpl T 1) & 5 P imfislpal Tk — 5 Yimliglpl @
3 1. .
T 5(*Y)m[ijkik] = 5 X Tiji

B 0 3. . 3 .1 o
=F AT O A e — 7 S0mpwsjn + 20mliFn fx £ §5m[i(*F)jk]pqr7Tipq (3.30)

4

£ 5 E ) pmijipa) ™=k + g Omli Vjklpg+™ = Yimijlpl@+"

H
Sl —

- 3 -
Omls (XY ) jijpk? F Y )it n) £ Xt = 3 Omfi Xp| T k)

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 x,, M7, up to Hodge duality,

which are skew-symmetric in the exchange of Killing spinors is
i 7.rS r s i
> ) k;j: = <X:|:7FiZXj:> e,

<X:|:7 z]X:|:> e’ /\ej ’

fis = (X5, T.Tuxs) , k= (X%, il

S

S
X+
. . 1
k;T‘S = <X;7F1zF11Xi> eZ ) Wg: 5

) (3.31)

<X:|:7FZ]F11X:t> e’ /\e] ) Wy = 5 <X§:7]‘_"L]ZXS:|:> ei /\e] )

& =

l\D\H

e = 5 <X;,Fijkxft> e Nel Aef

The associated TCFH on M7 with respect to the minimal connection, D7, reads

,Drﬁfo:t ::vmfo:l:
1 N 1 -
=F A~ 18 Afj: mpqw:l: - ZSkﬂ:m (332)

1
+ *Fmpk:tp +

1 1. .
4 *(*Y)mpqwzl:pq + ZXpw:tpm y

8

- - 1 1 .
Diksi i=Vimhi = 5 Fpwsli & 5 Xk
_ ~ 1 1 1
=FA 16mAA kyi — ZZmpqﬂ':I:pqi - zswimi + g(sminqW:I:pq
3.33)
1 1 A 1 5 1 o (
= 5 Flmipw£" F (Y )miphs” — S Ymipgx™ £ 7 0mi Xpks”

1 o
+ - Xkt
2 ==

'Dg;iﬁiz Z:Vmiﬂii
1

_ 5 o 1 .. 1 1 o
=+ A 1677114 k:l:i - §Zmipk:|:p - stﬂ:mi + *(*F)mipqrﬂ':tpqr - Z mif:l: (334)

4!
b Y i ? — SV @aP? Xy ?
i(* )mip 4+ — é mipqW4+ Z pTT+ " mi »
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° o 1 . 1 1 ~
D;Z:-Lkil ::mGii + §Fmpwipi + *( Y)mpqﬂ'ipqi + §ka3iz

4
-1 L 1 LD 1 ¢ 1 A Dg
=FA OpAky; — §Zmipki - zsémzfi - géminqu ( )
3.35
1 R 1 1
+ 5 Fmip 0" £ 3 0mi (Y )pgrmaP T £ L (Y ) oppg ")
1 ~ 1 ~
- = 1 1., .
D] wij :=Vimwtij + Zfip/ @+ j) + Frjikay) + §Ym[i|pq\7riqu} F 5 Xmij
1 1 R
=F A_lamA Waij — ZSﬂimij + g(*F)miquwipq
1 R M. 1 :
+ S 0miiEpk” +  Fimiksj) + 5 0mpiYjjpgrm™ (3.36)
3 1 o 1 .
+ g Yimilpa ™" 5) F 7 OY )i F 5 0mfi Xy @)
3 .
¥ ZX[mwiij] )
DL G =V i + 7 P 1F P4 (xY NP
mWtij =V mWtij + mli|p|Yt 4] + 5 mpT+" ij (* )m[i|p|w:|: 7]
_ - 1 ~ 1
= F AT OnAGwi; = 5S0miiks) = JOmiiFlpg ™" .
3 P 1 ~  Pq 3 ALD 1 L., Dp ( . )
+ 3 ol i) F Ol (5 )jjpg0™ £ 7 O ) |05 + 3 Yimigphis
1 1 o
- I(*X)miqurﬂ'ipw + §5m[1Xg]fi )
F oy . 1 Pq L 5. P 1
Dy o+ij :=Viltij F 5(*Z)m[i|pq|ﬂ-i 51 = Fmiikaj) F KY )mfippi @+ F 5 XmWaij
_ . 1 3
= F A 0 Absij F 0mfi(52)jipgr """ F 32D milpg "
1 o 1 “ 1 1 o
+ iZmei - 555m[2ki]] i g(*F)miquw:tpq - §6m[zE7]pk:|:p (338)

3 . 1 A 1 . 3 .
= 3 Flmikag) + 3 Ymijpka? £ 2 0mi (6Y ) jpg@s™ F o (5Y )pmifpi 0"

1 3
F S0miXjpwx’ ) F 3 Xpmtij) »
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3 R ~ 3 -
D] maijh =VmTaije T 5(*Z)m[ij|p\wipk] - §Zm[ijk:|:k] — o T mli®+jk)
3 3 o
= 5 Ymlijlplw" k) £ 5 (Y Jmfijhsr)
_ 3 . .
=F A 1amA T+ijk + Zém[i(*z)jk]pqwﬂ:pq F 2(*Z)[mij|p|w:|:pk] ( )
3.39

3 1 ) i 3

= 3 0mliwain) £ 5 F ) migiphs” = S0miiEpi @’ s) = 5 Fimitoh)
3 3 o o

+ G OmYirpgx" = Yimijlplw" ) £ 3 O (5 ) jagph” £ (5Y )pmij ke
1 i 3 )

+ g(*X Jmigpg@"! £ S0mi Xk

where, again, for simplicity we have suppressed the r, s indices on the form bilinears®.

Upon using Hodge duality on M7, the domain of D7 can be identified with Q*(M7) @
Q*(MT). Moreover it is clear from the TCFH above that the domain of D7 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, Ajg, of
spin(8) decomposes under spin(7) into a sum of two 8-dimensional Majorana representations,

Ag. In turn the product of two A viewed as representations of spin(7) decompose as
®?A1g = A*(R7) @ A*(RT) . (3.40)

Indeed, we note that dim(®2A16) = 2%-2* = 2dim(A*(R7)). However, we see that the minimal
TCFH connection preserves the symmetrised S?(A1) and skew-symmetrised A?(A16) subspaces
of ®2A16. Therefore, the reduced holonomy of D7 will be contained within GL(136) x GL(120).
However, the reduced holonomy of the minimal TCFH connection reduces further to a subgroup
of GL(133) x SO(7) x GL(112) as it acts with partial derivatives on the scalars f, f, f and f,

and with the Levi-Civita connection on k.

3.4 The TCFH of Warped AdS; Backgrounds

3.4.1 Fields and Killing Spinors

As in the previous cases, the bosonic fields of warped AdS; backgrounds, AdSy x., M®, with

internal space MY of massive ITA supergravity can be expressed as

g=2eTe  + ()2 +(e")?+g(M%, G=Xe"he Ne"rhe"+Y ,

(3.41)
H=H, F=F, S=me®, &=0,

9From now on, we shall always suppress the 7, s indices on the form bilinears that label the different Killing
spinors in all the TCFHs below.
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where g(M®) is a metric on M9, m is a constant, ®, X € C®°(M?9), F € Q*(M"), H € Q3(M®)
and Y € Q*(M?®). Further,

2
et =du, e =dr—rdz—2rA-'dA,
¢ (3.42)

e =Adz, €= Ae*tdx . el =¢lydy’

is a pseudo-orthonormal frame on AdSy x,, M® with g(M%) = §;;e'e’, where y are the coordinates
of M® and (u,r,z,r) 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 = A2g,(AdS,) + g(MP®), where A is the warp factor, A € C*®(M?%), and g,(AdS,) is the
standard metric on AdS, with radius /.

Integrating the KSEs of massive ITA supergravity along the coordinates (u,r,z,x), one
finds that the Killing spinors can be expressed as € = e(u,r, z,z,04, 7+ ), where o4 and 74 are
spinors that depend only on the coordinates of MY and I'roy = 'y = 0 [62]. Furthermore,
the gravitino KSE restricts o+ and 7+ along M9 as DS;E )Xi = 0, where x4 stands for either o4

or 7+ and

D =v,, ilAflamA + lﬂmrll + 1Srm
2 8 8 (3.43)

1 1 1
+EFFmF11 + @Yrm + gXszm )

with V,,, m = 1,...,6, the spin connection of g(M?5). The Killing spinors satisfy two additional
algebraic KSEs. One is associated to the dilatino KSE of massive ITA 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 M®. As a result, they will not be summarised here.

Unlike for warped AdSs backgrounds, the o4+ and 71 Killing spinors are related by a Clifford
algebra operation. In particular, if o4 is a Killing spinor, then I',,04 is a 74 Killing spinor, i.e.
it solves all three Killing spinor equations that the 71 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 M®

The computation of the TCFH of warped AdSy backgrounds is similar to that of warped AdSs
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 bilinears'® on M5, up to Hodge duality, which

10WWe could have considered a more general class of bilinears like for example those that contain either a single
insertion of ', or a single insertion of [y, i.e. (x%,T.x%) and (x%,Tzx3) 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 x’. and x% is
g X+ X+

= <X;7X8i> ’ ~£S - <X;7F11Xft> ) kls - <X;7F1Xft> ei ’

—

rs

kris = <X;7Fzz$F11Xi> ei y wi = <X;7Fijfot> ei /\ej )

,_.[\;)\

. 1 ; ; -
W =5 (s Tgaalnxd) et Ael 78 = o (K Tl nxd) e Aed A et
where again x4 stands for either o4 or 7o. After some computation, the TCFH is

Drfnf:t ::vmf:l:
-1 1 1o = pg 1 L, P
=FA 8mAfi - ESkim - ngqﬂ'i m F 1(*Y)mpki >
,Dif:t ::meﬂ:
1 ]. P ]. ~ pqr ]. °
=FA 0 Af:l: mpk:l: - gympqrﬂ':t + ZX]C:I:m )
F 1 ~ pq 1 o P
Dmk:l:i =Vinkii + ZHmpqﬂ—:t i+ 5(*Y)mpw:|: i
_ 1 1 R 1 -
=+ A 1amA k:ti - *5misf:t + g(*F)mipqw:I:pq + Zszf:t
1 1
+ 5mz(*Y)pqwipq + 5 (*Y) mpwi i F Xwimz )
[mlpl ]
Fl, . - L 1 - pg 1 ~ D
Dmkii :vmkiz + 1(*H)mpq77i P 5 mpW4" g

_ o 1 - par 1 -
=+ A 18mfl k:l:i + 76mi(*H)pq7‘7T:l:pq + 5(*H)[m|pq\7r:|:pqi]

12
1 .. 1 ~ pg 1 ~
- st:tmi + §5minqwi — gL lmlp "
1 1 1
+ 4(*Y)mzf:|: 8 mzpqw:tp + Xémzf:l: )

. . 1 -
D'r}‘r;w:t’ij ::Vmwﬂj + H, mli |p|w:|: i + F mli ]f:l:]] 2(*Y)mp71':|:pij

_ . 1 N 1
=FA 18771"4 W+ij + ﬂ(*s)mi]’pqrﬂ-ipqr + Z(*F)mijpkip

3 3 i
+ 5m[z Tpk? + F[mz’fiyﬁ (XY ) pmp| T+ 45)

+ g5m[i(*Y)|pq|ff =) £ §X Omfikts)

(3.44)

(3.45)

(3.46)

(3.47)

(3.48)

(3.49)
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. . . 1 -
Dty :=Vmtis + Hmfi@2") & 5 F Dmiiipa7"5) F Y ik

_ . 1 o 3 -
=F A lﬁmA W4i5 — §Sdm[zki]} + g(*F)[mi|pq|7Tiqu]
1 | 3
£ 150mli K E) jlpgr T F 50mps (FY ) jpha? F 7 (Y )ik

1 o 1.
+ o Ymijpha? £ 7 X Ttmij

(3.50)

- N 3 o 3 3 .
D] #rijr =VimTaijr T §<*H)m[ijk:tk} - iHm[ijk:I:k] + 5(*F)m[ij|p\w:tpk]

3 .
F 5 Y )it
- 3 o o 1 .
=F A 0 AT F *5m[i(*H)jk]pk‘ip F 2(xH ) jmijksr) F g(*S)mijkpqwipq (3.51)
5 iEin f F 5m[z(*F )iklpa " £ (K ) fmijip| "k

3 . R .
+ §5m[i(*Y)j|p\wipk} + 5(*Y)[miwijk} + ZYmijkf:l: + EX(sm[iW:tjk} )
where D7 is the minimal connection.

Similarly, a basis in the space of form bilinears on M up to Hodge duality, which are

skew-symmetric in the exchange of Killing spinors x’. and x?% is

f;s = <X;7rzfot> 5 ‘]gis = <Xi7rzzF11Xft> )

i

k= (X5, TizaXl) €, kL = (G Tilnxs ) e,

1 ) ) ~ 1 ) : 3.52
wy = 2 (XeTijxi) e’ nel @ = 2 (& TyTuxd) e nel (552
1 o
71-7":‘:5 = g <X;,Fijkxsi> e’ Nel A e’
The associated TCFH is
Dl fy =V it
1 . ) (3.53)
=FA 0 Af:t — Sk:tm F — (*F)mpq,«ﬂipq + 4(*Y)mpk‘:|:p ,
D;ani ::vmfi
. sl . 1 1~ (3.54)
=T A 8mA fi — ZFmpkip + g(*Y)pqﬂ'ipqm + Zinm R
DF ko =V k. lH pg, _ 1 P,
mEi =Vmki; + 4 mpqT+ "4 9 mpW+ g
_ ~ 1 1 1
=F A 1(9mA k:i:i - *Sw:tmi + ééminqwipq - QF[m\Mw:l:pi} (3.55)
1 1
4(*Y)mzf:|: 8 mzpqw:i: :F 4X6mzf:|: s
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. A 1 1 -

Dr ki =Vkei F 3 CH ) mpg e 2 = (6Y ) 027
_ A 1 1
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D) wiiji =ViTyije F 5(*H)m[ijkik] - §Hm[ijk:|:k;} - §Fm[iwijk] - §Ym[ij|p\wﬂ:pk]

_ 3 . . 3
=F A 0 Ani, F §5m[i(*H)jk}pkip F 20xH ) mijhsr) — 15 Omliw£jk) (3.59)

1 A 3 5 3 . 3
F L 6B mijef = S0mpiFjpi @y — 5 Fpmixn) + §5m[ink]pqLUim

= Yimijlp|ws"s) F %%[z (Y )jug fe + é(*X Jmijkpg@+"?
where, again, D7 is the minimal connection.

The domain that the minimal TCFH connection D7 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 x7. and x%. A direct counting of dimensions reveals that
the reduced holonomy of D7 must be contained in GL(64) x GL(64). But as D7 acts trivially
on the scalars f, f, f and f, its reduced holonomy is contained in GL(62) x GL(62).
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3.5 The TCFH of Warped AdS,, n > 5 Backgrounds

3.5.1 Fields and Killing Spinors

The bosonic fields of warped AdS,,, AdS,, x, M9~ n > 5, backgrounds with internal space

M0~ of (massive) ITA backgrounds can be written as follows

g=2e"e” +( +Z )2+ g(M) (3.60)

G=G, H=H, F=F S=me®, &=0,

where g(M'7") is a metric on M7 m is a constant, ® € C°(M0™) F € Q?(M*P0~"),
H € Q3(MY~") and G € Q4(M~"). For sufficiently large n, some of the fluxes may vanish;

for example G vanishes for n > 7. Further,

2
et =du, e =dr—>rdz—2rA"1dA,
¢ o (3.61)
e’ =Adz, e%= Ae*tdz®, e = e’ ydy’

is a pseudo-orthonormal frame on AdS, x, M0~" with (M=) = §;;e'e/, where y are
coordinates on M19~" and (u,r,z,2?%) are the remaining coordinates of the spacetime. As in
previous cases, A € C°°(M197") 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
AdS,, of radius /.

Again the Killing spinors of these backgrounds can be expressed as € = e(u,r, z,2% 04, 71),
where o4 and 7+ depend only on the coordinates of M9~ and T'yoy = Iy = 0 [62].
+)

Furthermore, the gravitino KSE along M9~ requires that Dﬁn X+ = 0 with

D) = vmilA—lamA + lﬁr I+ lSl“m
(3.62)

+ lel""@am)

where V,,,, m = 1,...,10 — n, is the spin connection of g(M'°~") and y.+ stands for either o
Or Ti.

TCFH of warped AdS,, 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 AdSs Backgrounds

A basis in the space of form bilinears'! on M?®, up to Hodge duality, which are symmetric in

the exchange of Killing spinors x’} and x3 is

=0 . =0T - = (G Danm D)
= (X5, Tixg) e, B = (X5 TiayaaXi) €
1

kT:tS = <X:|:’F’L'ZCC112F11X;§|:> ei ) w:ts = 5 <X;aFZ]zx1I2XfI:> ei A ej .

The TCFH is

D) fr =V fs
1

_ 1
=FA 1amA f:l: - ZSk:I:m 8(*F)mpqwztpq + - (*G>mf:|: )

Drfnfi ::vmfi
1 .
=+ A~ 18 Afi Fmpki 4(*G)pwipm s

Dl fi =V /s

1 .
—:FA 18 Af:t mpqwzl: _*Sk:l:m+4Fmpk:l: + - (*G)mf:l:7

1 . 1 °
Dl ke =Vykei F 5 H)mps"s & 5 (G

1 1
=F A_lamA k+; F (*H)[m‘m@ipi] + Eémi(*H)pq@ipq — fém,;Sfi
1

1 < 1
+ 1 -Fif+ £ Z(Smi(*G) k‘ip:I: (*G)[mkiz] ,

(*F)mipifip + 4

,Dr];-;]%:tz ::Vm]%:ti

- A 1 1. 1
=+ A 1amA k:l:i - §Hmipk:|:p - st:tmi + Z(*F)mipk:l:p
1 o 1 R
- Zszf:I: - gGmipqw:tpq )

(3.63)

(3.64)

(3.65)

(3.66)

(3.67)

(3.68)

1 As for warped AdS, backgrounds a more general class of form bilinears can be considered but the choices

below for all AdS,,, n > 5, backgrounds will suffice.
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D ki :=Vokw; + F mpiaPs £ = (*G) Fs

1 o 1
=F A—lamA ky; — meipk;iP — *5mi5 fr— géminqwipq (3.69)
1
+ F[m|p‘wi ] + 4(5ml(*G) kipi (*G)[ k:l:i] y
D] 0sij =Vim@iij F (kH )ppksy) — Fm[iifij]
_ N 3
=FA 10,4 w:l:z’j F Omfs OcH ) jiphs” F 5 (5H ) ik
(3.70)

. 1 1
2Hngfi 55m[ikij] (*F)mljf:t 5 0mliF ke ?
3 o
= Pk = §5m[z‘(*G)j] fet ZGmijpkip ;
where V is the frame connection of g(M?).

A basis in the space of form bilinears on M?, up to Hodge duality, which are skew-symmetric
in the exchange of x" and x* is
= <X;7PZJJ1J}2X§:> 9 I;:szs = <X17P1F11Xi> ei )

1 1 R,
Wi =5 (X Tyxd) efne’ s O = o (X5 TyTuxd) e nel (3.71)

—

d]ris 5 <Xi7 Fz]zx1x2F11Xi> e'A ej .

The TCFH is

,Drﬁf:t ::vmfA:l: ( )
1 1 1 3 3.72
=F A a Af:l: - 4 mpqw:l: 7F 8(*F)mpqw:l:pq + Z(*G)pwipm ,

1 . 1
*(*H)mpw:tpi - 5 mpw:l:pi

Dl ksi =Viky; F 5

_ = 1 . .
=FA 0, Aky; £ Z(Smi(*H)qu:I:pq F (3 H ) mjpw+"s) (3.73)
- 1 pg_ L P 1 ~  Pg
— 1 50tmi + Omilpgw™ — S Fjjpjws"i) — g Gmipgx
F 1 o
meiij ::Vmwﬂj + H mli |p|wi i + Fm[zk:t]} 5 (*G)mwﬂj
kP (3.74)

_ 1
=FA lamAwiij 8(*S)mszqwipq + 4(*F)mzjfi + (5 [ ilp

3 - 1 . 3 .
+ ZF[mik:tj} + §5m[i(*G)\p|w:|:pj] + Z(*G)[mwiij] ;
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Dy]:n‘:}:tij =V + Hm[i\p|w:|:pj] + (*F)m[ﬂp\(j}:tpj]
N 1 = 1 .
=F A 00 ADy; — *stm[ikij] F *5m[i(*F) g’ (3.75)

3
i4(*F)[mz|p\w:t ]j: 6 ( ) f:i:+ sz]pk )

o . ~ N 1
D] wrij :=Vin@iij F cH ) ks F CF)ppip @+ + 5(*G)mu)iz'j

- o - 3 = 1 5
=F A0 Asij F O (xH) jpks” F 5(*H)[m¢kij} + 5 Hmijfx 5.76)
1 1 - 3 - ’
+ g(*S)miquwipq + Zém[i(*F)j]pqw:l:pq F Z(*F)[milplwipﬂ

1 3
£ 5 0mli (KG) piw’ ) £ 7 G pmwaig) -
As the domain of the TCFH minimal connection, D7, factorises on the symmetric and skew-
symmetric form bilinears under the exchange of x} and x% and after taking into account the
details of the action of D7 on the forms, one concludes that the reduced holonomy of D’ is
included in GL(20) x SO(5) x GL(35).
3.5.3 The TCFH of Warped AdSg Backgrounds

A basis in the space of form bilinears on M*, up to Hodge duality, which are symmetric in the

exchange of x'} and x3 is

= <Xria Xsi> ’ fis = <X;7F11Xi> » < sz1x2w3Xft> (3 77)
= <X§:7sz11223F11Xi:>a ris = <X§E,F¢Xi> e’ ) 7":I:S <X:|:7 zzmla:Q:ng:l:> e .
The TCFH is
,Dif:l: ::vmf:t
. 1 1 . (3.78)
=+ A am-’4 f:l: - ZSk:tm + Z(*F)mpk:tp )
D) fe =V fx
. -1 1 . (3.79)
=FA OnA f:t - ZFmpk':l:p + Z(*G)k:tm )
Difi ::vmfi
(3.80)

1
— (*F)mp k‘ip

S
_ -1 _ =
=TFA amAfi 4Skim:|:4
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,Dfnf:t ::vmf:l:
. A T | (3.81)
=7 A 8mA fi — ZFmpki + Z(*G)kim ,
F 1 ;
Dy k+i :=Vmk+i F 5(*H)mk:|:i
1 “ N 1
=FA 0, Aky; F §5mi(*H)pk:tp F (cH) kg — Z(Smisf:t (3.82)
1 A 1 ~ 1 o
F Z(*F)mile: + o Fmife F Z(Smi(*G)f:I: ;
F1 ~ 1
D ki =Vikti F 5(*H)mk:|:i
. 1 1 R
=FA ' 0nAky; F 3 Omi (el )pka? F (XH )by — 7 0miSfx (3.83)

1 1
F —(*F)mif+ + 1

o 1 ~
4 szfi + Z(sz(*G)f )

where V is the spin connection of g(M*?).

A basis in the space of form bilinears on M*, up to Hodge duality, which are skew-symmetric

in the exchange of x’. and % is

B = (¢, DiTnxd) e, k% = ((i Dizormsas T1ix2 ) €
1

w =

S 1 o
5 <X§[;Pz‘in> e'ne, of = 3 <X’;,Fijl“nxi> e'Nnel .

The TCFH is
Fi - 1 : 1 )
Dmkii ::mG:ﬂ + 5(*H)mkii — iFmpwi i

. 1 . .
=7 A*18mA ky; £ §5mi(*H)pkip + (*H)[mkii} . iswimi
1

1 1 -
85minqw:|:pq - iF[m|p\w:tpi] - gGmipqw:I:pq )

+
e o 1 ~ 1 B
Dmkii ::vmk:ti + 5(*H)mk:|:i + 5(*F)mpw:|:pi
- ; 1 - - 1
—FA 9, Aky; + 55% (xH)pk+? + (xH)jnkaq F g(*S)mimwipq
1 N 1 N 1
F gémi(*F)pqwipq + 5(*F)[m|p\wipi] F Z(*G)wimi s
Dy wiij =VmWwiij + Hufilp| @) + Fnfikaj)
— 1 ° 1 ~
=FA 187”14 W+ F Z(*S)mijpk:tp + iém[iFj]pk:I:p

3 ~ 1 o
+ iF[mikij] == 5(*G)6m[ikij] :

(3.84)

(3.85)

(3.86)

(3.87)
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Diiri; =V + Hppippw5) £ 6F) ik
_ - 1 ~ 1 °
=FA 18mA Wiij — 556m[zkﬂ:]] + §5m[i(*F)j}pkiip (3.88)

1 -
~Gmijpks?

3 .
£ 3 OF) ik +

Notice that the minimal TCFH connection, D7, acts on the form bilinears k4 —i—/;:i and k4 —l%i as
a connection gauging a scale symmetry of the type k+k — sil(k‘:l:]%), s € R—{0}. Therefore the
reduced holonomy of the minimal TCFH connection, D7, is included in SO(5) x GL(1) x GL(20).

3.5.4 The TCFH of Warped AdS; Backgrounds

A basis in the space of form bilinears on M3, up to Hodge duality, which are symmetric in the

exchange of x. and x3 is

= <Xri’Xft> ) fi - <Xi7F11Xi> ) fi - <Xi7 Zx7 .. :E4Xi> ) (3 89)
K= (X5, Tixy) €
The TCFH is
Dif:l: ::vmle:
. 1 1 . (3.90)
= :FA 8’r7114f:i: - ZSkﬂ:m + 1(*F)mf:|: )
Dr]r_-zfi ::vmfi
. . 1 (3.91)
= :FA 8mAAf:I: - iFmpk‘ﬂ:p ;
Dr];:@f:l: ::vmf:t
) 1 1 (3.92)
=F A 0 AfL £ 2 (*H)kim:': 4(*F)mfi :
Dik:ti 3:mG:|:i
(3.93)

1 1
=F AilamA kii F 5(5mz(*H)f 5mzsf:|: + szf:l: y

where V is the spin connection of g(M?3).
A basis in the space of form bilinears of M3, up to Hodge duality, which are skew-symmetric

in the exchange of x’. and x is

2 =% Taay oz XL ) k= (X5, Tilix%) e

R A . (3.94)
kris = <X;:Fizx1...w4Xft> ez7 krf = <X;:Fizm1...z4F11Xi> e’ )
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The TCFH is

fonfi ::vmfzi

. .1 - 1. 1 . (3.95)
=+ A a71114 fi =+ 5(*H)kim - Zkim + ZFmpkip 5
. . 1 .
D ki ==V ke F 5(*F)mkii
— 7 ]. o ]_ ~
=F A 0 Aky F 5(*H)5mif:l: F Z(*S)mipk:l:p (3.96)

]_ o ]_ o
+ Eémi(*F)pk:I:p + 5(*F>[mkiz] )

Dl ksi =Vika

1 - 1 . 1 - 1 . (3.97)
=+ A™ 8mA k:l:i - §Hmipk:tp T Z(*S)mipk:tp - Zlef:I: )
. . 1 .
Dl kii =Vypke F 5(*F)mkii
o 1 N 1 o
=F A 0 Aky; — QHmipkip - 155mifi (3.98)

1 ~ 1 ~
+ zémi(*F)pk:I:p + 5(*F)[mkiz] .
As in the previous AdSg case, observe that the the minimal TCFH connection, D7, acts on k+k

like gauging an additional gauge symmetry. Therefore the reduced holonomy of the minimal
TCFH connection, D7, is included in SO(3) x SO(3) x 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,
AdS,, x,, M'~" 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 AdS,, and

an action on the internal space M'9~". The latter can be written as
Sy = _;/ dt d0~7;Dy' 8y’ | (3.99)

where y = y(t, 0) is a worldline superfield, (¢, ) are the worldline coordinates, v is the internal
space metric and D? = i0,. Of course if M9~ is the product of two or more other manifolds,

then the action Sj; factorises further into actions associated to each manifold in the product.
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It turns out that the infinitesimal variation
oyl =ealy, ;. Dyt Dy'm-1 | (3.100)

associated with a m-form o on M~ is a (hidden) symmetry of Sy, if and only if «a is a
(standard) KY form, where € is an infinitesimal parameter. Below we shall present several
examples of ITA 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 ITA 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 AdS; 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 NSbh-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 = ge(AdS3) + g(R*) + g(S®)  H = pdvoly(AdSs) + qdvol(S?) , (3.101)

the dilaton is constant, ® = const, and the rest of the fields are set to zero, where g;(AdSs3)
(g(S%)) and dvoly(AdS3) (dvol(S?)) are the standard metric and associated volume form of AdS3
(83) of radius ¢ (unit radius), respectively, g(R*) is the Euclidean metric of R* and p,q € R.
From here on we shall adopt the same conventions for the AdS,, (S*) metric and volume form in
all the examples below — g(R™) will always denote the Euclidean metric on R™. Note that R*
can be replaced with any Ricci flat manifold, like for example K3, but the choice of R* suffices

for the purpose of this example. Moreover as the warp factor A is constant and the radius £ of
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AdSs3 has been kept arbitrary, so without loss of generality, we have set A = 1. Furthermore,
the radius of S 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, g and ¢ after solving
the field and KSEs on the R* x S? internal space. As the ITA 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 = qdvol(S?) .

To determine the remaining constants ¢ and /¢, one first considers the field equation of the
dilaton &, . )

V20 = —EZQ - 5W2 =0, (3.102)

which implies that ¢> = W? = p?. Next, the Einstein field equations along the S® directions
and the field equation of the warp factor

1

3
RS, = ZZW;Z% = 2005,
9 1 (3.103)
2 _ 2 _
VIOgA__ﬁ—i_iW :0,

respectively yield p> = W2 =4 and £ = 1, i.e. the AdS3 and S® subspaces have the same radius
and p,q = £2.
Turning attention to the KSEs, and focusing for simplicity on those on o4, the dilatino
KSE, AMo, =0, with
A = %ZPH - %WFZFH : (3.104)

gives the condition I'(3)I";04 = —o provided we choose!'? p = ¢, where ['(3) is the product of
the three gamma matrices along the orthonormal directions tangent to the three sphere. The

additional algebraic KSE, , =04 = 0, which can be found in appendix B with

11
R LR (3.105)

[1]

that arises from the integration of the gravitino KSE along the z directions, results in the
condition I'1104 = o4, where we have chosen p = 2. Therefore, we find that o 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 R* shows that the Killing spinors o satisfy the condition
V]ZR40+ = 0 and so do not depend on the coordinates of R*. Furthermore, the gravitino KSE

along S can be written as:

1
V0, + gTalzo =0, (3.106)
where we have made use of the conditions I'3)[';04 = —o4 and I'tyoy = o4. This does not
impose further constraints on 0. Therefore the only conditions on o4 are I'3)['.0y = —0oy

and I'y104 = o4 and so o4 has 4 independent components. A similar analysis of the KSEs on

o_ and 7+ spinors yields another 12 independent Killing spinors and so the solution preserves

12The treatment of p = —q case follows from that of p = ¢ in a straightforward manner.
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1/2 of the supersymmetry as expected. Note that if R* is replaced by K3 or any other 4-
dimensional hyper-Kihler manifold Q* and the orientation of Q* is chosen to be compatible
with the conditions I'3y';04 = —o and I'1104 = o, the solution will again preserve 1/2 of
supersymmetry. The spinors o+ and 71 will be covariantly constant with respect to the spin
connection of the hyper-Kihler metric on X*.

A consequence of (3.106) is that the bilinears

(k)a = <Ug:7ra0'j:> ) (wis)aﬁ = <U:Ti:’roc,30'f|:> ) (W;S)ozﬁw = <U;vraﬁvgi> ) (3.107)
are CCKY forms on S3, while the bilinears

(K)o = (0, Talool) ,  (05)ap = (0, Tapl.ol) |

(3.108)
(ﬁ'?cs)aﬂv = <U§c’raﬁvrzgfﬁ:> )

are KY forms on S3. The latter generate symmetries for spinning particle actions on S3.

An AdS; 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 O-brane is
g = gi(AdSy) + g(5%) + g(R?) + g(RY) , G = dvoly(AdS2) A a +dvol(S?) A3,  (3.109)

with constant dilaton ® and all other remaining fields set to zero, where ¢ is the radius of AdSs
and « and (3 are constant 2-forms on R*.

Assuming that R* = R((e3, e4, e5, €g)), there is an SO(4) transformation such that the form
« can be written as a = pe® A e + ge® A eS. The isotropy group SO(2) x SO(2) of a can then

be used to choose 8 without loss of generality as
B=re*ANe'+se"Nelfae’ne’ +be' nel +cetne’, (3.110)

where all components of o and 3 are constants in R.

The Einstein equations along R* (with the two indices distinct) imply that c¢r = cs = cb =
ca=0. Thus if c #0, r = s = b = a = 0. Then the remaining Einstein equations along R* give
that p = ¢ = 0. Finally, the dilatino KSE for the ansatz (3.109) is

(-;Xu.lﬂ) S (3.111)

and gives ¢ = 0. Therefore all fluxes vanish for this case, so to proceed we take ¢ = 0.
Setting ¢ = 0, the dilatino KSE as well as the gravitino KSE along R* can be written for
the fluxes (3.109) as

( —p+ql + F(2)(—T + 8[1) —aly — b[1[2)77+ =0,

(3.112)
( —p+ qu + F(Q)(_T + Sll) —aly — b11[2)r,u77+ =0, = 3a4a 5a6
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where Iy = I'sss6, Iz = I'(9)l's5, I'(9) is the product of two gamma matrices along orthonormal
directions tangent to S? and we have taken 7, to be constant along R*. Separating the Her-
mitian and anti-Hermitian components of the above equations and using that I1I',, = —T',,I; as

well as the commutation relations of I';, with I3, one finds that 7, s = 0 and

(¢gh +pny =0, (L —a)ny =0, (ala+pnsy=0. (3.113)

These can be solved by restricting 74 to the eigenspaces of I; and Is. In turn, one finds that
»,q,a,b are proportional to each other with proportionality factor of a sign. Therefore in all
cases, a® = b?> = p? = ¢°. A similar analysis holds for the n_ Killing spinors. As each eigenspace
of I and I on either n4 or n— has dimension 4, there are 8 Killing spinors that solve the above
KSEs.

After using that S? has radius 1, the Einstein equation along S? reveals that a> = 1. In
turn the field equation for the warp factor A gives £ = 1. Therefore AdSs and S? have the same
radius. All the remaining field equations are satisfied.

As the gravitino KSE along R? is satisfied, it remains to explore the gravitino KSE along
S2. This can be written as

V0, + gF34Fa77+ ~0. (3.114)

This does not impose any additional conditions on 74 and the same applies for the corresponding
equation on 7n_. Therefore the solution preserves 1/4 of supersymmetry. It follows from this
that the 1- and 2-form bilinears along S? and their duals are either KY or CCKY forms.
There are several KY forms. For example, one can easily show that (ki¥)q = (ni,Tani)
and (k5% = <77f,[, Fal“lgnj’t> 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 R* with any other 4-dimensional

hyper-Kihler manifold Q*. In such a case, X and Y are chosen as
X=p"\, Y =dvol(S*)Ad"\,, (3.115)

where X are the 3 Kihler forms of Q* associated with the hyper-complex structure and p” and
a” are constant 3-vectors. Under a frame SO(4) rotation both p" and a” transform as SO(3)
vectors. Moreover, the field equation for the magnetic component of the 3-form field strength
implies that d,sp"a® = 0, i.e. they are orthogonal. In such a case, there is an SO(4) rotation
such that p"\, = a with p? = ¢% and a"\, = 3 as in (3.110) with 7 = s = ¢ = 0 and a? = b°.
Moreover the relative signs in the equalities p = ¢ and a = 4b should be chosen such that «
and A have the same self-duality properties on Q*. After that the previous analysis on R* 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 S? can be done as for Q* = R*.
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AdSj3 Solutions from Intersecting D2- and D4-branes

An ansatz that includes the near horizon geometry AdS, of a D2- and a D4-brane intersecting

on a l-brane is
g = g0(AdS3) + g(S®) + g(RY) , G = dvoly(AdS3) A o+ dvol(S®) A B, (3.116)

with constant dilaton ® and all other remaining fields set to zero, where £ is the radius of AdSg
and « and (3 are constant 1-forms on R*.

First notice that the field equation for the magnetic component of the NS 3-form implies
that « A § = 0 and so « and 3 are co-linear, i.e. they are proportional and so write § = pa.
Next the dilatino KSE on o4 and the algebraic KSE =04 = 0 imply that

1 1
<F(3)Fz + p) 04 = O , (E + QQ) o4 = 0 y (3117)

where I3 is the product of three gamma matrices along orthonormal tangent directions of S3,
i.e. the Clifford algebra element associated to dvoly(AdSs). The dilaton field equation gives
p = +1 and so a® = B2. Moreover the warp factor field equation yields a? = 4¢~2.

Turning to the Einstein equation along S3, one finds that

3 2
RSy = 72008 - (3.118)
As S has unit radius, one concludes that £ = 1 and so a? = 2 = 4. Therefore AdS3 and S°
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
SS 1
(V5 + 4=l )0 =0, (3.119)

and gives no additional conditions on o4. A similar analysis holds for the remaining Killing
spinors o_ and 7+. 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 S® are either KY or CCKY forms. The former
generate symmetries for spinning probes on $3. In particular k4, «w+ and 7+ are KY forms on
S3.

AdS; 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 0O-brane is

9 = ge(AdS2) + g(5*) + g(R) ,

(3.120)
G = dvoly(AdSy) A X, H = dvoly(AdSy) AW |

with constant dilaton ® and all other remaining fields set to zero, where X and W are a 2-form

and 1-form on R, respectively.
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The field equation for the magnetic part of the 2-form field strength implies that ¢yy X = 0.
The dilaton field equation gives W2 = 1/4 X2 and the warp factor field equations can be
expressed as W2 = (72,

Taking R% = R{(eq, eq, ..., es5)), there is a SO(5) transformation, up to a possible relabelling
of the basis, such that X = Aje! A e+ \ye3 Ae? and A\, A2 € R. Next if either A; or Ay
vanish together with 17X = 0, one can show that the gravitino KSE on 7, along R® becomes
inconsistent. Therefore from now on, we take Ai, A2 # 0 and as iy X = 0, we have W = pe®.
Using this, the dilatino KSE yields

1 1
(2)\1 — 5)\2F1234 —|—pF12F11F5> Ny =0. (3121)
This together with the gravitino KSE along R® imply that

(MNT234 + M)y =0, (pI'2l'ils + A)ny =0 (3.122)

As aresult \2 = \3 = p? = W2

Restricting the Einstein equation along S, which has unit radius, yields A2 = 4. The warp
factor field equation in turn gives ¢ = 1/2. Therefore the AdSy subspace has half the radius of
the internal space S3. It remains to explore the gravitino KSE along S2. This can be rewritten

as
1
(V' + MTiala)n = 0. (3.123)

This does not impose any additional conditions on 7. A similar analysis can be carried out for
the n_ Killing spinors. As a result the solution preserves 1/4 of supersymmetry as a consequence
of the conditions (3.122) on 74 and the analogous conditions on 7_.

There are several form bilinears that one can consider on S 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, ki, *wy and w4 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 symmetries' in heterotic probes prop-
agating on M, where V 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 V 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-algebra?, 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 R®, G x RS,
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 on M, Qj (M), admits

! As the existence of V-covariantly constant forms on a spacetime implies the reduction of the holonomy of V
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, A, and the inner product, A, 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 LAM. Moreover, if L
and M are @—covariantly constant, then L A M and LAM are @—covariantly constant. Thus the
space of all null @—Covariantly constant forms, Q*V(M ), is closed under these two operations.
In fact, Q*V(M ) is a Lie algebra with Lie bracket operation A, which underpins the W-algebra
of holonomy symmetries. As a result, the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries is completely
determined from the Lie algebra Q*V(M )

Therefore, to explore the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries it suffices to determine the Lie
algebra structure of Q*V(M ). For this is useful to first identify the Lie algebra of fundamental
forms, §. For this, first consider the A-closure of a (minimal) collection of null forms on M
whose covariant constancy condition determines the holonomy of the connection V. As K X-
commutes with all other elements of Q*V(M ), it is convenient to exclude K as an element of f.
Then, Q% (M) is generated from f upon taking A-products of the elements of § and including K.
The Lie algebra structure of Q*V(M ) is unravelled after decomposing Q*V(M ) in representations
of f.

After establishing some general results on the Lie algebra structure of Q*V(M ), a more
detailed investigation is ensued on the Lie algebra structure of § and Q*V (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 Q*V(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 A and A on
Q5 (M) and Q*V (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 Q*V(M ). In section 4.3, first we establish some general properties of
the Lie algebra structure on Q*V(M ) and then determine the Lie algebras f and Q*V(M ) for each
of the backgrounds with holonomy group G x R®, 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 group® of the metric
connection, V, with skew-symmetric torsion given by the 3-form field strength H of the theory.
In particular, one has that

. 1

\P. :VHXV+§HVupoa (4.1)

where V is the Levi-Civita connection of g, X is a vector field on M and p,v,p = 0,...,9.
For supersymmetric backgrounds, the holonomy group of Vis 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 x R® with G given by one of the following groups [91, 92]

Spin(7) (1), SU(4) (2), Sp(2) (3), x*Sp(1) (4),

(4.2)
Sp(1) (5), U(1) (6), {1} (8),

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

KANL=ixglL =0, (4.3)

where iy denotes the inner derivation® 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 Q}.(M). One way to describe
the elements of . (M), and so the form bilinears, is to introduce a local pseudo-orthonormal
null co-frame (e~,e™,e’) on the spacetime with e~ = K, i.e. g = 2eTe™ + 5ijeiej. Then the
conditions® K A L = i L = 0 can be solved to yield

1 ) ) 1 L
L= i L_i i,e Ne'"AN---Ne" = 7 Li . e ", (4.4)

i.e. the only non-vanishing components of L are L_;, ;, = L;,. ,, 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
S0O(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.

°In the dual frame (e_, ey, e;) to the co-frame (e, e",e’), the vector field K = e/ 0,..
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Prompted by this, we associate to every L € Q?l(M ) a locally defined ¢-form L on each
open set, Uy, of M such that
1

[Nza = E Lil...ig eil“‘” s (45)

i.e. f/’h...ie = L;,..;,. Note that, unlike L, f/a is not a null form along K as it has non-vanishing
components along directions transverse to the lightcone. The form L = {f/a} is not globally

defined on M. Instead at the intersection, U, N Ug, of two open sets U, and Ug,
Ea = iﬁ +e A Nag , (4.6)

where Na,g = ﬁNil,,”_leil'"”—l. To establish this, we have used that L, = e~ A IN/a =
e A f//g = Lg on U, NUp 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 x R®

are

(07 €3,

B
1 B :
E - 5‘]3/395 - ((th)aﬁ)jejﬁ’ (4.7)

a = (Oaﬁ)ijejﬂ + qéﬂegv

€

+
eOé

e
e

where (O,q) € G x R®, ¢ is the transposed on ¢ and G C SO(8). It is clear from the last
patching condition that L 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 L will be referred to as L is represented by
L or equivalently L represents L.
We shall use the observations we have made above to define two algebraic operations on
Q7 (M). Indeed given L, M € Q7 (M), we define
1

- — A AN — Jj. )
LM =e /\ZLM = (ﬁ— 1)!(m_ 1)! L 11...1471MJ

S e itetm—2
1 U4+m—2 )

(4.8)

LAM=LAM=e ALAM,

where we have used L and M that represent L and M, respectively. Although both operations®
A and A are defined using local data, LAM and L A M are globally defined forms on the
spacetime. Moreover, if L and M are @—covariantly constant, then L A M and LAM are V-
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, Q*V(M ), the vector space spanned by all null along K, V-covariantly
constant forms of a spacetime M. As all such forms have odd degree for the backgrounds
we shall be investigating, Q*V(M ) with bracket operation X 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 Q*V(M ). Therefore, the Lie algebra structure of Q*V(M ) is of interest. Some of
it is easily unravelled. First, le(M ) is spanned by the null 1-form K which commutes with all

SNote that if L, M € Q}, then LAM = L A M = 0.
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the remaining elements of Q*V(M ). In addition, Q%(M ) is spanned by the Hodge dual form F
of K, F = %K. Again E commutes with the rest of the elements of Q*V(M ). Therefore both K
and E are in the centre of Q*V(M)

To further explore the Lie algebra structure of Q*V(M ), one defines the Lie algebra of fun-
damental forms, §, as described in the introduction. f is a Lie subalgebra of Q*V(M ). In the
supersymmetric backgrounds considered here, f is spanned by form bilinears”. In all examples
that we shall investigate, Q’% (M) is generated by § upon taking the A product of elements of f and
including K. Moreover, it turns out that, apart from backgrounds with holonomy Spin(7) x R®
and SU(4) x R8, § is generated by 3-forms. In all such cases, the algebraic structure of Q*V(M ),
and so that of the symmetries of the sigma model, can be unravelled by decomposing Q*V(M )
into irreducible representations of . 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 + 5ijeiej ,
1

o1 1 B
H=H, """+ §H+z‘je+” +oH-ije " +

Hyjpe'*
—de Aet 1 H ..o i 1 H.o0 ik
=de Ae —1—5 —ij€ +§ ijk€”’"
1 »
F=F_je"+ §Fijew )
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 iy H satisfies

ir(igH) :0<:>H+V[M1L ] =0, (4.10)

14
K2 fhet1

for all fundamental forms L of the holonomy group G x R®. Using this and the V-covariantly

constancy of L, one can show that the Lie derivative of L with respect to K vanishes
LrxL=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 ix F' = i F' = 0. Also (4.11) holds for
all L € Q’%(M), i.e. not only for the fundamental forms, provided that i, (ix H) = 0.

"An exception are the backgrounds with holonomy U (1) x RR®; 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 =21, with coordinates (0=, ot 61), into a spacetime M and
Grassmannian odd sections, 1, of a vector bundle S_® X*F over =2I'. Here S_ is the anti-chiral

spinor bundle over 221! and F is a vector bundle over M. An action for these fields [143] is
S——i / d20dg* ((g,w + b)) Dy XMO_XY + z'habzpimzpi’) , (4.12)

where ¢ is a spacetime metric, b is a locally defined 2-form on M, such that H = db is a globally
defined 3-form. In addition, Di =40+ and h is a fibre metric on E,

Dyyp® = Dy + Dy XFQ, 00 (4.13)

where €2 is a connection on E and D, ha, = 0. We shall refer to the part of the action with

couplings h and D as the gauge sector of the theory. Note that
68 = —i / d*cddt (§XH S, + AP S,) (4.14)

where
Sy = =29 V-Dy X" = it* p" Dy X" Fppapy, S* = 2D )", (4.15)

are the field equations, Ay? = §y* + 5X“Q,ﬁb¢3 and F is the curvature of the connection 2
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 g, = 74 Beﬁef, then the action of infinitesimal

spacetime frame rotations will be
(5562‘ = EABG,E , (SngAB = —auKAB + fAC WHCB — WMAC ECB , (4.16)

where £ is the infinitesimal parameter and w 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

0ut® = utpy?,
6uQuab = - uuab + uc Qucb - Quac uy, (417)
duhab = —u ahet, — hacty ,

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 [d¢, dp] = O, 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 6b,, = (dm),.
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 (¢/+1)-form

on the sigma model target space M and consider the infinitesimal transformation

o X" =ap L’y 2D+ XM ... D XM =ar P D X",

4.18
ALWi = 0) ( )

where aj, is the parameter of the transformation, chosen such that 67 X* is even under Grass-
mannian parity. The index L is the multi-index L = A\;... A\, and Dy X = D, X" ... D X",
Such a transformation [136, 137, 93] leaves the action (4.12) invariant provided that

VVL)\l.../\g+1 = 07 FV[)\lLV)\Q.../\g+1] = 07 (419)

ie. L is @—Covariantly constant and i F' = 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 aj, satisfies
O_ay, =0, i.e. that a;, = ar(cT,07).

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 field® X generated by the (¢ + 1)-form L and the (m + 1)-form

M can be written as

60, 600) X% = 61 xm 4 6 xm 4 68 xm (4.20)
with
8 XP = aprap N(L, M)P Ly Dy XM (4.21)
522]3/[)( = ( —mapyDyar(L- M)I/Lz,,uM2 (4.22)
+ E(_l)(£+1)(m+1)aLD+aM(L . M)MLQ’VMQ)D+XVL2M2 s .
and
(3) _ 9 IRV v Lo My
050 X = —2ilm(—1) arrar (L - M) (Lo 04X Y Dy X 12M2 (4.23)
where
(L- M),\LQ,;LMQ = Lp)\[LQMprz] . (4.24)

The multi-index M stands for M = ;i ... u, while the multi-indices Lo and M stand for
Lo =Xy...\pand My = pg ... iy, 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 1 gives rise to a
transformation with Az = 0. So it will not be further investigated.
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tensor can be re-expressed as
Nutagda™ = (= (£ m+ 1) Hiypp L LM gy + 6By (L - M) iy s, ) da™ - (4.25)
in terms of H. The conserved current of a symmetry generated by the (¢ + 1)-form L is
JL = Lyy .oy Dy XHobe1 (4.26)
It can easily be seen that 0—Jp = 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 € Qj.(M). But before we state this, one can prove,
using LxL =0 and ix L = 0, that

[0k,00]X* =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 € Q%(M), LrxL =LgM = 0 and the condition

(4.10), the commutator of two symmetries generated by L and M can be expressed as

[0,0m] = 0k + Oz, (4.28)

with ag = —%DJF(CLLCLMJL;M) and arxy = _(E_f’r!ni%aLaMDJrJK, where LAM 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 ay, aps 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 LAM. As
LiM € Q*V(M) for all L, M € Q*V(M) and iz F = 0, LAM 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 Q*V(M ) with bracket operation X. So to determine
the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries, it remains to identify the Lie algebra Q*V(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 L. Using the
algebraic properties of L, one can demonstrate that LXL = 0. Therefore f=R(L).

Moreover LAL is proportional to E = xK. As K,E are in the centre of Q*V(M ), one
concludes that Q*V(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™,e% e%), a =1,...,4,
on the spacetime. In this co-frame, the metric is expressed as g = 2e"e™ + 25a5eae5 and the

generators of the fundamental forms, other than K = e™, are given by

1 _ ” . —afB
I= ilije Ne = —ib,ze o

1 I ) . -

L= gEiae™ ™ = oo™ preaape (4.29)
1 y ; ) Z, -

Lo = E(L2>i1...z‘4e U4 — —@Eal...o%e 104 g 56@1---0749 ai..qq

Note that the conditions on ix H arising from ijixH = ip,ixH = ir,ixH = 0 in the pseudo-
hermitian co-frame can be written as H % = H o3 = 0.

A straightforward calculation reveals that

IXLy = —4Lo,
I)_\LQ =41, R (430)
_ 31 i 1
LiALy = —5@@‘11‘2@32‘4[@‘5%9 Ht6 — —g 23T

where all the remaining A operations amongst these form vanish. Therefore, closure of the
Lie algebra of the fundamental forms f requires the introduction of a new generator A3I that
commutes with I, L; and Ls. Therefore, A31 is a central generator. In fact, f = ¢(2), where
¢(2) is the central extension of the Euclidean algebra, ¢(2) = s50(2) ©s R?, with I the generator
of 50(2) and L1, Ly the generators of R.

To give an example where the W-algebra of holonomy symmetries is determined from the

Lie algebra f, consider this case with f = ¢(2). Then, the commutators (4.28) read

8
[5], 5[,1] = 5D+(CLLCLMJL2)(5K + Saran D+JK 5L2 ,
8
[61,0L,] = —3D+(aLGMJL1)5K —8aray D4 Jk 0L, , (4.31)

4 /1
[5L175L2] = T5 <7D+(CLLCLMJA3[)5K +aray Dy Jxi 5)\3[> .

with the remaining commutators to vanish. Notice that the structure constants depend on the

currents Jg, Jr,, Jr, and J,s;.
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In addition to the generators of §f and K, Q*V(M ) contains two more generators given by
A2I and A*I. The latter is proportional to E. In fact Ly, Ly and A2I span the space of 5-form
bilinears. Moreover, L1 A L1 and Lo A Lo are proportional to £ and L1 A Lo = 0. It turns out
that A2 and A*I commute amongst themselves as well as with the generators of ¢(2). As a
result, one concludes that Q*V(M) =¢(2) ®R3(K, A%, 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, Q?’V(M) = f and Q7V(M) is the Hodge dual space of f, Q;(M) = *f.

To determine the Lie algebra structure of Qg (M), note that Qg (M) decomposes into (irre-
ducible) representations of f. Clearly f acts on Q% (M) with the adjoint representation. It also

acts with the same representation on Q;(M ) as
LT %M = x(LXM), (4.32)
for any L, M € Q:SV(M ). A calculation also reveals that
LxM =0, (4.33)

for any L € Q5V(M) and M € Q7V(M) So to determine the Lie algebra structure of Q*@(M), it

remains to compute QSV(M)XQE’V(M) and QE’V(M)IQE’V(M) The former will be identified on a

case by case basis. In computing the latter, we shall use the formula
(LAM)X(NAP)=(LAN)AMXP+ (LAP)AM AN

B B (4.34)
+(MXN) XL AP+ (MAP)AXLAN,

where L, M, N, P € Q3V(M ). For the backgrounds examined below, all the elements of Q5V(M )
can be written as the A-product of two elements in Q% (M).
Sp(2)

The Lie algebra of fundamental forms § is spanned by
I = 5(1—1)@'6 , Ix= 5(1—2)@'6 , I3= 5(13)1‘]‘6 . (4.35)

where their components are represented by the usual hypercomplex structure that characterises
Sp(2) in eight dimensions. In particular, f12 = f% = —1gys, [1Io + LI} =0 and Is = I I5. Tt is
clear from this that

LA = —26.6'T; (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 Q*V(M ), define

Lyry =T k- AL, p=1,2,3,4. (4.37)
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Next Q2 (M) = R(Is). As I;5 = I, and
Irllsl.‘.sq = _2q€r(sltl\t|...sq) = 2q€(sl|rtlt|...sq) ) (438)

f=sp(1) = s0(3) acts on QE’V(M ) with the symmetric product of two vector representations of
50(3). This decomposes as Q5V(M ) = Q% @ Q3, where QF is the irreducible symmetric traceless
representation and €} is the trivial representation, which is spanned by the Casimir element
C = 11 + Iso + I33. In fact C commutes with all elements of Q*V(M) and is an element of the
centre, together with K and F.

It remains to compute Q%(M))_\Q% (M). For this, one can use the formula (4.34) to deduce

Irlrz )_\Islsz = _26r181t-[t7’252 - 267152t-[t7"251 - 26r251t-[tr152 - 267‘252t1tr181 (4 39)
= _16(6r151t5r252 + 6r132t5r231 + Grgslt(srlsg + 6T232t(5r151) * Iy ,
where we have used ) )
*I. = IITTT , xl = glssrv r 75 5, (440)
L3 =0,
which lead to )
Irst - g((srsjttt + 67“1&[335 + 5315[7"7"7”) . (441)

This together with the results in the beginning of section 4.3.2 completely determine the Lie
algebra structure of Q*V(M ) and so the commutators (4.28) of the associated holonomy sym-

metries.

x*Sp(1)

In an adapted pseudo-Hermitian co-frame (e™,et,e® e% a = 1,...,4), to the x2Sp(1) x R?

holonomy, the Lie algebra of fundamental forms f is spanned by

1,- 1.
I = §(Ir)ij e, Jp= §(Jr)ij e, (4.42)
which are represented by
I =—iel+e?), L=e?+e?, I=—i(e?—e?), (4.43)
Si=ie® ey, h=eMteM Jy=ile™ e, .

and so I, 15 = —0psLlaxa + €5'1; and J.Js = —0,51axa + €r5'J;. Thus, one has that
I X = =261, J.XJs =—264'Jy, I, XJs=0, (4.44)

and so f = Q?’V(M) = @2%sp(1). To see this, observe that the action of x2Sp(1) on R® can be

seen as two copies of the action of Sp(1) on R* with each copy associated with a hyper-complex
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structure? on R%.
Next define the forms

L= 2% = 2= 0213, M=A2J =20y = A2J5,

Nys=I, AJs, R. =L AM=4%x1., S, =L AJ,=4%J,, (4.45)
1
E=-L .M.
1 A

It can be shown that Q5V(M) = R(L, M, N,s). It turns out that L, M together with K and F
are in the centre of Q*V(M ) while

Ir)_\Nr’s’ = _2€r7"’tht’s’7 JTINT/S/ = _26rs’t/Nr’t’ . (446)

Thus QBV (M) decomposes under the action of f as Q5V(M) = Q3 ®R?(L, M), where 2 spanned
by N, is identified with the traceless symmetric product of two vector representations of so(4) =
®2sp(1).

To specify the Lie algebra structure of Q*V(M ) it remains to determine Q5V(M )IQ%(M ).
As L, M are in the centre of Q*V(M ), a straightforward computation using (4.34) reveals that

Nps ANy g = =207 85 Ry — 2€550" 8y Sy . (4.47)

This together with the results in the beginning of section 4.3.2 completely determine the Lie
algebra structure Q*V(M ) and so the commutators (4.28) of the W-algebra of holonomy sym-

metries.

Sp(1)

In addition to I, and J, (4.42) fundamental forms of holonomy x2Sp(1) x R® backgrounds,
the Lie algebra f of holonomy Sp(1) x R® backgrounds contains the element A which in the

pseudo-hermitian basis of the previous section reads

A=e B re e Bre?, (4.48)

This is one of the additional 3-form bilinears associated with the holonomy SU(2) x R® back-

grounds. Next define
W,=I1,XA=—-J.XA. (4.49)

Then it turns out that f = R(I,, Js, A, W;). The non-vanishing commutators are those already
described for backgrounds with holonomy x2Sp(1) x R® in (4.44) and
LAA=—~J, XA =W,, LXWs=—0,sA— e W,
JIWs = 6,sA — s Wy, AXW, =21, — 2J,, (4.50)
WTXWS == —2€r5t(_[t + Jt) .

°Tt is conventional that if the (holonomy) group Sp(1) is associated with the hyper-complex structure (11, Iz, I3)
on R*, then sp(1) spans the subspace of (1,1)-forms with respect to I on R* which are in addition I;-traceless,
i.e. sp(1) spans the anti-self dual 2-form while the hyper-complex structure the self-dual 2-forms on R?.
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It turns out that § = QQV(M) = 50(5). This is not unexpected. To see this, recall that for
holonomy Sp(2) x R® backgrounds § = sp(1). Note also that sp(2) = s0(5) and sp(2) @ sp(1)
is a maximal subgroup of so(8) = A2R®. So if the invariant 2-forms under sp(2) in A2R® span
the Lie algebra sp(1), then the invariant forms in A?R® under (the holonomy Lie algebra) sp(1)
span s0(5).

To describe the Lie algebra structure of Q*V(M ), one has to determine the representation
of f on Q%(M). For this observe that Q%(M) = R(L,M, A% P,Q, N,s,Y,, Z,), where L, M, N
are defined in (4.45), A2 = A2A, P = %5’”SIT AW, Q = %57"er AWsand Y, = I, A A and
Z, = J, A A. To establish this note the identities

Wr A Ws = (25qupq + AQ)(S’I‘S — Nps — Ngp, Ir AWs = Po,s — ErstY;‘/ )

(4.51)
Jp AWy = Q(s’rs + frstZt 5 A A W, = _GTStht .
It turns out that under the action of so(5), QE’V(M ) decomposes as
OL(M) =07, 03 ® 07, (4.52)

where Q3 is the irreducible representation of s0(5) constructed as the symmetric and traceless
product of two vector representations, Q‘;’ is the vector representation of so(5) and the trivial
representation €23 is spanned by the quadratic Casimir element of so(5). In particular, Q3 =
R(Y, + Z,,P + Q,L — M). Apart from a direct calculation, this result can be established
after decomposing A*R® in (sp(1) @ sp(2)) C so(8) representations. Then Q5V(M) can be
identified with the span of the elements in A*R®, 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 QE’V(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 QE’V(M ) is 20. Nevertheless, the additional elements of Q‘E’V(M ) are V-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 Q*V(M ), it remains to compute Q% (M )XQ%(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()

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) x R® 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 s0(8) = A?R®, is spanned by a complex structure U on R®. The elements of A2R®

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 Q%(M ). But as we have seen f = Q?’V(M ) = u(4) has dimension 16. The additional V-
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 A’R® = s0(6) = su(4).

Similarly, the elements of Q‘E’V(M ) are represented by the (2,2)-forms with respect to U in
ARS8, Although, Q5V(M ) can be decomposed further into irreducible representations of u(4)
with this description of the action of f on Q%(M ) it suffices to specify the Lie algebra structure
of Q’%(M), as the action of u(4) on (2,2)-forms is well known.

Again, Q%(M ) contains more elements than those expected from counting 5-form bilinears.
Indeed, the latter span an at most 21-dimensional space while Q5V(M ) has dimension 36. As
it was mentioned in the previous case, all the elements of QE’V(M ) generate symmetries for the
sigma model action (4.12) and so they should be included in the description.

All elements in Q5V(M ) can be written as linear combinations of the A-product of two
elem(?nts in Q;(M) Ir{deefi as (e7*P;a,8 = 1,2,3,4) is a basis in Q%(M), one has that
e P e 2P = gmPr02B gpap QE’V(M) As a result, one can apply the formula (4.34) to
compute QE’V(M)XQ%(M) One finds that

e 1frafa § g—aiBlabfh _ _<(5a1516—31a252a’1a’25§ _ 5a155e—51a252a’1a’251) — (oo & 041))
_ o _ L 4.53
_ ((551a'1e*a1042f32,310/25§ _ 5510/287011012&@0/1%) — (,32 S Bl)) ) ( )

This completes the description of the Lie algebra structure of Q*V(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 R® holonomy, Q*V(M ) is represented
by the elements of the vector space A*R® including the even and odd degree forms. Keeping
to the spirit of the discussion so far that Q*V(M ) has a Lie algebra structure, we shall restrict
our analysis to the odd-degree V-covariantly constant forms. In particular, the Lie algebra of
fundamental forms f = Q?’V(M) is represented by elements of A?2R8 = 50(8) and so f = s0(8).
The elements of | are spanned by 2-form bilinears.

Furthermore, f = s0(8) acts on QE’V(M ) with the standard representation on A*R®. This is a
reducible representation and decomposes into the sum A*TR® @ AY~R® spanned by the self-dual
and anti-self-dual 4-forms, respectively. Only the former represent 5-form bilinears.

Finally, as all elements of QE’V(M ) can be written as a linear combination of A-products of
two elements in Q% (M), one can apply the formula (4.34) to compute Q‘E’V(M)IQE’V(M) Indeed
as (e7¥;i < j,i,j = 1,...,8) is a basis in QSV(M) and e ¥ A e ¥ = e~k gpan Q%(M), one
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finds that

oM L o= IKY — 4§l | IHIT RV~ _ Slill| ikl 3' = | slilk| ikl ¥ '~ _ glild'| IMIK VT~ (4 54)

This, together with the results in the beginning of section 4.3.2, complete the description of the
Lie algebra structure of Q%dd(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) | x*Sp(1) | Sp(1) | U(1) | {1}
f R ¢(2) | sp(1) | @%sp(1) | s0(5) | u(4) | s0(8)

TABLE 4.1: In the first row, the G subalgebras of holonomy groups G x R® 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 d,, and
da, acting on the fields, where a; and ay are their parameters. Suppose that these symmetries
are anomalous in the quantum theory with anomalies A(a;) and A(ag), respectively. If the
commutator of these two symmetries is [dq;, day] = O[q;,a,], then the Wess-Zumino consistency
condition of the anomalies of these symmetries is d4, A(az) — g, A(a1) = A([a1,az]), where
[a1, az] denotes the parameter of the symmetry generated by the commutator and A([aq,asg))
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 given'? by

A(E) = o [ &8t QY. 0, D1 X"0-X"
r (4.55)
Aw) = - / d*0dfT Q3(Q, u)u D XXV,

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 Q3(w,?) is
determined by the descent equations [152] starting from the 4-form, Py(R) = tr(R(w) A R(w)),

0For applications to string theory, replace i with o/.
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which is proportional to the first Pontryagin form of the spacetime, as

dPy(R) =0, 6,P4(R) = 0 = P4(R) = dQ}(w),

4.56
d0,QY = 0 = 5,Q5(w) = dQ3(f,w), (459

and similarly for Q3(£,u), where R is the curvature of a frame connection w of the spacetime.
The connection w 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 A(a, ) of a holonomy symmetry generated by the @—covariantly constant form
L yield .

Aa,) = % / d?0df™ QY (w, ) 0L X Dy XYO_XP + Ajny(a,), (4.57)

where Q)(w, ) = Q(w) — QY(Q) and §Ainy(a,) = 6uAiny(a,) = 0. At one loop, we set
Ainy(a, ) = 0. Furthermore, checking the consistency condition between two holonomy anoma-

lies'! generated by the @—covariantly constant forms L and M, one finds that

SrA(a,,) — SpAla,) = ZT/d2ad9+Qg(w,Q)Wp[éL,(sM]X“mX”aXP
ik (4.58)
+0 / A?0d0T Py(R, F)po 01, XH6m X" D4y XPO_X
where Py(R, F') = Py(R) — P4(F). The anomaly consistency conditions require that d;A(a,,) —
ImA(a,) =A(la,,a,,]), where here
Ala,,a,,]) = % / d?ed0t Q3(w, Q) wpldr, o) X* Dy XV O_X* (4.59)
with [0, 0p] X* 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 A(a, ) anomaly is consistent with any other holonomy anomaly A(a,,)
provided that ix Py(R,F) = 0. Indeed ixPy(F) = 0 as ixF = 0. Therefore, it remains to
choose the frame connection w of the spacetime such that ix Py(R) = 0. Such a connection can
always be found. For example, one can choose the frame connection V whose torsion is —H.
Then, the result follows from the restriction of the holonomy of V to be a subgroup of G x R®
and the Bianchi identity RW”M = RPU,W for dH = 0.

Assuming that the connection w is chosen such that ix Py(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

ix Py(R, F) = 0 and the requirement that forms L and M are null along K. This can be verified

11t turns out that the above consistency condition is more general. If the anomaly of two transformations &
and d2 is given as in (4.57), then their mutual consistency condition will be given as in (4.58) with §; = 61 and
oar = d2.
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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 ix Py(R, F) = 0 on Py(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 L", such that L” is

covariantly constant with respect to a connection Vv’ that has torsion
h
H" = H — —Q5(w,2) + O(1?), (4.60)
T

and i, F" = 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 d7, to be a symmetry of the action. Clearly, the new transformation 6;» 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 L" 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 Il transformation in the terminology of [144]. In either case, the
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consistency condition is
P(w, Q) uiplo| L LMY 3y = 0, (4.61)

This is satisfied provided that the spacetime frame connection w is chosen such that ix P(w, Q) =

0. There always exists such a connection in sigma model perturbation theory.
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Chapter 5

Conclusions

In chapter 2, we presented the TCFH of type ITA 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 I 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 ITA 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 ITA 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 x R®. We demonstrated that the W-algebra, which depends on G x R8, is completely
determined by a Lie algebra structure on the space of @—covariantly constant forms, Q*V(M ),
which are null along a null vector field K. The Lie algebra bracket on Q’% (M) is a generalisation
of that of the inner derivations on forms. Moreover, we determined the Lie algebra structure of
Q*V(M) for each holonomy group G x R® 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,
5. (M), including those of even degree. The bracket will again be given by X. Of course Q- (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 Q*V(M ). This is relevant in the
investigation of holonomy symmetries of sigma models on heterotic supersymmetric backgrounds
with holonomy R®, as 048 (M) includes forms of both even and odd degree. Notice that Q*V(M )
contains a sub-superalgebra (21@ (M) & QQV(M ) Q%(M ), which can be seen as an extension of
50(8) = Q%(M ) with new Grassmannian odd generators R® = QQV(M ) and central generator
R(K) = le(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
A.

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 Q*V(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 e and coordiantes =M. A p-form,
w € QP(M) is defined as:
1 1
w = —'le_,,Mpda:Ml A AdaMe = —'wAlmApeAl A Aetr (A.1)
p p:

We take the Hodge duality operation to be:

1 Pi..P,

(W) M, = 2;!cupl...Ppt‘ YA M, (A.2)
where the orientation is taken to be €g15.. (,—1) = —1 for Lorentzian signature and €13, =1 for
Riemannian signature manifolds.

The exterior derivative is given by
1 M M,
dw = jaleMQ‘_,MpHda: LA AdgMett (A.3)
p!

The adjoint of the exterior derivative (co-derivative) is

dw = (—1)Pep—1 xd *w, (A4)

where €, 1 := (—1)P("P) 9% Therefore, in local coordinates, one has
p det g| ’ )

(dw) Mty = (0 + 1Ot Wity ] > (00) M.ty = =M wWriagy. - (A.5)

The inner derivation ix of a p-form w with respect to a vector field X is

1

AL AL Ap—1 A.
p=1) e A Ne (A.6)

B
X wpa,..A

IxW 1= _—

In general, the inner derivation of a [-form ® with respect to a vector (k — 1)-form & is

1

i€® = €A% = G,

€NL1..AL,€,1q)NLk...LkH,Qdﬂ?Ll A Adaleri-z, (A.7)

We shall use both notations i¢ and {A to denote the inner derivation at convenience.
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Given the form w we can define a Clifford algebra element, ¢
(7[; — lemNpFNl---Np , (AS)
where I'M are the Dirac gamma matrices. One can also define

by = wMNl...Np_ITNl"'N”’1 . (A.9)
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Appendix B

Type ITA Warped AdS Backgrounds

In chapter 3 (massive) ITA 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 AdS; Backgrounds

The geometry of warped AdSs x,, M8 (massive) ITA backgrounds can be described by the near

horizon geometry of extremal black holes. In this description the bosonic sector takes the form:

g:2e+e_+g(M8)
G=e"Ne  AX+Y, H=e"Ne A\W+Z (B.1)
F=Ne"he +P, S=85 &=07,

where g is the metric, ® € C°(M?) is the dilaton field and N € C®°(M®), W € QY(M?),
X, P e Q2(M®), Z € Q3(M8) and Y € Q*M?®) are fluxes localised on the internal space.
S € C°(M?) is the scalar field of massive ITA supergravity with S = e¢®m, where m is a

constant that is non-zero in massive IIA and vanishes in standard ITA supergravity. Further,
+ - L o i i 1,
e" =du, e =dr+rh-— 5" Adu, €'=¢'jdy (B.2)

is a null pseudo-orthonormal frame of AdSg x,, M8, where h = A~'dA with A = =242, Here
(u,r) are the coordinates of AdSs and y are the coordinates of M®. A is the warp factor and is

a function of only the coordinates of M?® and ¢ is the radius of AdS,. Moreover,
g(M®) = §;je'e (B.3)

is the metric on M®, 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 AdS,
backgrounds are a special case of the supersymmetric ITA 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 ITA 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, €.

To construct the solution one first decomposes € along the lightcone directions as:
€e=¢€y +e_, (B.4)
subject to the lightcone projection conditions:
Fier =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 e+ and as such these spinors each carry 16
degrees of freedom when counted over the reals.

After integrating along the AdSs directions, it can be shown that €1 are constructed from

a linear combination of spinors of the internal space M?:

e+ =14 +ul'yO_n- (B.6)
e =n-+rI-O4(ny +ul1O_1-),

where 7+ depend only on the coordinates of M® and O+ is a Clifford algebra element constructed

from the fluxes of the background. Where ©4 is given by

Oy = —EA”&A FI W - iFn(ﬁN + P) - i(ilzx +Y) - s, (B.7)
2 16 8- 4! 8
As spinors on M, 1. are sections of the spin(8) bundle on M?® associated with the 16 dimen-
sional Majorana representation.
The above summarises the solution along the AdSs directions; what remains are the inde-
pendent equations along the M?® directions. It can be shown that the gravitino Killing spinor

equations of massive ITA supergravity on warped AdS; x,, M® along the M? directions are:
DHn. = 0. (B.8)

This can be seen as a parallel transport equation for the supercovariant connection D&) on

M?8. The supercovariant connection is given by:

1 1 1 1
D{Fne = Vine 54 YO Ans F Te X Dmne + g Y T + S STne
| B.9)
1 1 1 1 (
+T'11 <:F4Wm77:|: + meUﬁ: + gNanj: - mPani> )

where V is the Levi-Civita connection induced on the spinor bundle of M8,
The Killing spinors 74 satisfy the gravitino Killing spinor equation on M?, (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 x,, M” (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=2e"e” 4+ A%d2? + g(M")
G=Ae " Ne ANdzAX+Y, H=AWe" ANe Adz+Z (B.10)
F=F S=85 &=90

where g is the metric, ® € C°°(M7) is the dilaton field and W € C®(M7), X € Q' (M7), F ¢
Q2(M7), Z € Q3(M7) and Y € Q*(MT7) are fluxes localised on the internal space. S € C*°(M")

P

is the scalar field of massive ITA supergravity with S = e®m, where m is a constant that is

non-zero in massive ITA and vanishes in standard IIA supergravity. Further,

et =du, e =dr+rh, € =e¢';dy’
9 (B.11)

A =0, }w:—zdz—2A4dA
is a null pseudo-orthonormal frame of AdS3 x,, M". 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 ¢ is the radius of AdSs;. Moreover,
g = ;e 12
M7) = §;e'el B

is the metric on M7,

Analysis of the Bianchi identities reveals that either S = 0 or W = 0. Therefore, there
are two distinct I[IA AdSs3 supergravity backgrounds to consider. The first is a standard ITA
supergravity background where the H flux has a non-vanishing component on AdS3 and the
second is a massive ITA supergravity background where the H flux is localised on M7,

The solutions to the Killing spinor equations of massive ITA supergravity on warped AdSs
are described in [62] and are constructed similarly to the AdSs case. Here we provide a brief
overview of these solutions.

As before, one first decomposes € along the lightcone directions as:
€=¢€y +e_, (B.13)
subject to the lightcone projection conditions:
Iier =0. (B.14)

As in the AdSs 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 AdSs
direction, z, one finds:

Ny =0t +et i, (B.15)
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where the spinors o4, 71 are subject to an additional algebraic constraint (separate from the

dilatino Killing spinor equations):
Eioy =0, STy = :Fg_lTi, (B.16)

where

1

1 1 1 1 1 1
2£+§$AFZiEAMH31—gASFZ—EEAFFJHyfﬂEAYTZ¢§AXZ (B.17)

[1]

+ =+

As spinors on M7, o4 and 74 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 AdSs directions:
e=oy+e it +o_+eir. — (WA Lo — P AT e TIT Ty (B.18)

The above summarises the solution along the AdSs directions; what remains are the independent
equations along the M7 directions. It can be shown that the gravitino Killing spinor equations

of massive ITA supergravity on warped AdSs x,, M7 along the M directions are:

where y+ € {ox,7+}. As before, this can be seen as a parallel transport equation for the

supercovariant connection D) on M7. The supercovariant connection is given by:

1 1 1
DFE) vt = Vxa iiA_lamA X+ + meFHXi + gSFmXi
(B.20)

1 1 1
—FT,, I —YT + - XT
+ 16F ml11xX+ + 192Y mX=+ SX 2m X+

where V is the Levi-Civita connection induced on the spinor bundle of M.

B.3 Warped AdS, Backgrounds

As in the previous cases, the bosonic sector of warped AdSy x,, M% (massive) IIA backgrounds

can be expressed in the near horizon geometry as follows:

g=2ete” + A%(d2? + 2*/'dx?) + g(MO)
G=e'A’X et Ne" AdzAdz+Y (B.21)
H=H F=F S=8 &=9

where ® € C*°(M?9) is the dilaton field and X € C®°(MS), F ¢ Q*(M®), H € Q3>(M) and
Y € Q*MS) are fluxes localised on the internal space. S € C°°(M?5) is the scalar field of

massive ITA supergravity with S = e®m, where m is a constant that is non-zero in massive ITA
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and vanishes in standard ITA supergravity. Further,

et =du, e =dr+rh, € =e¢'dy’
9 (B.22)
A=0, h=->dz—24"1d4

14
is a null pseudo-orthonormal frame of AdSy x,, MS. Here (u,r, z,x) are the coordinates of AdS,
and y are the coordinates of MY. A is the warp factor and is a function of only the coordinates
of M6 and ¢ is the radius of AdSs. Moreover,

g(M®) = §;;e'e (B.23)

is the metric on MS.
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:

e=o04 — 0 alpmy + € i1y +0_ +el (- — E‘lml“zza,)

. (B.24)
— 0 WwAT T o — AT e IT Ty,
where the spinors o4, 74 are subject to an additional algebraic constraint:
=104+ =0, E4Ty = :FﬁflT:t, (B.25)
where
2, = o + 1&41“ 1ASF L AFT.T 1 AYT 1AXF (B.26)
SET T Tl e T T g T g A e g AR e ‘

As spinors on M®, o4 and 74 are sections of the spin(6) bundle on M® associated with the
(reducible) 16 dimensional Majorana representation.

The above summarises the solution along the AdS, directions; what remains are the inde-
pendent equations along the MY directions. It can be shown that the gravitino Killing spinor

equations of massive ITA supergravity on warped AdSy x,, M° along the M® directions are:
DF i =0 (B.27)

where xt+ € {o1,7+}. As before, this can be seen as a parallel transport equation for the

supercovariant connection D& on M. The supercovariant connection is given by:

1 1 1
,D%)X:I: = VmX+ iiAilamA X+ + gHmFIIX:I: + gsrmxi
(B.28)

1 1 1
—¥FT,,I' —YT - XT
+16F ml11x+ + 192Y mX+ + 3 zzm X+

where V,, is the Levi-Civita (spin) connection on M®.
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B.4 Warped AdS,, n > 5 Backgrounds

As for all previous cases, the bosonic sector of warped AdS,, x, M'°~" n > 5 (massive) ITA

backgrounds can be expressed in the near horizon geometry as follows:

n—3

g= 2e+e— +A2 d22 +€2z/é (d$a)2 _|_g(M10—n)
2 (B.29)

a=1

G=G, H=H, F=F S=85 &=0

where g is the metric, ® € C°°(M'97") is the dilaton field and F € Q?(M10="), H € Q3(M10—n)
and G € QM=) are fluxes localised on the internal space. S € C*°(M'~") is the scalar

®m, where m is a constant that is non-zero in

field of massive ITA supergravity with S = e
massive ITA and vanishes in standard IIA supergravity. For sufficiently large n, some of the

fluxes vanish; for example G vanishes for n > 7. Further,

et =du, e =dr+rh, € =e';dy’
9 (B.30)
A=0, h= —Zdz —247dA

is a null pseudo-orthonormal frame of AdS,, x,, M9~ Here (u,r, z,2%) are the coordinates of
AdS, and y are the coordinates of M19~". A is the warp factor and is a function of only the

coordinates of M'~" and / is the radius of AdS,. Moreover,
g(M™™) = §;e'e’ (B.31)

is the metric on M10—",
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 z°

yields:
n—3 n—3
e=o, — 071 Z 20,74 +e t1 +0_ +et (T_ —r! Z xafaza_>
a=1 a=1 (B32)
— WA o_ — 0 AT eI Ty
where the spinors o4, 74+ are subject to an additional algebraic constraint:
Eioy =0, 4Ty = :|:£_17-i’ (B.33)
where
= = o +1&?AF Lasr 1AFFF ! A@GT (B.34)
SET g TP e At T g T g A e ‘

As spinors on M197" o and 7. are sections of the spin(10—n) bundle on M9~ associated

with the (reducible) 16 dimensional Majorana representation.
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The above summarises the solution along the AdS, directions; what remains are the inde-
pendent equations along the M 19" directions. It can be shown that the gravitino Killing spinor
equations of massive ITA supergravity on warped AdS,, x.,, M'0~" along the M'°~" directions

are:
DFE) it =0 (B.35)

where xy+ € {ox,7+}. As before, this can be seen as a parallel transport equation for the

supercovariant connection D& on M19~". The supercovariant connection is given by:

1 1 1
D i = Vinxa iiA’li?mA X+ + gHmFHX:I: + gSPmXﬁ:
(B.36)

1 1
—FT,. I —0T
+ 16F ml1x+ + 192$ mX4

where V,, is the Levi-Civita (spin) connection on M0~".
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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 ITA fundamental string are

T= (X))
S=h7z (", %) (€0 — %) + hz (AT, N (¥ + ) |
=h" %( " A% + (A", n°) Je” Ae® + %hié( — (", DA%y + (A", Tym®) e Ael |
7= %h 3 (", Tim®) (e —e’) Ae' Nl + %h_% (A", T\ (e° +e’) Ae' el
"= %h %( (", T A*) + (N, Tym®) e ne® Ae' e (C.1)
+ l,h_%( — (1", TieeX®) + (A", Tijren®) Je' Aed neP net
T = Ih_; (", Tieen®) (e” —e®) Ael Nel Aef Aef
+ Ihfé (A" TineX®) (e® +e’) Aef nel neP nel
where 4,5, k, 0 = 1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9 are the transverse directions of the string and (e, e’ e’) is
a pseudo-orthonormal frame of the fundamental string metric (2.39), i.e g = —(e%)% + (%)% +

>, (€%)2. The remaining form bilinears &, k, @, 7, C and 7 can be obtained from the expressions

above upon setting A\° to —\%.

C.1.2 NS5-brane

A direct computation using (2.60) reveals that the form bilinears of NS5-brane are

k™ =2(Re <771T, Fan15>D + Re <n2T, Fa772S>D ) e, (C.2)
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2(Re <7717"

2(Re <771T, Fa)\25>D
2(Im (™", Fa772S>D
21 (7, TaN%),

+ + +

,Tan®) 4+ Re (™, Tan™®)
— Re (¥, TyA)
 m <T,2T7Fanls>D
—Im <7727“’ FCL)\18>D

e? A e?

e® A e

)
)e“/\e4
)
)

e’ Ne’ |

- }(Re <771T7 Pabc7715>D + Re <772r, Fabc772r> )ea A eb A e

3

— 2Re <171T r )\15>D (e® net

—e8/\e A e

+ 2Re (n*",T )\23>D enet+edne)net

{
— 2Im <771 Lont >
+ 2Im <7]2 Fan >D
— 2Im <771 r )\15>D
+ 2Im <77 r )\28>D
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where a,b,c =0,1,2,5,6,7 are the worldvolume directions, €s4g9 = 1 and (e?, e”,

e ned —|—e A e’

e/\e

C
(
(e* Neb
(
C

(n
{

27” > )ec‘/\eb/\ec/\e3

("

< 772T Fabc)\15> ) e’ A e’ AefA et
(0", Tapen®) ) — Im (0", Tapen'®) ) ) €* A€’ Nef N e®
("

Im <172T, Fabc)\ls>D ) e’ Nel Net A€,

—efrel)netnel nef

(Re <n1r Fal adnls> + Re <n2r

Re (1%, TapcA?) , (e* net +e® Ne?) ne? e’ nef

0" Tapen™) , (@3 N e+ et ned) net nel Ae

—e*rne)netnel net

—etred)netnel nel

ene+etne®)reneb nef

,Fal._,a5n23>D) e A ...

as
ne |

(C.4)

(C.5)

,e”)is a

pseudo-orthonormal frame for the NS5-brane metric (2.42). The remaining form bilinears &, k,

w, T, Q: and 7 bilinears can be constructed from those above upon replacing both 1?* and A%

with —n?* and —\?*, respectively.
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C.2 Form Bilinears of ITA D-branes

C.2.1 DO-brane

Using the expression for the Killing spinors of the DO-brane (2.68), one finds that the non-

vanishing from bilinears of the solution are

G = —2h71 (%), KT =2n71 () € (C.7)

k7S = —2h77 (i ,T1up®) € + 2075 (1, Tar®) € (C.8)

W' = —2h"% (", Tun®) e Ae® + 2071 (" i) e ne' (C.9)

O = —9p~1 (", T;T11n°) € Ne — hoi (", Tyn’ye Nel (C.10)

7 =2h73 (i, TiT1n®) e® Ae® Ael + b (i, Tyn®)e® el nel | (C.11)

A7 = <R3 (o Ty Tun®) € Ael Aed + %hii (" Tijn®) €' A el net (C.12)

| o
"= —h71 (", Ty;Tun®) e ne’ Ne' Nel + ghfi " Tin®) e®net nel nef | (C.13)

~ 1 . ) 2 ) )
&re = —gh*i (" Tyrlnn) €@ Ael Aed Aek — Eh*i " Tiaai®) € A Aeit, (C.14)

1 S
T = gh*i (", Tiixl1n®) e Ae’ nel Ael nef
2,1, s\ 10 A i i (C15)
+Eh 4<777Fz‘1...i477>e /\el/\”'/\e47

where 7,7,k = 1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9 and (e°, €%, e’) is a pseudo-orthonormal frame of the DO-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
o’ = 2h_iRe<nr,17$>D , k"= 2h_iRe<17T,I‘an5>D e, (C.16)

kTS = —2h"iRe(n”, T A*) p et + 20 3Im (", 1°) , € — 2h~3Im(n", T A*) pe® . (C.17)

W' = —2h~iRe(n", Ts\®) pet A €® — 2h 4 Im(n", n°) pet A €

+2h_%Im<77r, T5\%) pe® A e + h_%Re(nr, Tupn®) e’ Ae’ (19
S —2h_iRe<nr, T\ pe Aet + Qh_ilmmT, Tun®) pe® A e’ (C.19)
R A m(y, TaT 1 A®) pe? A e? | '
e = —2h_iRe<77T, Lo IsA%) e A et ne’ — 2h_i1m<nr, Lon®) pe* A et ne’ (©.20)
.20

1
+2h_%1m<777“7 Far5)\S>Dea Aed A e’ + gh_iRe<nra I‘abc"7S>Dea A e’ ne,
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A —2h_iRe(nT, n*)pet ne® Aed — h_iReh]r, Tupl110°) pe A el A el (C.21)
+h_%1m(nr, Tupn®) pe” Ae Ae® — h_%Im(nT, Topl112*) pe® Ael Ae? .

("= —h_iRe@yT, CoplsA%) pe A e’ Aet e’ — h‘hm(nT, Capn®) pe A e’ nelhe’
1 b 5 9 1 1 b d (C'22)

+h71Im(n", Lep'sA%) pe® Ne” Ne’ Ne” + Eh_ZRemr, LCapean®) pe® A€’ Ne“ Ne?

~ 1

= —Qh_iRemT, Tun®)pe” Net ned ne — gh_%RemT, Capcl112%) pe® Ael Ae Ael

1 1
+§h_ilm<77", Copen®) pe* A N - gh_%lm(n’“, Copel'11A%) pe A e’ re‘ne’,

(C.23)
1
e gh—%Rew, CopclsA) pe? AeP Aed net Aed
1
_ fh—ilm@”, LCapen®) pe* A e’ nenetne’
3 (C.24)

1

+ §h_i1m<77ra FachS)\s>Dea A e’ AeS Ae’ A e
2

+ ghfiRe@f’Fal_..a5n8>Dea1 Ao ne®

where a,b,c = 0,1,2,3,6,7,8 and (e?, e, e* e”) 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

o' = h’i(— " AN+ (N, ), kTS = h*i(— (", T T A®) + (W, TiTan®)) e, (C.25)

K = B (7, n°) + (W, 0%)) €0+ hTa (= (%) + (A7, A%)) €7 (.26
+ RTINS + (VL)) el ’
1
h™ 1 . . 1
rs _ T ) S r S 7 7 - T o\S r 8 0 5
w 2 ( <777P2j>‘>+<A7FZ]77 >)e /\e +h 4(<7]7)‘>+<)‘77]>)e /\e (027)

FRTE(( ) — (AT @ Al BT n%) + (AT, A7) el Ae®
& == h7H (O Tlun’) + (W, TiTuX) e A’
+ A5 (" DiTun®) — (A, DTiAY)) e A e® (C.28)
- h_%((nr,DFn)\S) + (A D)) el Ael

=

hoa(— (" A°) + (A, %)) e’ ne’ nel
-
+ =5 (7 Tagn) + (V. D)) € + (= (o Dyn®) + (V7 Tp\)) (C.29)
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N

-
-
.
.

N

+ 3l (= (", Tijp 1) + (N Tilin®)) e Aed Aed
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NI

_|_

where i,j, k = 2,3,4,6,7,8,9 and (e, e!,e’) 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
" = 2h~iRe (", T1in™) ) + 2k~ 5Re (A, TA) (C.34)

k™ = 2073 (Re (7, Tan'*) 5 + Re (A, T A1) ) e | (C.35)

k% = 2075 (Re (", Tiun') ) — Re (A, T A1) ) €?

+2h7 3 (—Re (', T11A%) )+ Re (A7, T11n) ) e

— 207 (Re (0", TuA) ) + Re (A7, T11n'*) ) &3 (C.36)
+ 2073 (—Im (9, T A )+ Im (A7, T1in'*) ) €8

+ 2073 (<Im ("7, T A%) )+ Im (A7, T ) e
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where €a3g49 = 1, a,b,c = 0,5,1,6,7, 7,5,k = 2,3,4,8,9 and (e?,e) is a pseudo-orthonormal
frame of the metric (2.31) for p = 4.

C.2.5 DS8-brane

Using the Killing spinors (2.106), the non-vanishing form bilinears of D8-brane are as follows
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where o/, b/, ¢ = 1,6,2,7,3,8,4,9 and (e% e’) is a pseudo-orthonormal frame of the D8-brane
metric (2.31) for p = 8.
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