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Abstract: We discuss the geometry and topology of the complete, non-compact,
Ricci-flat Stenzel metric, on the tangent bundle of S"*!. We obtain explicit results for
all the metrics, and show how they can be obtained from first-order equations derivable
from a superpotential. We then provide an explicit construction for the harmonic self-
dual (p, g)-forms in the middle dimension p 4+ g = (n + 1) for the Stenzel metrics in
2(n+1) dimensions. Only the (p, p)-forms are L?-normalisable, while for ( p, q)-forms
the degree of divergence grows with | p — g|. We also construct a set of Ricci-flat metrics
whose level surfaces are U (1) bundles over a product of N Einstein-Kihler manifolds,
and we construct examples of harmonic forms there. As an application, we construct new
examples of deformed supersymmetric non-singular M2-branes with such 8-dimension-
al transverse Ricci-flat spaces. We show explicitly that the fractional D3-branes on the
6-dimensional Stenzel metric found by Klebanov and Strassler is supported by a pure
(2, 1)-form, and thus it is supersymmetric, while the example of Pando Zayas-Tseytlin
is supported by a mixture of (1, 2) and (2, 1) forms. We comment on the implications
for the corresponding dual field theories of our resolved brane solutions.
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1. Introduction

Fractional D3-branes have been extensively studied recently, since they can provide su-
pergravity solutions that are dual to four-dimensional N = 1 super-Yang-Mills theories
in the infra-red regime [1-8]. The idea is that by turning on fluxes for the R-R and NS-NS
3-form fields of the type IIB supergravity, in addition to the usual flux for the self-dual
5-form that supports the ordinary D3-brane, a deformed solution can be found that is free
of the usual small-distance singular behaviour on the D3-brane horizon. This is achieved
by first replacing the usual flat 6-metric transverse to the D3-brane by a non-compact
Ricci-flat Kihler metric. It can then be shown that if there exists a suitable harmonic
3-form G, satisfying a complex self-duality condition, then the type IIB equations of
motion are satisfied if the R-R and NS-NS fields are set equal to the real and imagi-
nary parts of the harmonic 3-form, with the usual harmonic function H of the D3-brane
solution now satisfying the modified equation L1 H = —%mz |G |2 in the transverse
space. A key feature of the type IIB equations that allows such a solution to arise is that
there is a Chern-Simons or “transgression” modification in the Bianchi identity for the
self-dual 5-form, bilinear in the R-R and NS-NS 3-forms.

The construction can be extended to encompass other examples of p-brane solutions,
and in [6] a variety of such cases were analysed. These included heterotic 5-branes, dy-
onic strings, M2-branes, D2-branes, D4-branes and type IIA and type IIB strings. The
case of M2-branes was also discussed in [9]. In all these cases, the ability to con-
struct deformed solutions depends again upon the existence of certain Chern-Simons
or transgression terms in Bianchi identities or equations of motion. The additional field
strength contribution that modifies the standard p-brane configuration then comes from
an appropriate harmonic form in the transverse space. One again replaces the usual flat
transverse space by a more general complete non-compact Ricci-flat manifold. In order
to get deformed solutions that are still supersymmetric, a necessary condition on this
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manifold is that it must have an appropriate special holonomy that admits the existence
of covariantly-constant spinors.

One can easily establish that if the harmonic form is L2-normalisable, then it is possi-
ble to choose integration constants in such a way that the deformed solution is completely
non-singular [6]. In particular, it can be arranged that the horizon is completely elimi-
nated, with the metric instead smoothly approaching a regular “endpoint” at small radial
distances. At large distances, the metric then has the same type of asymptotic structure as
in the undeformed case, with a well-defined ADM mass per unit spatial world-volume.
If, on the other hand, the harmonic form in the transverse manifold is not L2-normali-
sable, then the deformed solution will suffer from some kind of pathology. Usually, one
chooses a harmonic form that is at least square-integrable in the small-radius regime,
and this can be sufficient to allow a solution which gives a useful infra-red description
of the dual super-Yang-Mills theory.

If the harmonic form fails to be square-integrable at large radius, then this will
lead to some degree of pathology in the asymptotic structure of the deformed solu-
tion in that region. For example, the deformed KS D3-brane solution [2] is based on a
non-normalisable harmonic 3-form in the six-dimensional Ricci-flat Kéhler transverse
space, for which the integral of |G )|* diverges as the logarithm of the proper dis-
tance at large radius. This leads to a deformed D3-brane metric that is complete and
everywhere non-singular, and for which the harmonic function H has the asymptotic
structure

2
1
HNCO+Q+m—40gp (1.1)
0

at large proper distance p. Although the metric is still asymptotic to dx* dx,, + dsg,
where dsc2 is the metric on the six-dimensional Ricci-flat conifold, the effect of the
deformation involving the logarithm is that the associated ADM mass per unit 3-vol-
ume is no longer well-defined. This is because the effect of the log p term in H is
to cause a slower fall-off at infinity than the normal p—* dependence that picks up a
finite and non-zero ADM contribution.! This change in the asymptotic structure im-
plies that the solution may not admit an AdSs region, even when the constant cp in
(1.1) goes to zero in a decoupling limit. Of course this feature is itself of great interest,
since it is associated with a breaking of conformal symmetry in the dual field theory
picture.

One might wonder whether there could be some other Ricci-flat Kéhler 6-manifold for
which an L?-normalisable harmonic 3-form might exist. In fact rather general arguments
establish that this is not possible, at least for the case where the 6-metric is asymptoti-
cally of the form of a cone, and the middle homology is one-dimensional.? On the other
hand, L2-normalisable harmonic forms can exist in non-compact Ricci-flat manifolds in
other dimensions, and indeed some examples of fully resolved p-brane solutions based
on such harmonic forms were obtained in [6]. We shall obtain further examples in this
paper, using Ricci-flat Kéhler 8-manifolds to obtain smooth deformed M2-branes. Since
the ADM mass is then well-defined, the asymptotic structure correspondingly may still
allow an approach to AdS, if the constant term in the metric function H goes to zero,
implying that the dual field theory will still be a conformal one (three-dimensional in
the case of M2-branes).

1 For practical purposes, the ADM mass measured relative to the fiducial metric dx* dx, + dsC2 isa
certain constant times the limit of p° 9 H /dp as p goes to infinity.
2 We are grateful to Nigel Hitchin for extensive discussions on this point.
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In this paper, we explore some of these questions in greater detail. To begin, in Sect. 2,
we study the class of complete non-compact Ricci-flat Kihler manifolds whose metrics
were constructed by Stenzel [10]. These are asymptotically conical, with level surfaces
that are described by the coset space SO (n + 2)/S O (n), and they have real dimension
d = 2n + 2. The n = 1 example is the Eguchi-Hanson instanton [11], and the n = 2
example is the six-dimensional “deformed conifold” found by Candelas and de la Ossa
[13]. It is this example that is used in the fractional D3-brane KS solution in [2]. In Sect.
2.1 we describe the geometry and topology of the general Stenzel manifolds, and then
in Sect. 2.2 we carry out detailed calculations of the curvature, and show how Ricci-
flat solutions can be obtained from a system of first-order equations derivable from a
superpotential. In subsequent subsections we then obtain the explicit Ricci-flat Sten-
zel metrics and their Kihler forms, and then we derive integrability conditions for the
covariantly-constant spinors.

In Sect. 3 we obtain explicit results for harmonic forms in the middle dimension,
that is to say, for harmonic (n + 1)-forms in the 2(n 4 1)-dimensional Stenzel metrics.’
More precisely, we construct harmonic (p, g)-forms for all integers p and ¢ satisfying
p+¢q =n+ 1, where p and ¢ count the number of holomorphic and antiholomorphic
indices. We show that these are L2-normalisable if and only if p = ¢, which can, of
course, occur only in dimensions d = 4p.

In Sect. 4, we make use of some of these results in order to construct deformed
p-brane solutions. Specifically, we first review the fractional D3-brane solution of [2].
Our results on harmonic forms allow us to give an explicit proof that their solution
has a harmonic 3-form of type (2, 1), which therefore ensures supersymmetry. We then
construct a smooth deformed M2-brane, using the L2-normalisable (2, 2)-form in the
8-dimensional Stenzel metric. This is also supersymmetric.

In Sect. 5 we construct another class of complete non-compact Ricci-flat Kéhler man-
ifolds. These are again of the form of resolved cones, but in this case the level surfaces
are themselves U (1) bundles over the product of N Einstein-Kahler manifolds. Typical
examples would be to take the base space to be M = ]_[fvzl CP™, for an arbitrary set
of integers m;. In fact the requirements of regularity of the metric mean that one of the
factors in the base space M must be a complex projective space, but the others might
be other Einstein-Kihler manifolds. Topologically, the total space is a C* bundle over
the remaining Einstein-Kihler factors.* Having obtained general results for Ricci-flat
Kihler metrics in all the cases, we present some more detailed explicit formulae for
three 8-dimensional examples, corresponding to taking the base space to be §2 x CP?,
CP? x 52 and $2 x §2 x §2. We also discuss some well-known examples corresponding
to complex line bundles over CP™.

In Sect. 6 we make use of our results for these Ricci-flat metrics, to obtain further
examples of deformed p-brane solutions. We begin by considering the case where the
base space is M = $2 x §2 (i.e. m1 = mo = 1), meaning that the level surfaces are the
5-dimensional space known as T or Q(1, 1), which is a U (1) bundle over $? x §2.
Topologically, the 6-dimensional manifold is a C2 bundle over CP!. Its Ricci-flat metric
is present in [13], and it was discussed recently in [5], where it was used to provide
an alternative resolution of the D3-brane. We construct the self-dual harmonic 3-form
that was used in [5] in a complex basis, and by this means demonstrate that it contains

3 Nigel Hitchin has informed us that Daryl Noyce has independently constructed the unique harmonic
form in the middle dimension in the 4 N-dimensional Stenzel manifolds.

4 There are certain topological restrictions on the possible choices for the other Einstein-Kihler factors
in the base space. For a detailed discussion, see [12].
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both (2, 1) and (1, 2) pieces. This implies that the resolved D3-brane solution of [5] is
not supersymmetric [6]. We also construct L2-normalisable harmonic 4-forms of type
(2,2) in the 8-dimensional examples based on 52 x CP? and §% x §% x $2, and then
use these in order to construct additional deformed M2-branes, which are supersym-
metric. A further smooth deformed M2-brane example, which is non-supersymmetric,
results from taking the 8-dimensional transverse space to be the complex line bundle
over CP3. We also include a discussion of a fifth completely smooth deformed M2-brane,
which was obtained previously in [6]. This solution uses an 8-manifold of exceptional
Spin(7) holonomy rather than a Ricci-flat Kdhler manifold. We give a simple proof of
its supersymmetry.
The paper ends with conclusions and discussions in Sect. 7.

2. Stenzel Metrics

In this section we shall construct a sequence of complete non-singular Ricci-flat Kéhler
metrics, one for each even dimension, on the co-tangent bundle of the (n 4 1) sphere
T*S" ! Restricted to the base space §7t1 the metric coincides with the standard round
sphere metric. The sequence, which begins with the Eguchi-Hanson metric for n = 1,
was first constructed in generality by Stenzel [10] following a method discussed in [14].
The case n = 2 was originally given, in rather different guise, by Candelas and de la
Ossa [13] as a “deformation” of the conifold. The isometry group of these metrics is
SO (n +2), acting in the obvious way on 7*S"*!. The principal (i.e. generic) orbits are
of co-dimension one, corresponding to the coset SO (n 4 2) /SO (n). There is a degen-
erate orbit (i.e. a generalized “bolt”) corresponding to the zero section, i.e. to the base
space $"T! = SO(n+2)/SO(n+ 1). It is therefore possible to obtain the ordinary dif-
ferential equations satisfied by the metric functions using coset techniques, and this we
shall do shortly. Before doing so, however, we wish to make some comments about the
geometry and topology of the metrics, which are intended to illuminate the subsequent
calculations.

2.1. Geometrical and topological considerations. Any Kihler metric is necessarily
symplectic, and in the present case the symplectic structure coincides with the standard
symplectic structure on 7*S"+!. The sphere §"*! is thus automatically a Lagrangian
sub-manifold. In other words the Kihler form restricted to the (n + 1)-sphere vanishes.
The complex structure on T*S"*! is however non-obvious, and arises from the fact that
we may view T*S"*! as a complex quadric in C"*2,

Z(l ch — a2’ (2.1)

wherea = 1,2, ...,n + 2. Setting

sinh (/p? p?
z% = cosh <,/pb pb> x*+i M Pas (2.2)

~/ Pb Pb

one obtains x = a? and p, x? = 0. These are the equations defining a point x” lying
on an (n + 1)-sphere of radius a in E"*!, and a cotangent vector pj. Note that as the
radius a is sent to zero we obtain the conifold, which makes contact with the work of
Candelas and de la Ossa [13].

b b
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The strategy of Stenzel [10] is now to assume that the Kéhler potential K depends
only on the quantity

T =2"2% = cosh(2{/pp pp). (2.3)

From this it is clear that the principal orbits of the isometry group correspond to the sur-
faces of constant energy H = % pb pp on the phase space T*S"+1 The stabliser of each
point on the orbit consists of rotations leaving fixed a point on §”*! and a tangent vector
Py The transitivity of the action is equally obvious. Thus ,/p,, pp, or some function of
it, it will serve as a radial variable.

In fact the level sets H = constant can be viewed as circle bundles over the Grass-
mannian SO(n + 2)/(SO(n) x SO(2)). To see why, recall that the Hamiltonian H
generates the geodesic flow on T*S"*!. Each such geodesic is a great circle consisting
of the intersection of a two-plane through the origin of E"*2 with the (n + 1)-sphere.
The circle factor in the denominator of the coset corresponds to the fact that geodesics
or great circles are the orbits of a circle subgroup of the isometry group SO (n + 2) of
the (n + 1)-sphere.

Thus the circle fibre of the circle bundle is an orbit of the isometry group of the
Ricci-flat Kihler metric. In terms of Kihler geometry, the quotient of 7*S"*! by the
circle action corresponds to the Marsden-Weinstein or symplectic quotient, and gives at
each radius a homogeneous Kihler metric of two less dimensions.

At large distances the Stenzel metric tends to a Ricci-flat cone over the Einstein-
Sasaski manifold SO (n +2)/S O (n). At small radius the orbits collapse to the zero-sec-
tion of 7*S"*+!. Thus it is clear that the (n + 1)-sphere ¥ € H,1(T*S"*!) provides
the only interesting homology cycle, and it is in the middle dimension. In the case that
n is odd, its self-intersection number X - ¥ € Z is, depending upon orientation conven-
tion, 2, while if n is even its self-intersection number vanishes. This is equivalent to the
statement that the Euler characteristic of the even-dimensional spheres is 2, while for the
odd-dimensional spheres it vanishes. To see this equivalence, recall that the topology of
the co-tangent bundle is the same as that of the tangent bundle. Now the Euler character-
istic of any closed orientable manifold is given by the number of intersections, suitably
counted, of the zero section with any other section of its tangent bundle. In other words
it is the number of zeros, suitably counted, of a vector field on the manifold.

We shall see that these facts have consequences for the cohomology. In the case of a
closed (2n + 2)-manifold M (i.e. compact, without boundary), one may use Poincaré
duality to see that if « and § are closed middle-dimensional (n + 1)-forms representing
elements of H"T1(M), then the cup product & U 8 is an integer-valued bilinear form
on H"T1(M) given by

/ anp. 2.4)
M

The cup product is symmetric or skew-symmetric depending upon whether n is odd or
even respectively. Thus if n is even,

/ aAna=0. (2.5)
M

Moreover, the Hodge duality operator  acts on H"+1 (M), and

wx = (— 1)L, (2.6)
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Thus if n is odd, H" (M) decomposes into real self-dual or anti-self dual (n + 1)
forms. Any such closed form must necessarily be harmonic, and its L? norm will be
proportional to the self-intersection number. The total number of linearly-independent
harmonic middle-dimensional forms will depend only on the topology of the closed
manifold M.

If n is even, we can find a complex basis of self-dual harmonic forms in L2, but there
is no relation between their normalisability and the integral in (2.4).

Our manifolds are non-compact, and the situation is therefore more complicated and
we must proceed with caution. The usual one-to-one correspondence between harmonic
forms and geometric cycles may break down. One generally expects at least as many
L? harmonic forms as topology requires, but there may be more (cf. [15]). It is still
true that L2 harmonic forms must be closed and co-closed [16]. However, the notion of
exactness must be modified since we are interested in whether closed forms in L? are
the exterior derivatives of forms of one lower degree which are also in L2. For example,
the Taub-NUT metric admits an exact harmonic two-form in L2, but it is the exterior
derivative of a Killing 1-form which is not in L.

In the present case, if n is odd it seems reasonable to expect at least one harmonic
form in the middle dimension, which is Poincaré dual to the (n + 1)-sphere. Because
the Stenzel metric behaves like a cone near infinity, all the Killing vectors are of linear
growth. It follows [17] that any harmonic form must be invariant under the action of the
isometry group. In the case of the Taub-NUT and Schwarzschild metrics, this observa-
tion permits the complete determination of the L? cohomology [17, 18]. We shall obtain
an L? harmonic form in the middle dimension for all the Stenzel manifolds with odd 7.

We obtain a general explicit construction of harmonic (p, g)-forms in all the Stenzel
manifolds, where p + ¢ = n + 1. These middle-dimension harmonic forms include
(p, p) forms when 7 is odd, and these are the L>-normalisable examples mentioned
above. All the others are non-normalisable, with a “degree of non-normalisability” that
increases with | p — ¢| at fixed p + ¢g. In particular, this accords with the expectation that
if n is even we should not find any harmonic form in L2

2.2. Detailed calculations. Let L 4 p be the left-invariant 1-forms on the group manifold
SO (n + 2). These satisfy

dLap =Lac ANLcp. (2.7)

We consider the SO (n) subgroup, by splitting the index as A = (1,2,7). The L;; are
the left-invariant 1-forms for the SO (n) subgroup. We make the following definitions:

o, =1Ly, 0; =Ly, v=L;. 2.8)
These are the 1-forms in the coset SO (n + 2)/S O (n). We have
do’l'=l)/\5'i—‘rLij/\Uj, d&i=—V/\o,»+L,-j/\&j, dv = —o; A0,
dL,‘j=Lik/\ij—O‘i/\O'j—5'i/\5’j. (2.9)

5 Nigel Hitchin and Tamas Hausel have both pointed out to us that results of Atiyah, Patodi and Singer
on asyptotically cylindrical manifolds [19] and some propeties of Kihler manifolds used in [17] can be
extended to asymptotically conical metrics, and they imply that the L? cohomology is toplogical, i.e.
isomorphic to the compactly-supported cohomolgy in ordinary cohomolgy. The results reported here are
consistent with those theorems. We thank them for helpful communications.
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Note that the 1-forms L;; lie outside the coset, and so one finds that they do not appear
eventually in the expressions for the curvature (see also [20]).

We now consider the metric
ds? = dt* + a*of + b* 57 + 2?2, (2.10)

where a, b and ¢ are functions of the radial coordinate ¢, and then we define the vielbeins

& =dr, e =ao;, e =bs;, e()zcv. (2.11)
Calculating the spin connection, we find
a i b l~ C 6
C!)()i=—;€, a)017=—56‘, w06=—ze ,
o =Be', oz =-Ad, w;=Cs, (2.12)
wij = —Lij, w7 = —Lij,
where a dot means d/dt, and
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
— b — b* —c* — —a-—b
Azu’ Bzﬁ, CZM_ (2.13)
2abc 2abc 2abc

From this, we obtain the curvature 2-forms

i a Cb B¢\ §
Qpp=——ene —|—+—+—)e rne,
a bc b c
b (b Ca A&\
@ng——eo/\e’+<—+—a+—c)eO/\e’,

b a

é 0 0
O =——¢€ ANe +

.2 - ~
0= (L dne (L _B2)dne 2.14)
T N b2 ’ '
E )

1 p%\ ;o .
®l~]~—<b2 ﬁ>el/\ef+(—2—A2 e Nel |
i ol GO kR 0
©;=ABe nel ——e nel ——bjje ne + | C+— ) dije ne”,
ac 0 i Bb 0 i
O =—|—+AC+— e ne + B—i——b e Ne',
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This implies that the Ricci tensor is diagonal, and that its vielbein components are
given by

Ry=—"————- ,
00 a b c
¢ aé bé  (@-0H)r-c*
Ryp=—-—n|—+— 2p2 2 ’
c ac bc 2a° b> ¢
a 1 a*\ nab a¢  a*—B*—c?)?
R:—=|_= -Dl=-—=Z)= - 7 2.15
Y [a+(n )<a2 a2> ab ac 2202 ] @15
X 8ij

R b‘+( 1) 1 b2 nab bé bt — (a2 —c?)? 5
= —— n — _— = —= _—_—— — _— ii
ij b B2 b2 ab bc 2a2 b2 2 "

Defining a = e%, b = ¢P, ¢ = ¢, and introducing the new coordinate 1 by
a" b" ¢ dn = dt, we find that the Ricci-flat equations can be derived from the Lagrangian
L =T —V, where

2 2
T =o'y +8y +naf+30— D"+ 301", 016
V= }t(ab)z'“2 (@ +b*+c*—2a°b* —2na*? —2mb> ),

where a prime means d /dn, together with the constraint that the Hamiltonian vanishes,
T 4+ V = 0. (Note that the Hamiltonian comes from the Gy component of the Einstein
tensor.) _ A _
Writing the Lagrangian as L = %gij (do' /dn) (da’ /dn) —V,where o' = (a, B, ),
we find that the potential can be written in terms of a superpotential, as
Vel i;j OW oW 2.17)
T 728 Gad Yo '
with
W=1@by '@ +b+c%. (2.18)

It follows that the Lagrangian can be written, after dropping a total derivative, as
da! ; da’ ;
L=1lgj(—=xs*aw)(——=xgtaw]), 2.19
3 8ij < dn 8 Ok ) ( dn 8 o¢ ( )

where 3; W = dW/da’. This implies that the second-order equations for Ricci-flatness
are satisfied if the first-order equations da' /dn = Fg'/ 9; W are satisfied. Thus we arrive
at the first-order equations

& =S PV (& 4B — ™),
g = %e—a—ﬂ—y (€% + &% — 2Py, (2.20)
y=dne PV (& e — o),

where the dot again denotes the radial derivative d /dt. Note that in terms of the quantities
defined in (2.13), these equations take the simple form

a+A=0, B+B=0, y+nC=0. (2.21)
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If we now make use of the first-order Ricci-flat conditions (2.20) in the expressions
(2.14) for the curvature 2-forms, we find that they can be simplified to

7 . < b s =
@()i:—c—l (eo/\e’—eo/\el), @ng—l—) (eo/\el—i-eo/\el),
a
.. - 1. - 1 -2 . . . .
(*306:—E <eo/\eo—|——e’/\e’> , @ij=<—2—a—2> (e’/\e/—i—e’/\e-’),
c n a a
1 b2 . s
®;; = (ﬁ_b_z) (e’Ae]—i—e’/\ef),
()“—AB<JAej—8Aef+%8~JAeg (2.22)
ij= 0 0 .
c S R
—<2AB+n C) <eo/\eo—‘r—€k/\€k)3ij,
ab n
7 ¢ Bb - .
®(~)i=—(£+AC+—) (eOAe’—i—eOAe’),
ac ac
bC ACl () T 0 .
H67=_<E+BC+E) (e ANel —e /\el>.

2.3. Covariantly-constant spinors. Since the Stenzel metrics are Kihler, it follows that
if they are Ricci flat then there should be two covariantly-constant spinors 7. The integ-
rability condition is

Rapea T4n =0. (2.23)

From the expressions for the curvature that we obtained in (2.22), we can then read off
that the covariantly-constant spinors must satisfy

(Toi —=Tg))n =0, (2.24)

and itis easy to check that all the integrability conditions are satisfied if (2.24) is satisfied.
It is useful to note that one can directly read off from (2.22) other consequent results
(which can also be derived from (2.24)), such as I';; n = —TI*; -

The covariant-constancy condition Dn = dn + %wab Iy = 0 itself is now eas-
ily solved. From (2.12), and using the first-order equations (2.21) and the integrability
relations (2.24), we find that 1 simply satisfies d = 0. In other words, in the frame
we are using the covariantly constant spinors have constant components, and satisfy the
projection conditions (2.24). In fact we can reverse the logic, and derive the first-order
equations (2.21) by requiring the existence of a covariantly-constant spinor 1 subject
to the additional assumption that 1 has constant components. Equation (2.24) is then a
further consequence. Moreover, the 2-form

nTapn (2.25)

is covariantly constant and may be normalised so that it squares to —1; in other words,
it gives us the Kéhler form.
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2.4. Kdhler form. From now on, we define a new radial coordinate r related to ¢ by
dt = hdr, where h can be chosen for convenience, and a prime will mean a derivative
with respect to r. Thus the metric is now written as

ds®> = W2 dr* + d* o? +b* 62 + 202, (2.26)

and the vielbein is

=1

& =hdr, éd=ao;, e =ba;, d=cv. (2.27)
It is easy to see that the Kéhler form mentioned above is given by
J:—eOAe()—i—ei/\e’T:—hcdr/\v—}—aboi/\&i. (2.28)

The closure of J follows from (a b) = h ¢, which can be seen from the first-order equa-
tions (2.20). Further checking, using the spin connection (2.12), shows that J is indeed
covariantly constant. Again, the logic could be reversed, and by requiring the existence
of a covariantly-constant 2-form that squares to —1, one could derive the first-order
equations (2.21).

From this, it follows that we can introduce a holomorphic tangent-space basis of
complex 1-forms €“ as follows:

O=—e4ied, e =é+ie. (2.29)

In terms of this, we have that the K#hler form is
J=1erneEl, (2.30)

and so it is manifestly of type (1, 1) (one barred, one unbarred, complex index).

By looking at how other forms are expressed in terms of the complex holomorphic
basis €%, we can see how they decompose into type (p, ¢) pieces, where p and g count
the number of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic basis 1-forms in each term.

2.5. Explicit solutions for Ricci-flat Stenzel metrics. Here, we shall construct the ex-
plicit solutions to the first-order equations (2.20), for arbitrary n. This gives the class
of Ricci-flat metrics on complete non-compact manifolds of dimension d = 2n + 2, as
constructed by Stenzel. Starting from (2.20), and changing to the new radial coordinate
r related to t by dt = hdr, we first make the coordinate gauge choice 7 = c. The
first-order equations then give

o' — B’ = —2sinh(a — B), o + B = e @Y
"t in@ + B 2.31)
Yy +an (@ + p’) =n cosh(e — B).

The first equation gives ¢*~# = coth r, the third gives ¢**# = k ¢=2¥/" sinh 2r, where

k is a constant, and then the second can be solved explicitly for y. It is advantageous to
introduce a function R(r), defined by

R(r) = f r(sinh 2u)" du . (2.32)
0
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Choosing k = (n + 1)~!/" without loss of generality, the solution is then given by

a® = e*® = RV cothr,
p? =2 = RYO+D anhr (2.33)
1

== = — R~/ (sinh 2r)"
n

with the Ricci-flat metric taking the form
ds* =t dr* + v 4 a’ o + b7 57 (2.34)

The integral (2.32) can be evaluated in general, in terms of a hypergeometric function:

n

2
R= - (sinh 1)+ 5 Fy [%(1 +m), (1 =n), 13 +n); —sinhzr] . (235)

For each n the result is expressible in relatively simple terms; for the first few values of
n one has

=1: R=sinh’r,
n=2: R:%(sinh4r—4r),
n=3: R= %(2+cosh2r) sinh* r (2.36)

n=4: R= & (24r —8sinh4r +sinh 8r),
n=5: R=2%(19+ 18cosh2r + 3cosh4r) sinh®r,
n==6: R:ﬁ(—l20r+45sinh4r—9sinh8r+sinh12r).

Note that when n is odd, one can always change to a new radial variable z = sinhr in
terms of which the metric can be written using rational functions.
It is evident from (2.35) that at small » we shall have

2}1

o P (2.37)

~

and consequently, the metric near r = 0 takes the form

on N\ V@t
ds? ~ ( ) [dﬂ NI - i v2] . (2.38)
n+1 ! !

Thus the radial coordinate runs from r = 0, where the metric approaches R"+1 x §"+!
with an §"*1 “bolt.” to the asymptotic region at r = oo. Note that the S"*! bolt at
r = 0 is a Lagrangian submanifold; in other words, the Kidhler form (2.28) vanishes

when restricted to it.

When n = 1, the 4-dimensional metric is the Eguchi-Hanson instanton [11]. When
n = 2, the 6-dimensional metric is the “deformed” conifold solution found by Candelas
and de la Ossa [13]. For arbitrary n, the solutions were first obtained by Stenzel [10].
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3. Harmonic Forms

3.1. Harmonic (p, q)-forms in 2(p + q) dimensions. Here, we present a general con-
struction of harmonic forms in the “middle dimension,” namely (n + 1)-forms in the
2(n + 1)-dimensional Stenzel manifolds. These can be further refined as (p, ¢) forms
where p and g denote the numbers of holomorphic and antiholomorphic indices on the
form,and p +qg =n+ 1.

We begin by making the following ansatz for the (p, ¢) harmonic form:

— = U= Zig—1 J1 J
Gy = [1€iig1jijy € NETAN - NETIANET N NP
AL et 3 ip—1 A glt el
+fze”,.‘,p7m...jqe ANETA- NPT AEN AN ANE, 3.1

where f1 and f> are functions of r. It is easy to see that the epsilon tensors cause each
term in each sum to be a product of complex vielbeins in distinct subspaces each of
complex dimension one,® and from this it follows that the Hodge dual is given by

*G(p,q) = ipiq G(p,q) . (32)

Since G, ,) is an eigenstate under *, it follows that the condition for harmonicity reduces
todG,, =0.

It is useful first to note that from the expressions for the vielbeins in the Stenzel
metrics, we can rewrite (3.1), up to an irrelevant constant factor, as

Gy = f1 €irevigrjiojy dr +iV) ARV Ao ARSI ARIUA o AR
t 2 €ireiyrjrojy (AT — V) AR A AR AR A AR (3.3)
where

h' = o; coshr +16; sinhr . (3.4)

It is easy also to verify that
dh' = L(tanhr + cothr) (dr —iv) AR’ + (tanhr — cothr) (dr —iv) Ah'. (3.5)
Imposing dG, ,) = 0, we now find that the functions f; and f> satisfy the equations
fi+fr+2(p fi+q f2) cothr =0,

(3.6)
fi=Ff+2p fi—q fo) tanhr = 0.
These equations can be solved in terms of hypergeometric functions, to give
fi=e1q2Fi [3p, 3@+ 1, 5(p+ )+ 15 ~(sinh 20)?
ez (sinh 2r) P70 Fy [0 = p), —1g. 1= S(p + @) —Gsinh 2n)?]
3.7

fo=—c1p2Fi [%q, 3(p+1).3(p+q)+ 1; —(sinh 2r)2]
ez (sinh21) P75 F1 [ 11— ), =4 p. 1 = J(p + @3 —(sinh 207 ],

where c1 and ¢, are arbitrary constants. Note that for any specific choice of the inte-
gers p and g these expressions reduce to elementary functions of , so the occurrence of
hypergeometric functions here is just an artefact of writing formulae valid for all p and g.

6 There are no factors such as e! Aé! , for example. This also shows that these (p, ¢)-forms are entirely
perpendicular to the Kihler form J = 5 €¥ A &,
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3.2. L*-normalisable harmonic (p, p)-forms in 4p dimensions. In the special case
where p = ¢, the above construction gives an harmonic (p, p)-form in the middle
dimension of a Stenzel manifold of dimension 4p. In this case, we find that with ¢,
taken to be zero, the functions f1 and f> in (3.7) become

pPcl

|=—f=——, (3.8)
/ ! (coshr)2p
and so the harmonic (p, p)-form G, ,, is given by
_; . . . __0/\_1.1/\.../\—1.’,_]/\ j]/\..'/\ j[)
(p.p) — (COSh r)zl’ 611...,1,7”1,__]1) € € é ¢ .
1 _ . . |
i . . . . 0 1] ip_1 ~j1 _j
WGZI'“QFUI‘"}PG ANETN--NePTEANEN N NEIT
(3.9

(after scaling out an irrelevant constant factor.) It therefore has magnitude given by

constant

= oo 7 (3.10)

2
|G(p,p)|

Since the 2(n+-1)-dimensional Stenzel metric has /g = nlﬁ (sinh2r)",andn =2p—1
here, it follows that this harmonic form is L2-normalisable (see footnote 2).

One can also express this normalisable harmonic form in terms of the original real
vielbein basis. Doing so, we find

Gop =
m' 6 : . T s

§ :— e WA oA @BHUA A o A el2m—2

X I:ell"'12s+l/l”']2)7172s e NeN ANe=TENem N AN b

0, i iom— j j
iz s jijay1 € NET A AETTE N e A eﬁHl] )

(3.11)

where m is defined by n = 2m + 1 = 2p — 1. In fact another way to obtain the middle-
dimension harmonic form when # is odd is to write down an ansatz of the form (3.11),
with a different function of » for each term in the sum, and then impose closure. This
leads to a recursive system of first-order differential equations for the functions, whose
only solution giving an L? harmonic form is (3.11).

3.3. Non-normalisable harmonic (p, q)-forms. We saw above that the special case of
a harmonic (p, p)-form in a Stenzel manifold of dimension 4p yields the simple ex-
pression (3.9) for an L2-normalisable form. It is not hard to see that for any case other
than p = ¢, the construction in Sect. 3.1 always gives harmonic (p, g)-forms that are
not L?-normalisable. A divergence in the integral of |G, |*> at r = 0 is avoided if
the constant c¢; in (3.7) is chosen to be zero, but the integral diverges at large r unless
p = g (which can only occur in dimensions that are a multiple of 4, since in general
the dimension is 2(p + ¢)). In fact the degree of divergence becomes larger as |p — ¢g|
becomes larger.
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It follows from the above discussion that the “most nearly normalisable” harmonic
(p, g¢)-form in a Stenzel manifold of dimension 4N + 2 will be for the case (p, g) =
(N+1, N) (orits complex conjugate). One then finds that with c; = 0 the term involving
f>» dominates at large r, and that

1

2
|G(N+1.N)| ~

Since we have ,/g = (sinh 2r)"/(n+1), and n = 2N here, it follows that the harmonic
(N + 1, N)-form is marginally not L? normalisable, and the integral of |G(2N+1)|2
diverges as the logarithm of the proper distance, at large radius.

Our findings for (p, g) middle-dimension harmonic forms, and especially, the fact
that only in dimensions 4N can there exist L? harmonic forms, are consistent with the
general discussion in Sect. 2.1.

3.4. Canonical form, and special Lagrangian submanifold. 1f we take g = 0, implying
that p = n + 1 in the 2(n + 1)-dimensional Stenzel manifold, then with ¢c; = 0 we
see from (3.7) that f} vanishes, while f> becomes a constant. This gives the so-called
canonical form, of type (n + 1, 0):

G(,,H‘o):eo/\él/\“-/\én. (313)

It is easily verified that this is covariantly constant. From (3.3) and (3.4) we see that it
restricts to

—1VAOI A Aoy (3.14)

on the S"*! bolt at » = 0. Thus %(G ) restricted to the bolt vanishes. We have already
seen that the Kihler form vanishes on the bolt, and so it follows that the bolt is a Special
Lagrangian Submanifold. Hence it is a calibrated submanifold, and volume-minimising
in its homology class; in other words, it is a supersymmetric cycle.

4. Applications: Resolved M2-Branes and D3-Branes

The sequence of Stenzel metrics begins with n = 1, which is the 4-dimensional Eguchi-
Hanson metric. It admits a normalisable harmonic self-dual 2-form. It was shown in [6]
that this can be used to smooth out the singularities in the heterotic 5-brane and in the
dyonic string, including the singularity that is associated with the negative tension con-
tribution in the dyonic string. The resolved solutions are smooth and supersymmetric,
and have well-defined ADM masses. We refer the reader to [6] for details.

In this section, we review the construction of the deformed fractional D3-brane of
[2], which uses the 6-dimensional Stenzel metric. We also construct a new resolved
M2-brane using the 8-dimensional Stenzel metric. Both solutions are smooth and super-
symmetric. The D3-brane does not have a well-defined ADM mass, whilst the M2-brane
does.
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4.1. Fractional D3-brane using the 6-dimensional Stenzel metric. The standard D3-
brane can be deformed when the six-dimensional transverse space admits a harmonic
self-dual 3-form. In the notation we shall use here, the general solution is given by [6]

dsty = H™ V2 dx" dx¥ ny, + H'? ds? @)

where d s62 is any six-dimensional Ricci-flat Kdhler metric that admits a non-trivial com-
plex harmonic self-dual 3-form %G 3, = i G 3, and * and * are Hodge duals with respect
to d§120 and dsg respectively. The function H satisfies that

OH = —5m? G2, 4.2)

where [ is the scalar Laplacian in the 6-dimensional transverse space.

In [2], a particular fractional D3-brane was constructed where the six-dimensional
Stenzel metric was used for the transverse dsé, and we shall now review this solution.
After making trivial redefinitions (including » — r/2) in order to adjust the conven-
tions to those of [2], and taking n = 2, the solution found in Sect. 2.5 for the Stenzel
metric becomes

1
= ek a’ = 2K cosh’(r/2), b*>=2K sinh*(r/2), *=-—
(sinh2r — 2r)1/3

where K = W s (43)

and the metric is then given by (2.26) with i running over 2 values. The Stenzel manifold
is smooth, complete and non-compact, with r running from r = 0 to r = oo.
In these conventions, the general result (3.7) yields a harmonic (2, 1) form

2(r cothr — 1 sinh2r — 2
—(r d )EO/\EI/\EZ——( d r)eo

— — ANEe' nE+E neD).
sinh“ r 2 sinh’ r

(4.4)

G(Z,l) =

This can be recognised as the self-dual harmonic 3-form constructed in [2], by noting
that it can be expressed as

Gp) = ws) — 1*0g,) , 4.5)
where
W) =g160/\e1 /\ez-l-gzeo/\ei /\ei~|-g3€6/\ (el /\ei —62/\61) ) (4.6)
and
sinhr —r sinhr +r 2(r cothr — 1)
= = = (4]
sinh 7 sinh“(r/2) sinh 7 cosh”(r/2) sinh” r

Calculating the norm of G, one obtains the result

|G |* = 12¢7 4 12¢3 + 2443

96
-— ((3 + 2sinh?r) 2 — 3r sinh 2 + 3sinh? r + sinh® r) . (4.8)
Sin r




Ricci-Flat Metrics, Harmonic Forms and Brane Resolutions 473

Since for the metric we have /g = % sinh? r, it follows that G , is not L? normalisable;
it does not fall off sufficiently rapidly at large r.

It was argued in [2] that the self-dual harmonic 3-form was of type (2, 1), and then in
[3, 4] arguments were presented that would show that the deformed D3-brane solution
built using G, would be supersymmetric. Our explicit proof that G is of type (2, 1)
thus demonstrates the supersymmetry of the solution.

Because the L2 norm of G s, converges for small 7, but diverges for large r, it follows
that the function H is regular at small », but does not fall off fast enough at large » to
have a well-defined ADM mass. In fact, H has the large-r asymptotic behaviour given
in (1.1).

4.2. Fractional M2-brane using the 8-dimensional Stenzel metric. As a consequence of
the Chern-Simons modification to the equation of the motion of the 3-form potential in
D = 11 supergravity, namely

d*ﬁ(4) == %F(4) VAN F(4) ) (49)
it is possible to construct a deformed M2-brane, given by [9, 21, 6]

d§121 = H 2B dx* dx” Ny + H'Y3 dsg, @.10)

Foy=dx NddH ' +m G,

where G4 is the harmonic self-dual 4-form in the Ricci-flat transverse space dsg, and
the function H satisfies

OH = —4m* Gy, . (4.11)

Warped reductions of this type, were also discussed in [22-24].

In this section, we shall construct a deformed M2-brane using the 8-dimensional
Stenzel metric for the transverse dsg. In this case, the index i on o; and &; in the metric
(2.26) runs over 3 values. The Ricci-flat solution coming from the first-order equations
(2.20) is given by

a’® = %(2 + cosh2r)'/* coshr, b* = %(2 + cosh2r)'/* sinhr tanhr ,
h? = ¢? = (2 + cosh 2r)~3/* cosh® r (4.12)

with the metric then given by (2.26). The radial coordinate runs from r = 0 to r = oo,
and the metric lives on a smooth complete non-compact manifold.

In terms of the vielbein basis (2.27), we find from (3.11) that the following is an
L2-normalisable self-dual harmonic 4-form (of type (2, 2)):

Gy = ﬁ [e()/\e1 /\62/\63—i—eo/\ei /\ei/\eé]
+meuk [eo/\ei/\ej/\e]z+e()/\ei/\e;/\elz] . (4.13)
We can easily see that
Gol? = —3 (4.14)

cosh®r
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The 8-dimensional Stenzel manifold can be used as the transverse space to construct
the deformed M2-brane. The solution is given by

dst = H™*/3 (—dt2 +dx? + dx%) + H'3dsg,

(4.15)
F(4) =dt A dx1 A dxz AN dH_l +m G(4) .
All the equations of motions are satisfied provided that
OH = —£m* |Gul*, (4.16)

where [ is the scalar Laplacian in the 8-dimensional transverse space. Since we have
JE = ﬁ sinh3(2r), assuming that H depends only on r, we have

/ 5m? (sinh 2r)3
h=?JgH ) = 4.17
( Ve 144 cosh® r ( )
The first integration can be performed straightforwardly, giving
h? 7m? cosh?2
H/=—(,3+ m cos4 r) ’ (4.18)
N 72 cosh®* r

where f is an arbitrary integration constant. In order for the solution regular at r = 0,
we must have

2

p=-"r (4.19)

It is easier to perform the next integration by making a coordinate redefinition,
2+ cosh2r = y*. (4.20)

In terms of y, with B given in (4.19), the function H is then given by

P 15m? dy
NGO Ve
5m? (5y° —7y)  25m? e
= co — T + WG F <arcsm (;) | — 1) , 4.21)

where cg is an integration constant, and F (¢|m) is the incomplete elliptic integral of the
first kind,

¢
F(p|lm) = / (1 —m sin?0)"12 40 . (4.22)
0
It is easy to verify that the function H is regular for r running from O to infinity. For

r = 0, H is just a constant. At large r, the function H behaves as

640m? 204802173 12

H = — .
O 5187,6 28431323 p26/3

(4.23)

where p is the proper distance, defined by & dr = dp. Thus the M2-brane has no singu-
larity, and it has a well-defined ADM mass.
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It is worth commenting further on the choice (4.19) for the integration constant .
The solution to (4.16) has two integration constants 8 and cp, which originate from the
fact that one can add to H any solution Hy of the homogeneous equation

UHy=0. (4.24)

However, the solution for Hy has a singularity at small distance, and so it requires an
external delta-function source at the singularity. For the usual M2-brane with flat trans-
verse space, the divergence of H signals a breakdown of our coordinate system, and
the delta function corresponds to a smooth horizon. However, if, as in the present case,
the transverse space is a smooth non-flat manifold, the singularity is real, and not just
a coordinate artefact. In the case when there is a |G 4| source, it is possible to find a
smooth everywhere-bounded positive function H. In this case there is no breakdown of
our coordinate system, nor is there a naked singularity, and we get a complete non-sin-
gular solution without an horizon.” The L? normalisability then guarantees finiteness
of the ADM mass, as may be easily seen by integrating (4.16). Thus our choice for the
constant 8 in (4.19) ensures that our solution is not only smooth and non-singular, but
it is also free of any horizon, and is a rigorous supergravity solution. Any other choice
of the constant § would give a solution that was singular, requiring an external source
at the spacetime singularity on the horizon.

Let us now consider the supersymmetry of the deformed solution. From the D = 11
supersymmetry transformations, it follows that if any supersymmetry is to be preserved,
the harmonic 4-form must satisfy:

8y = ﬁ (Goede Vabede — 8Gabed Ubea) 1 =0. (4.25)

Multiplying by I'*, we deduce that the two terms separately must give zero, and in fact
the supersymmetry condition can be reduced to [9, 23]

Gabed Tbcan = 0. (4.26)

Now from (4.13), the vielbein components of the 4-form are given by
G()ijk =3u e,'jk N GO;’]I? =3u Eijk . GOijlz =Uu Eijk . G()i],,z =Uu Eijk . (4.27)
where u = 1/ cosh* r. Substituting into (4.26), we see that taking a = 0, i, i and 0

respectively, we obtain the following conditions that must be satisfied if there is to be
preserved supersymmetry:

a=0: €k (F;],;+I‘l.j,;) n=20,

a=1: €jk (3Ff)jk +2F0j,;+1“(~);,;) n=20,
(4.28)
a=1i: €jk (31—‘0;,; + ZF(N)]k + Fojk> n=20,

()]

€k (Fijk+rl.]~.,;> n=20.

It is now a simple matter to show, using the integrability conditions (2.24) which we
already established, that Eq. (4.28) are satisfied, for both of the covariantly-constant
spinors on the Stenzel §-manifold. In other words, turning on the deforming flux from
the harmonic 4-form G4, does not lead to any further breaking of supersymmetry, and
so the resolved M2-brane preserves 4—1‘ of the original supersymmetry.

a =

7 1f the transverse space is a cone, and the harmonic function depends only on the radial coordinate,
the singularity in Hp corresponds to AdS4 times the base of the cone.
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5. Ricci-Flat Kiihler Metrics on C* Bundles

There are many possible ansitze that one can adopt for constructing classes of Ricci-
flat metrics. A classic procedure is to look for metrics of cohomogeneity one, in which
there are level surfaces composed of homogeneous manifolds, with arbitrary functions
of radius parameterising homogeneous deformations of these surfaces.® The conditions
for Ricci-flatness then reduce to ordinary second-order differential equations for these
functions. If one is lucky, the equations are solvable and the solutions include ones that
describe metrics on smooth complete manifolds. Indeed, the Stenzel construction that we
studied in Sect. 2 is an example of this type. In cases where there are Ricci-flat solutions
with special holonomy, such as hyper-Kéhler, Kéhler or the G, and Spin(7) exceptional
cases, we have always found that first-order equations, derivable from a superpotential,
can be constructed. All solutions of these satisfy the second-order equations, but the
converse is not necessarily true.

In this section we study another general class of metrics of cohomogeneity one,
where the level surfaces are taken to be U (1) bundles over a product of N Einstein-Kéh-
ler manifolds, which would typically themselves be homogeneous. We then introduce
(N + 1) arbitrary functions of the radial coordinate r, parameterising the volumes of the
N base-space factors, and the length of the U (1) fibres. Following the familiar pattern,
we then calculate the curvature, derive the second-order equations for Ricci-flatness,
and then look for a first-order system coming from a superpotential. Having done this,
we are able to solve the equations and obtain complete non-compact Ricci-flat Kihler
metrics.

The Ricci-flat solutions that we obtain here are such that the metric coefficient for
one of the factors in the base space goes to zero at r = 0, as does the coefficient in the
U (1) fibre direction. This implies that this particular factor in the base space must be a
complex projective space CP™, so that » = 0 can become the origin of spherical polar
coordinates on R? where k = m + 1. If we write the base space as M = CP™ x M,
where M denotes the product of the remaining Einstein-Kéhler manifolds in the base,
then the total manifold has the topology of a C* bundle over M. The manifold has a
bolt with the topology M at r = 0. Global considerations i impose constraints on the
possible choices for the other Einstein-Kihler base space factors. See [12] for a detailed
discussion.

Our principal focus will be on the case where all the Einstein-Kihler factors in the
base space are taken to be complex projective spaces CPP™. It is shown in [12] that if
the metric coefficient for the CPP™! factor is the one that goes to zero at r = 0, then
regularity at r = O implies that the other CP"" factors must be such that

mi+1=gedimi +1,my+1,m3+1,...), 5.1)

where gcd denotes the greatest common divisor of its arguments. The special case of
just two factors, with the first being the trivial zero-dimensional manifold (C]P’O, and
M being CP™, gives a well-known sequence of Ricci-flat manifolds on the complex
line bundle over CPP”*. The m = 1 case is the Eguchi-Hanson instanton. We obtain an
L?-normalisable harmonic (m + 1)-form for all the C"*! bundles over CP" where m
is odd.

The special case of two factors CP™*! x CP™? with m; = my = 1, for which the
base space is S% x S and the topology of the total space is a C? bundle over CP', is the

8 See [25, 26] for a general discussion of such metrics.
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6-dimensional “small resolution” of the conifold discussed in [13], and more recently
in [5], as an alternative to the “deformation” of the conifold. We shall study this in some
detail, and show that the non-normalisable harmonic 3-form used in [5] to construct a
fractional D3-brane gives a non-supersymmetric solution. We shall also consider three
other special cases in some detail, giving 8-dimensional examples where the base space
is $2 x CP? or 2 x §2 x 52,9 construct L2-normalisable harmonic 4-forms in two of
these manifolds, and use them to build further supersymmetric deformed M2-branes.

5.1. Curvature calculations, and superpotential. To begin with, since it illustrates most
of the key features, we shall consider the case of a base space that is the product of just
two factors, comprising Einstein-Kéhler spaces of real dimensions n and 7. In the next
subsection, we shall present the general results for a product of N Einstein-Kéhler spaces.

We make the following ansatz for metrics of cohomogeneity one whose level surfaces
are U (1) bundles over products of two Einstein-Kihler base spaces:

ds? = di* + a%ds* + b* d5? + ¢* o2, (52)

where a, b and ¢ are functions of the radial coordinate ¢, d 52 and d5? are Einstein-Kihler
spaces of real dimensions 7 and 7 respectively, and

oc=dy+A+A. (5.3)

The potentials A and A, living in d32 and ~d§2 respectively, have field strengths F' = d A
and F = dA, givenby F = p J, F = q J, where J and J are the Kihler forms on ds>
and d52. Furthermore, we assume cosmological constants A and A for the two spaces, so

Rij=28;, Rip=»ua8a, FuFix=p"8j, FucFoe=q8ap. (54

Note that there is a considerable redundancy in the use of constants here, since A and X
could be absorbed into rescalings of the functions a and b. It is advantageous to keep
all the constants A, i, p and g unfixed for now, since the choice of how to specify them
most conveniently depends on what choice one makes for the Einstein-Kéhler metrics
in the base space.

In the orthonormal basis

& =dr, & =co, & =ae, &4 =be®, (5.5)

we find that the non-vanishing components of the Ricci tensor are

k\ a ~l; C

=-n—--—-n-—-—-—,

00 a b ¢

N aé  _be ¢ np?c® g

Ri-=-n—0 —f— — - 42— 4~ ~ 5.6
00 nac nbc c+ 4a4 + 4p4 (5.6)

. i ac a>  _ab x  prc?
Rij = — —+—+(n—l)a—2+nﬁ—a—2+ﬁ ij »

A b be - b? ab & g%c?
Rap ==\t t0—-Dogtn— — s+ 70| dab-

b bc ab b2 2%

9 Note that the choice 2 x CP? for the base actually violates the condition (5.1) for regularity when
one of the factors collapses at the origin. This means that the metric actually has orbifold-like singularities
at r = 0. We shall discuss a way to avoid this difficulty later.
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From this, after introducing the new radial variable 5 defined by dt = c a”" b" dn, we find
that the conditions for Ricci-flatness can be derived from the Lagrangian L = T — V,
where

T=nd'y +ify +nid f +intn— Do + LG — 1) g7,
V= %I’l p2 e(2n—4)a+25/3+4y + %171 q2 eZna+(25—4)/3+4y (5.7)

Qn=2)a+2i f+2y _ 1573 2ne+(2i=2) p+2y ,

N —

1
—znke

together with the requirement that 7 + V vanishes. Here, a prime means a derivative
with respect to 7.

Defining a" = (o, B,y) as usuall,'we ﬁnd'that the _Lagrangian can be written as
L= ég,- j (da! /dn) (dal /dn) + g dW /da’ 9W /da/, where the superpotential is
given by

W = ‘l‘n pe(n—Z)oH-ﬁ B+2y + Al_tﬁq " a+(1—-2) 2y + ket a+n B (5.8)
and the various constants must be chosen so that

A

by
k=—=—. (5.9)
P q
This leads to the first-order equations
o = 1 e(an)a +n B+2y , r_ 1 e a+(71—2) B+2y ,
2P F=24 (5.10)
J// — _z_lln pe(n—Z)a+ﬁﬁ+2y _ %ﬁq ena+(ﬁ—2)ﬂ+2y + kena—i—ﬁﬂ .

5.2. Solving the first-order equations. We proceed here by introducing a new radial
variable r, defined bylo

dr = "Dt BFY gy (5.11)
The first-order equations (5.10) now become

—a d_,3 _
dr

do
dr

d
q 2 d_y = —%n pe ¥ — %ﬁq e 4 ke
r

N[ —

pe

N[—

The first can be solved at sight; the second can then be solved, and then using these results
the third can be solved. After making an appropriate choice of integration constants, the
result is

ezazipzrz, ezﬂIJ—‘PC](”Z‘FZz)a
2
kpr? 2\ r?
2 1 1~ 1
eV’ = w2 <1+£—2 2 F1 1+§7’l,—§n72+§n7_€2 ) (5.13)

10 Note that another choice is to take dr = e**+T0=DB+2y 4 n; this will reverse the rdles of the two
metrics ds? and d§2, with consequences that will become clear later.
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where £ is a constant. The Ricci-flat metric is given by
d§? = 27 dr? + e¥ o + ™ ds* + e*P dF*. (5.14)

(Note that once one plugs in specific integer values for n and n, the hypergeometric
function in the expression for e?” becomes purely algebraic.)
At small r, we have

Kp

_1.2.2 28 1 2 2y 2

e =zp r, e ~ —pq( s e ~ re. 5.15
4 4 2 ( )

Bearing in mind that k = 1/ p, we therefore find that near r = 0, the metric approaches

2 2
d§% ~ % s+ 1pq 2 ds, (5.16)
where
42 A
ds? =dr? +r? 2 ds?) . 5.17
re+r zﬂm+2ﬂ0 +n+2 s (5.17)

Regularity at r = 0 therefore requires that the quantity enclosed in the parentheses be
the unit (n 4 1)-sphere metric. This means in particular that ds? should be the standard
Fubini-Study metric on CP", where n = 2m. The canonical choice for the cosmological
constant that gives a “unit” CP™ is in fact

A=n+2, (5.18)
and the Fubini-Study metric is then ds® = d X2, where
ds? = F'dz%dz" — F2 790 dz" d7?, (5.19)

and F = 1 4+ z% z%. After setting A = n + 2, we therefore find that

4
dQ* = — 0% +ds”, (5.20)
p

should be the unit (2m + 1)-sphere metric. The A term in o is irrelevant here, and so
regularity demands that

2
2 z 2
dQ* = dy + = A) +ds (5.21)
p

must be the unit (n + 1)-sphere. Recalling that we originally required that dA = p J,
where J is the Kihler form on ds?, we see that this means that regularity requires that
the potential B in dQ* = (dy + B)*> +ds? should give d B = 2J. This is precisely what
one finds in the description of S>"*+! as the Hopf fibration over CP". More detailed
discussions of the regularity conditions at » = 0 are discussed in [12]: In order for the
fibre coordinate to have the correct periodicity, it must be that the other Einstein-Kéhler
factor must impose no further restriction above those implied by the CP" itself. For

example, if the other factor is CP"™, then it must be that [12]

m+1l=gedim+1,m+1). (5.22)
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We can summarise the above results as follows. We have found that the Ricci-flat
metric given by (5.13) and (5.14) can be regular at r = 0, if the n-dimensional Einstein-
Kihler metric ds? is taken to be the Fubini-Study metric on CP", with n = 2m. Further-
more the Einstein-Kihler manifold for the metric 45> must satisfy certain topological
conditions [12], which reduce to (5.22) if it is CPP™. Then r = 0 is a regular region
in the manifold, corresponding to a bolt whose topology is that of the Einstein-Kéhler
manifold with metric d52. For r > 0, we have level surfaces that are U (1) bundles over
the product of the two Einstein-Kihler spaces whose metrics are ds” and d5§°.

Of course the constants p and ¢ must be chosen appropriately, to be commensurate
with the periodicity of the fibre coordinate . For example, if one takes the base space
to be the product CP" x CP™, and chooses the canonical values A = 2(m + 1) and
X = 2@/ + 1) for the cosmological constants so as to give unit Fubini-Study metrics,
then, after taking into account the relation (5.9), we may without loss of generality take
p =m+1,qg = m + 1. The fibre coordinate z must then have period 27, implying
that the U (1) bundle over CP™ x CP™ is simply-connected, or 27 /s, where s is any
integer, in which case the bundle space is not simply connected.'! Thus when we consider
CP™ x CIP™ base spaces, we shall typically make the choices

r=2m+1), rA=2m+1), p=m+1, g=m+1. (5.23)

We can, of course, consider instead the situation where the rbles of the two metrics
ds? and d5? are interchanged, as mentioned in the footnote above. Everything goes
through, mutatis mutandis, in exactly the same way as described above. It will now be
the metric d5? that is required to be the Fubini-Study metric on CP", with i1 = 27.

Substituting the first-order equations (5.10) back into the expressions for the curva-
ture 2-forms, we can read off the integrability conditions R aBcp l'epn = 0 for the
existence of covariantly-constant spinors. These conditions give

(Coi + Jij Tg)n =0,  (Toa+ JapTg,) n=0. (5.24)

The spinors that satisfy these conditions are the expected complex pair of covariantly-
constant spinors in the Ricci-flat Kihler metrics.
It is straightforward to establish that the Kéhler form is given by

J=O0n0 p o2 g7, (5.25)

or, in other words, the vielbein components fA p are given by foé =1, f, = Jij,
fab = JN,lb. (As in our discussion of the Stenzel metrics, we could again instead derive
the first-order equations (5.10) by requiring that (5.25) be covariantly constant.)

It can be useful to obtain complex holomorphic coordinates z** for the Kédhler metrics
on the C¥ bundle spaces. This can be done by solving the holomorphicity conditions
(83 +iJu™) 9y z* = 0. Tt is most convenient to do this in the orthonormal frame, for
which we therefore need the basis of vector fields dual to the vielbein (5.5). Using the r
coordinate of (5.14), it is given by

~ 0 N
Ey=e""%—, E6=€_y—,
ar oy
N 3 s = 2 0
Ei=c¢ E,— A — ), E,=c¢ E,—A,— ), (5.26)
oy G

11 Qee, for example, [27] for a detailed discussion. It is also shown in [27] that these specific U (1)
bundles over CP" x CP™ admit Killing spinors when the scalings are chosen so that the metric is Einstein.
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where E; and Ea are the vielbeins inverse to ¢! and &% on ds? and d52. From this we
obtain the following holomorphicity conditions:

P PR
i— =0,
p

"

(E,'-i-i./,'jEj)ZM—(A,'+iJijA./)—w20, (5.27)
o~ o~ oM
(Ea +iJap Ep) 2" — (Aq +IJabAb)W =0,
where we have defined the new radial coordinate p by
dp =e*" 2 dr. (5.28)

It is evident therefore that the holomorphic coordinates for the Kihler metrics ds” and
d5? themselves can be used as holomorphic coordinates in the total manifold. It therefore
remains to find one more complex coordinate 2, constructed from the additional real
coordinates p and . The first equation in (5.27) shows that z0 should be a function of
p +iv. Noting that the vector potentlals A; and A, can be written in terms of the Kéhler
functions K and K on ds? and d5? as

Ai=plild; K., Ai=ql 0K, (5.29)
it therefore follows that the extra complex coordinate can be taken to be

Z() — eeri Y+p K+q K ) (5.30)

We conclude this subsection with a number of explicit examples. Our first two make
use of an 2 x CP? base space. These will actually still have orbifold-like singularities
at r = 0, as we discussed above, since (5.22) is not satisfied. However, they are still of
interest for the purposes of constructing deformed M2-brane solutions, since the remain-
ing singularities are rather mild ones. We shall discuss this, and a complete resolution
of the singularities, later.

C2/7Z; bundle over CP?. A particular class of examples would be to take the base space
to be S2 x (C]P’z, in which case we get 8-dimensional Ricci-flat Kdhler metrics. Note that
there are two distinct types of solution; one of them has a CP? bolt at r = 0, whilst the
other has instead an SZ bolt.

Consider first the case with the CP? bolt; with our form of the solution where the
untilded metric is singled out as the one whose coefficient goes to zero at r = 0, we
therefore take ds? to be the S% metric, and d5? to be the CP? metric. From our general
results, after making the conventional choices (5.23), i.e. A = 4, = 6,p=2,9=3
here, the Ricci-flat Kéhler 8-metric is then given by (5.14),

2.4 22 4
w2 2 3,2 2 2 T QGBr* + 87 r- 4+ 6£7)
e ¢ — r-, e - j(r +£ )s e V= 6(,.2 +£2)2 : (531)




482 M. Cveti¢, G.W. Gibbons, H. Lii, C.N. Pope

(Note that the unit CP! is actually a 2-sphere of radius %.) Thus the Ricci-flat Kédhler
metric is

ds§ =U""dr’ + r*Uo? + §r* (d6* +sin® 0 d¢?) + 3> + €1 dx3,  (5.32)
where
3r% 4802 1% + 60*

o=dy — 0059 d¢ + A, U= EEWBE . (5.33)

Here the maximum allowed periodicity for ¥ is (AY)max = 7 (see, for example, [28]),
and dA = 37, , where J is the Khler form on the unit CP? metric d E%, given in (5.19).
If ¢ had the period 2z, then U(1) fibres over S2 would describe S3, and the metric
would approach R* x CP? locally near r = 0. Instead, we get the lens space S°/Z,,
and the metric therefore approaches (R*/Z,) x CP?; the 8-manifold is a C2 /Z> bundle
over CPP%. We could, of course, replace CP? by the standard Einstein-Kéhler metric on
52 x 82 in this metric, in which case the fibre coordinate would be allowed to have the
period 2 needed for complete regularity at = 0. In fact this would give a special case
of a more general class of Ricci-flat Kéhler metrics on C? bundles over S? x S%, which
we shall construct in Sect. 5.3.

C3 /73 bundle over CP'. The other possibility using $2 x CP? in the base space is to
interchange the roles of the 52 and CP? factors, so that now ds? is the CP? metric, and
ds? is the S? metric. It is convenient to refer to this therefore as a CP? x S2 base, with
the understanding that it is always the first factor whose metric coefficient goes to zero
at r = 0. For this example, it is therefore convenient to choose the constants so that
A =0, n= 4, p = 3 and g = 2. The resulting Ricci-flat Kédhler 8-metric is then

ds§g =U"'dr* + 3r*r* Uo? + 3r7d23 + 30r* + %) d %], (5.34)

where in this case we have

~ 3r2 4 442
=d A+ A, U= —~—, 5.35
o=dy+A+ 9(r2 + £2) (5.35)

and dA = 3J, dA = 2J. The metrics dE% and dZ% are the unit metrics on CP? and

CP! respectively, glven by (5.19), and J and J are their respective Kahler forms. (Note
that d E% = id 92 = 4(d02 + sin? 6 d$?).) The maximum allowed periodicity for yr
is again (Axﬁ)maX = m, while the period that would be need for the U (1) bundle over
CP? to describe S would be Ay = 3. This means that we instead get the lens space
$3/Z3, and so near r = 0 the metric approaches R®/Z3 x §2; the 8-manifold is a C>/Z3

bundle over S2 (or CP).

Complex line bundle over CP™. Another possibility is to take one factor in the prod-
uct base manifold to be trivial, and the other to be CP" (or any other Einstein-Kéhler
manifold). The case where m = 1 is Eguchi-Hanson; for general m the corresponding
Ricci-flat Kédhler metrics were constructed in [29], and also in [30]. Since we shall make
use of one of these examples later, we shall summarise the general results here. By taking
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p=n=i1=0,g=1, A =7i+2=2m+2,and setting o = 0, the first-order equations
(5.10) can be solved to give the 2(m + 1)-dimensional Ricci-flat Kéhler metric

ds* =U"'dr* + 4 Uo? +r?dx2,, (5.36)

where r here is related to the r variable in (5.10) by r —> r2, the function U is given
here by

2m+2
r“) S (5.37)

U=1- (-

-

with rg being a constant, and d 31 is the metric on the unit Fubini-Study metric on CP™,

given in (5.19). Note that 0 = dy + A here, where dA = J , the Kihler form on the

CIP™. The radial coordinate r runs from r = r(, where the metric approaches R2 x CP™,

to infinity. Topologically, the manifold is a C! bundle over CP™.

For future reference we note that it is very easy to solve for an L?-normalisable

(anti)-self-dual harmonic form in the middle dimension, when m is odd. It is given by

1
r2m+2

2 pml J(m+1)/2] . (5.38)

Gm =
(m+1) m4+ 1

[rm—l éO /\éO A J(m—l)/2 _

Note that the factors of » within the square brackets just convert each power of the Kéhler
form J on CP"" into a 2-form of unit magnitude in the metric d$2, i.e. r> J = % Jap 62 neb.
Thus each term within the square brackets is just a constant times a wedge product of
hatted vielbeins. The magnitude of G, is therefore given by

constant

2
|G(m+l)| Z—r4m+4 ,

(5.39)

and so the LZ-normalisability is manifest.

5.3. General results for N Einstein-Kdhler factors in the base space. As we indicated
above, the construction of the previous subsection has a straightforward generalisation
to the case where we have N Einstein-Kihler factors in the base space,

M=M xMyx---x My, (5.40)

with real dimensions n; and metrics dsiz. Thus we write

N
ds? :dt2+Zai2dsi2+C202, (5.41)

i=1

where

o=dy+Y A, (5.42)

where dA? = piJ I and J' is the Kéhler form on the factor M; in the base manifold. By
comparing with the previous subsection, our notation here and in what follows should
be self-evident.
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We find that the Ricci tensor for d§% has components

ROOZ—an———,

2.2
A ni pi c
Ry = — E n,——— E 4;4 , (5.43)
i i
5 ai  aic ] P' ¢
R,p =—| —+— — —‘ E L Saib; -
aibi ai  ajc 12 - 2a;1 aibi

Defining a; = e“, ¢ = ¢V, the conditions for Ricci-flatness can be derived from the
Lagrangian

L=3Y minjeja; =5y niaf+y niajy =V, (5.44)
i,j i i
where
V= %Zni pi et — %an A it =2y (5.45)
i i
with
wi=2y =20+ Y njaj. (5.46)

J
The primes denote derivatives with respect to 1, defined by
dt = eXi ™%ty gy (5.47)

Defining og = y, and indices a = (0, i), the Lagrangian (5.44) can be written as
L = Ygap (da /dn) (da® /dn) — V, with gij = ninj —n; 8j, goi = ni, goo = 0. This
has the inverse

. 1 . 1 1
gl] —_ g()l I gOO — B _ 1 , (548)

where D = ), n; is the total dimension of the base space. It is then straightforward
to show that the potential V can be written in terms of a superpotential W, as V =
—28°Y (AW /da®) (3W/dab), where

W=14 nipie +kexim, (5.49)
i
provided that the constants p; and A; satisfy
ri=kp;i. (5.50)

It follows that the following first-order equations imply Ricci-flatness:

a{—%p et y/:keZi""“i—iZnip;e“f. (5.51)
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We can solve these by defining a new radial coordinate!? r:

dr = et dy , (5.52)
which leads to
dai 1 a1 —20; d)/ o) —2y 1 o1 —20;
—— =5pie 0, — =ke —ZZnipie L, (5.53)
dr dr -

The equation for 1 can be solved immediately, and then those for the remaining «; can
be integrated. We find

e = Lp p; (ﬂ +e,.2) , (5.54)

where £; = 0 and the other ¢; are constants of integration. Defining y = y + % Yoinia;
in an intermediate step, and x = r2, the equation for y can be solved to give

—n;/2 X n.//2
e =Lpik ]_[(x+zl.2) /0 dy ]’[(y+£§) . (5.55)
i J

The integration is elementary, giving an expression for e?” as a rational function of x for
any given choice of the integers n;, but the general expression for arbitrary dimensions
n; requires the use of hypergeometric functions. In terms of the r coordinate, the metric
is given by

d§? = 7 dr® 4+ Y e ds] + e o7 (5.56)

l

The analysis of the structure of the Ricci-flat metrics proceeds in a fashion that is
analogous to that of the previous section. The radial coordinate runs from r = 0, where
the metric functions 2% and > vanish, to r = co. Regularity at » = 0 requires that the
Einstein-Kéhler metric d s12 on the factor M in the base space (5.40) be the Fubini-Study
metric on CP™!, where n; = 2m, so that r = 0 becomes the origin of spherical polar
coordinates on R"1 2, Even though the other metric functions e fori > 2 are non-zero
for the entire range 0 < r < oo, there are again topological restrictions on the choice
of Einstein-Kihler manifolds for these factors, stemming from the requirement that the
U (1) fibre coordinate should have the periodicity needed for the U (1) bundle over CP"™!
to be the (2m1 + 1)-sphere and not a lens space. (See [12] for a detailed discussion: If,
for example, all the other factors are complex projective spaces CIP™, then they must
satisfy (5.1).) Topologically, the manifold on which the metric d§? is then defined is a
C* bundle over the product of the remaining base-space factors My x M3 X - -- x My,
where k = %nl + 1.

12 we single out the i = 1 factor in the base space purely as a matter of convention; there is no loss of
generality, since we have not yet specified the choices for these factors.
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Arguments analogous to those of the previous subsection show that the Kihler form
for the metric d5§? is given by

J=OA Y a T, (5.57)
i

where J¢ denotes the Kihler form on the i™ factor in the product of Einstein-Kihler
manifolds (5.40) in the base space. The two covariantly-constant spinors will satisfy the
integrability conditions

(Cou; + Jagby Tgy) 1 = 0. (5.58)

where J,, 5, are the vielbein components of the Kéhler form J'. It is straightforward to
see, generalising the discussion of Sect. 5.2, that for holomorphic complex coordinates
on the total space we can use the holomorphic coordinates of the various factors M; in
the base space M, together with the additional complex coordinate z° given by

ZO — eP+i1//+Z,- pi Ki , (5.59)
where K; denotes the Kihler function on the factor M;, and p is defined by dp =

12 dr,
Let us present one explicit example of the more general Ricci-flat Kéhler solutions:

C2 bundle over CP' x CP'. Consider the case where we take the base space to be
$2x 82 x S%son; =np = n3 = 2. Then we find

A =4ipirt, 2 =ipip (r2 +€§) . % =qpips (r2 +€§) :
270292 0 2(p2 4 p2) 24 1.4
2y_p1kr [ﬁ263+§(ﬁz+€3)r +§r]
e’ = TN 2 3 , (5.60)
4(2+6) (7 +6)
and after making convenient choices p; = 1, A; = 1 for the constants, the metric is
given by

a3 =U""ar? + 42U+ 42 a9t + 4 (P + ) a3 + § (P + 8) a9,
(5.61)
where
34 (G +65) r2 460543

5.62
6+ (P e

d Q% d Q% and d Q% are metrics on three unit 2-spheres, and in an obvious notation we
have

o =dy +cosO1dpy + cosOrdgy + cos03dops, (5.63)

where 9 has period 477. The metric approaches R* x §? x §% atr = 0, with an §? x §?
bolt; topologically, the manifold is a C? bundle over S x S (or CP! x CPY.
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6. More Fractional D3-Branes and Deformed M2-Branes

6.1. The resolved fractional D3-brane.

6.1.1. Harmonic 3-form on the C* bundle over CP'. This is a special case of the con-
struction Sect. 5, in which the base space is taken to be just S% x S2. It gives a complete
non-compact manifold that provides a “small resolution” of the singular conifold [13].
The metric can be written in the form [5]

2 2 2 2
s rr4er o, (r249e
ar? + 5 (5——s

- r2 4+ 602

2 2 1.2 2 1 2 2 2
Sﬁ—m )r o +61’ d§22+6<r +6£>d§22,

6.1)
where

dQ3 = de* +sin’0de?>,  d% =do® +sin’Hd?, 62
o =dy +cosOdp +cosfdg,

and ¢ is a constant. The radial coordinate runs fromr = Otor = co.Nearr = 0, the met-
ric smoothly approaches flat R* times a 2-sphere of radius £, while at large r the metric
describes the cone with level surfaces that are the U (1) bundle over S x S2. (We are us-
ing the notation of [5] here; it corresponds in our notationtotakingp =g =A = A =1,

and then sending r — \/gr and £ — 2¢0.)
From (5.25) we see that a holomorphic basis of 1-forms is

€0=—€0+i€0, elzel—{—iez, 62=e3+ie4, (6.3)

where
eO=hdr, e5=ca, el=ad9, e2=asin0d¢,
~ o (6.4)
e =bdb, e*=bsinbdg,

and a, b and c and & are the metric coefficients in (6.1), given by

2 2 2 2

2 1.2 21,2, 2 2 (r % 2 o ro+6t
a® = gr-, b _6(1’ + ), c _§<—r2+6€2 re, h _—r2+9€2.
(6.5)

It can be useful also to obtain complex coordinates z* compatible with the complex
structure. Solving the conditions (82 +i Jab) dp 2" = 0, we are led to the following
choice of complex coordinates:

Z] = tan %9 e, 7o = tan %éei‘g, 73 = sin® sinf eV | (6.6)

where p is related to r by 3h%dr = rdp, i.e. ¢ = r? (r* + 9¢%)!/2. The complex
vielbein basis given in (6.3) then takes the form

dz) ~dzo  dz3 . dz . ~dz
f=c cosfd — +cosf — — — |, elzasme—, ezzbsme—,
21 22 23 1 22

6.7)
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which shows that it is indeed holomorphic. Note that the complex coordinate z3 is re-
lated to the z° coordinate of the general discussion in Sect. 5.2 by simple coordinate
transformations.

There is a complex self-dual 3-form, satisfying *G ;) = i1 G3), given by

1 1
G = —(65/\€1A€2—ieo/\€3/\€4)——(65/\€3A€4—ieo/\€1/\€2).
ca? cbh?

(6.8)

From this, it follows that G, is given by
Gay=—flEoNE AN +ENE)V+ LN AE =2 1 &P, (6.9)

where
A= 1 1 f= 1 n 1 6.10)
1_4ca2 4¢b?’ 2_46(12 4e b2 '

Thus we see that G 3, in general has (2, 1) and (1, 2) pieces. It would become pure (2, 1)
if f1 vanished. This would happen only if the scale parameter ¢ were set to zero, since
then a and b become equal. In this limit, the metric reverts to the original unresolved con-
ifold. The (1, 2) piece does, of course, go to zero faster than the (2, 1) piece as r tends to
infinity in the resolved metric. Thus the harmonic 3-form G, becomes “asymptotically
pure” at large distances.

This 3-form was used to construct a fractional D3-brane in [5]. Owing to the (mar-
ginal) non-normalisability of the 3-form at large distance, it follows that the solution has
a logarithmic correction to the D3-brane metric function H at large proper distance, as
in (1.1). The solution also has a repulsion type of singularity owing to the non-normal-
isability of G, at small distance. In the next subsection, we shall address the issue of
supersymmetry.

6.1.2. The issue of supersymmetry in the Pando Zayas-Tseytlin D3-brane. In the gen-
eral discussions of supersymmetry for fractional D3-branes in [3, 4], it is argued that
the deformed solution will only be supersymmetric if the complex self-dual harmonic
3-form is purely of type (2, 1). In fact, it was argued in [3, 4] that the self-duality of
the 3-form already implied that it could contain only (2, 1) and (0, 3) pieces, and in
[4] it was proved that the presence of a (0, 3) term would imply that there would be no
supersymmetry. Since we have found that the self-dual harmonic 3-form in the resolved
D3-brane solution of [5] has both (2, 1) and (1, 2) pieces, it is appropriate first to discuss
why the (1, 2) piece can in fact be present. After that, we shall discuss its implications
for supersymmetry.

The general statement about the duality of (p, ¢)-forms in six-dimensional Kéhler
spaces is as follows. One must distinguish between (2, 1) or (1, 2)-forms that are perpen-
dicular to the Kihler form, G J* = 0, and those that are parallel, Gape = Kiq Jpe.-
Denoting these by (p, g) 1 and (p, q)|, we then have, in an obvious notation,

*(2, 1) =12, Dy, *(2, 1)) =i, )y,
x(1,2), = —i(1,2) ., x(1,2) =1i(1,2), (6.11)
x(0,3) =i (0, 3), *(3,0) = —i (3,0).
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We can indeed verify by inspection of (6.9) that the first term is of type (1, 2)|, and the
second term is of type (2, 1) . This is therefore compatible with the fact that G 3, is
self-dual, *G 3, = i G3).13

Now let us turn to the question of supersymmetry. It is shown in [3, 4] that in the Ma-
jorana basis of [31], the criterion for unbroken supersymmetry for fractional D3-branes
is that in addition to the usual requirements of the standard D3-brane, the harmonic
self-dual 3-form should satisfy

Gabe T =0,  Gupe T n* =0, (6.12)

where 1 is covariantly-constant in the six-dimensional Ricci-flat Kéhler metric. The
Majorana basis implies that the ten-dimensional Dirac matrices "4 with spatial indices
are symmetric and real, while the Dirac matrix with the timelike index is antisymmetric
and real. (These are the conventions of [31], modified to our notation where the metric
signature is mostly positive.) In terms of a 4 4+ 6 decomposition, we shall have

A A

FM:ylL@]l’ Fm:V5®Fm’ (613)

where y5 = 77 €*"’? y,,p0 is antisymmetric and imaginary, and the Dirac matrices I'y,
in the six-dimensional space are also antisymmetric and imaginary. We also have that
the chirality operator I'; = g; €19 'y, .4, is imaginary and antisymmetric, while I
is symmetric and real. Note that because I'7 is imaginary in the Majorana basis, this
means that n* has the opposite chirality to 7.

We can now see that if the harmonic self-dual 3-form is written as

G =GX +iG™ (6.14)

where G and G

& (3) are both real, then the criterion for supersymmetry is equivalent to

ngc Capen =0, GZZC Capen =0. (6.15)

Expressing the conditions in this form has the advantage that it is now independent of
the choice of basis for the Dirac matrices. In particular, substituting (6.9) into (6.15),
and making use of the conditions I';p n = I'y3 n = —I'5 1 satisfied by the covariantly-
constant spinor 7 (see [6]), we arrive at the conclusion that the resolved D3-brane solu-
tion of [5], using the Ricci-flat metric on the C? bundle over CP!is not supersymmetric,
since f1 is non-zero. This is consistent with the fact that the (1, 2) piece in G, is
non-vanishing. One can also demonstrate the breaking of supersymmetry by a direct
substitution of G, into (6.12) in the Majorana basis.

6.2. Harmonic 4-form for C*/Zy and C? bundles over CP?, and smooth M2-branes.
Let us now consider examples where the 8-dimensional Ricci-flat solution is obtained
by taking the level surfaces to be the U (1) bundle over $2 x CIP2. First, we shall choose
the case where the bolt at » = 0 is CP?, so the metric is given by (5.32); by our general

13 Note that there would be no such harmonic form of type (1,2)) in a compact Calabi-Yau 3-fold
since it would require the existence of a harmonic (0, 1)-form K, which is excluded by the fact that the

first cohnomology group H!(Z) vanishes. However, in a non-compact manifold, where furthermore the
harmonic forms are not being required to be L2-normalisable, such arguments break down.
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arguments in Sect. 2.1, we can expect that a harmonic 4-form should exist for this man-
ifold. Of course in this case there is still an orbifold-type singularity in the metric near
the origin, as we discussed earlier. Afterwards, we shall present a completely regular
generalisation of the solution.

Making a natural ansatz for a self-dual harmonic 4-form that is invariant under the
isometry group, we obtain equations that admit the simple solution

gz
o= rep

[ezﬁéo/\éﬁ/\f—2e2"‘é0/\éﬁ/\J—i-ez"‘”ﬁJ/\JN—e“BJN/\JN],

(6.16)

where J is the Kéhler form (i.e. volume form) on $2, and 7 is the Kihler form on CP?.
Note that %J A T is the volume form on CP?. We therefore find

) 288¢*

b= oTy (6.17)

from which it follows that the harmonic 4-form G 4, is L? normalisable.

By making a canonical choice for the vielbeins and Kihler structures on S? and CP?,
we may write J = e! A €2, T=éné? + &3 A & 1t then follows from (5.25) that a
holomorphic vielbein basis for the 8-dimensional metric is

0 0 1

=08"4ie%, l=¢! 3

+ie?, E=él+4id?, S=+id, (619
and the Kéhler form is given by

J=d( @ nO+e ne +ENE+ENE. (6.19)
The harmonic 4-form (6.16) can then be rewritten as

64
G = -———
G402 4 02)3

—ene A A+ 22 NE

2 0 3 0 1

AN+ EONONENS 290 Ael A E!

[60/\60/\6
2/\63/\€3+61A51A€3/\€3:|, (6.20)

which shows that it is a (2, 2)-form. Furthermore, it satisfies G ypcq fab =0, and so it is
perpendicular to the Kéhler form. In the notation we used earlier, it is therefore a 4-form
of type (2,2)] .

Solving Eq. (4.16) for the function H in the deformed M2-brane (4.16), we first find
that

3m? 04 (3r® + £%)
33,4 2.2 4 gt _
rGri+8°r+60°)H =8+ EEWAE (6.21)
If the constant of integration § is chosen to be 8 = —3 m?, then the solution for H is
non-singular at » = 0. Explicitly, we find

3m? 3r2 +2¢%)  272m? 202

oo Oty V2m? | Y2E (6.22)
204 (r2 4 €2)2 446 3r2 +4¢2
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This tends to a constant at small 7, and at large r it has the asymptotic form
m?  m? N 19m? ¢4
6r6  3r8 90r10

The asymptotic behaviour is best analysed using the proper distance p, defined by
e“~Y dr = dp, as the radial coordinate. The coordinates p and r are related by

202 8¢°

1

~ 2t ). 6.24
r ﬁ(,o 3p+45p5+ ) (6.24)

Thus in terms of p, the function H behaves as follows in the asymptotic region:

H~1+ (6.23)

4m?  416m? ¢4

H~14+ — — —
+3p6 45,010 +

(6.25)

As discussed in Sect. 4.2, the condition for supersymmetry of the deformed M2-brane
is that the harmonic 4-form should satisfy

Gapcpl'Bepn =0, (6.26)

where 7 is covariantly constant in the 8-dimensional transverse metric. From the in-
tegrability conditions (5.24) for 1, and the form of the harmonic 4-form (6.16), it is
straightforward to show that (6.26) is satisfied, and so this deformed M2-brane solution
is supersymmetric.

As we mentioned earlier, the maximum periodicity (AY)max = 7 of the ¥ coordi-
nate on the U (1) fibres, implied by the requirement of regularity of the principal orbits,
means that near = 0 the U (1) bundle over S? gives S°/Z, rather than S, and so there
is an orbifold singularity at » = 0. This can be avoided if we replace CP? by $2 x S2,
since then 1 can have period 27 instead. Since this is just a special case of more general
C? bundles over $? x S? that we discuss in the next section, we shall not consider this
further here.

It is worth noting, however, that there does exist a generalisation of the metrics on
complex bundles over §2 x CP? that avoids the orbifold singularity. The solution is
obtained, along with wide classes of more general related examples, in [12]. The inves-
tigation of these generalisations was motivated by a construction of a six-dimensional
example in [32]. Here, we shall just quote the result for the new eight-dimensional metric
over §2 x CP?, referring to [12] for explicit details. It is given by

di? = e drt +¢¥ o2 +2(r + ) a5} +3(r +43) dx3, 6.27)
where as usual d E,%l denotes the Fubini-Study metric on the unit CP". The function y
is given by
_ 4G (P 43671 +36) +17 (3r2 + 861 + 663)

e 5
3(r+63) (r+63)

(6.28)

When ¢; = 0 this reduces, after simple coordinate transformations, to the metric given
in (5.32). However, when ¢, is non-zero the entire S2 x CP? remains uncollapsed at
r = 0. The regularity conditions at » = 0 now imply that ¥ should have period r, which
is the same as the value dictated by regularity of the principal orbits.
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It is easy to repeat the analysis of the harmonic 4-form for this metric. One finds that
there is again a normalisable self-dual form, given by
3 g o~ 5 ~ ~ o~
Gu=—2— [ezﬁéo/\éo/\J 2 ONONT 2B GAT — P T A J],
2,92
(r2+8)
(6.29)

where J is the Kihler form on CP', and 7 is the Kihler form on CP?. It is again of type
(2,2)1, and so it will give a supersymmetric deformed M2-brane solution.
The solution for H is now given by

12m? (3r 4 €7 +2¢3)
G (8-46) (r+63)°
_ 108m> 23: 25% log(r —r;) +r; log(r —r;)
03 (63— 467) = 9r7 +8 (67 +263) ri + 6063 (63 +247)

H =cy+

(6.30)

i=1

where r; are the three roots of the cubic expression in ¢2” . The function H approaches
a positive constant at » = 0, and at large r it becomes

4m* (207 + ) 4m® (267 4 63) (6 +265)
36373 354

+4m2 (3265 + 72¢1 63 + 12063 €5 + 19¢5)

45@% rd '

H =cy+

6.31)

In terms of proper distance p, defined by e~ dr = dp, we have
256m>  106496m> (3
30 - 4510
Note that when £; = 1/2¢5, the solution becomes rather simpler:
m? (20r% + 5503 r +23¢3)
10 (r + €3)° "

H=cy+ (6.32)

H=cy+

(6.33)

6.3. Harmonic 4-form for C% bundle over CP' x CP', and smooth M2-brane. We
can also construct a harmonic self-dual 4-form for the 8-dimensional metric with the
52 x §2 x §2 base space, which we obtained in (5.61). The natural self-dual ansatz is

Guy = O AN A [N £ Q) + 2 52 + 2 03]
_e2a1+2a2 f3 Q] A Qz — 62a1+2a3 f2 Q] VAN 523 — 62a2+2a3 f] Qz A\ Q3 .
(6.34)
If we let x = 2, then the equations that follow from dG,, = 0 are
2 2 !
whit (x4 8) = (x (++6) 1) .
2 2 !
X fi+ <x +£3) fy = <x (x +£3) f2> , (6.35)
/
(x +E§) H+ <x +£§) f3 = <(x + e%) (x +£§> f1> ,

where a prime means d/dx here.
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It is straightforward to solve these equations. By choosing the integration constants
appropriately we can obtain a solution which gives a self-dual harmonic 4-form that is
normalisable, namely

_dge@eRe 4
N N
2
) (P a)

One can see that in the special case where £3 = £3, the solution reduces to the one
found in (6.20). This is not surprising, since then the final S? x §? factors in §2 x §2 x §2
become an Einstein-Kéhler 4-manifold, and the equations arising from solving for the
harmonic 4-form reduce to those that we had to solve previously for the $2 x CP? base
space.

Using the harmonic 4-form given by (6.34) and (6.36), we can construct another
completely regular deformed M2-brane. It is easily seen from (6.34) that the magnitude
of G4 will be given by

(6.36)

Geol? =48 (£2+ 2+ 17) - (637)
From the expression (5.61) for the metric, we find that L1 H = —é m? |G 4)|? becomes
(VEUH') = —fgm® /381G . (6:38)
where /g = r3 (r2 + Z%) (r2 + E%) /128. The first integration gives rise to
H o= {,B+ m’ [ 6 8 ” (6.39)
v 256(63-6) | (r2+3)?  (2+e)

The singularity at r = 0 is avoided by choosing 8 = —m?/256. Then we find that the
function H is given by

3m? (€3 4 €3 +3r?)

H = — 6.40
T RE- B B-8) (21 8) (P +8) (©40
272 2 _[yrea-9es-4)
18 -8 g - )" 324+2(B+6)

The coordinate r runs from O to infinity, and the function H is finite and positive definite.
For small r, H approaches a constant, and for large r, it behaves as

- N m2  m? (63+63) N m? (765 + 56565 +7¢3) N 641)
~ C —— e K

07 66 6r8 90r 10
As usual, it is helpful to express the asymptotic behaviour in terms of proper distance p,

defined by dr/~/U = dp. The r and p coordinates are related, at large r, by

2

1 G+ (B-40)

r~—|p-— + +o ] (6.42)
V2 (p 3 60"
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In terms of p, H has the following large-distance behaviour:

2 4 2 p2 4
H o~ o+ 4m>  32m? (403 + 503 65 + 403) N

30 570 (6.43)

This deformed M2-brane is therefore completely regular, and it has a well-defined ADM
mass. It is again supersymmetric.

Note that this solution for H reduces to the solution (6.22) if the parameters £, and £3
are set equal, as would be expected in the light of our earlier discussion. It is interesting
also to note that the solution (6.40) becomes especially simple if the parameters satisfy
E% = 26% or Z% = 25%. Choosing the first of these two equivalent cases, we then find
that the solution can be written as

m? (r2 + 45%)
6(r2 + 62) (r2 +263)°

H=co+ (6.44)

6.4. Deformed M2-brane on the complex line bundle over CP>. At the end of Sect.
5.3 we described the 2(m + 1)-dimensional Ricci-flat Kéhler metrics on the complex
line bundles over CP™, and we obtained an L?-normalisable (anti)-self-dual harmonic
(m+1)-form for each case when m is odd. In particular, we can take m = 3, and consider
the 8-dimensional complex line bundle over CP3. The metric is given in (5.36), and the
harmonic 4-form can be read off from (5.38). Equation (4.16) for the M2-brane metric
function H can be straightforwardly solved in this case, giving

2.6

m }"0
H=co+ " (6.45)

(We have made an appropriate choice for the normalisation of the harmonic 4-form.)
Since the radial coordinate r runs from ry to infinity, it follows that again we have a
completely non-singular deformed M2-brane.

In terms of the proper radial distance p defined by U™ "/“dr = dp for this metric,
the asymptotic large-distance behaviour of the function H in the corresponding resolved
M2-brane is easily seen to be

1/2

2.6 2 .14
H=14270 ", (6.46)
p6 14,014

It should be noted that this solution is not supersymmetric. This can be shown by
substituting G4, directly into the supersymmetry condition Gspcp I'pcpn = 0, and
making use of the integrability conditions (5.24), which reduce here to just (I'g, +
Jab Ug) n = 0. One finds that the only solution to all these conditions is n = 0.
Alternatively, we may observe that although the harmonic (m + 1)-form constructed
in (5.38) is of type (%(m +1), %(m + 1)), it is not perpendicular to the Kéhler form
J =& A% + 12 J, when the odd integer m is greater than 1. In particular, the har-
monic 4-form in the complex line bundle over CP? is of type (2, 2) but does not satisfy

GaBch fc p = 0, and, as shown in [9], the vanishing of this quantity is another way of
expressing the criterion for supersymmetry.
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6.5. Deformed M2-brane on an 8-manifold of Spin(7) holonomy. Recently a resolved
M2-brane was constructed using a Ricci-flat 8-manifold of Spin(7) holonomy [6]. We
shall summarise the key features of that solution here, in order to allow a comparison
with the resolved M2-branes using Ricci-flat Kéhler 8-manifolds (which have SU (4)
holonomy) that we have obtained in this paper. The metric for the Spin(7) manifold,
which is an R* bundle over %, is given by

2 a'"’3 B 2 9 2 a'"3 iN2 ;| 9.2 162
dsS:(l_rlT/S> di" ++ml" (l_rlT/?)> (Ui—Al) +2—OI" dQ4,
(6.47)
where o; are left-invariant 1-forms on SU (2), d Qi is the metric on the unit 4-sphere, and
Al is the SU (2) Yang-Mills instanton on S* [33, 34]. The Yang-Mills field strengths F(;'ﬂ

satisfy the algebra of the imaginary unit quaternions, Foiy F)fﬁ = —0;j 0ap +€ijik Fé‘ﬁ. A
normalisable anti-self-dual harmonic 4-form was found in [6], with orthonormal com-

ponents given by

Goijk =6f €ijk  Gapys = —6f €apys. Gijap = f €iji F(f,g, Goiap = —f Fé,g,

(6.48)
where f = r~14/3,
The deformed M2-brane is given by (4.16), with [6]
r 2
b 40000m> | cayiop 3 (1-2)
=0T 55041603 ,273 | (7) + - (2)07"
- r
32000v/2+/5 m? V3 144(2)8
-i-T\ﬁ/_m (+/5 — 1) arctan (r)
a
25 (ﬁ _ 1)
V51 44(e 10/3
+(+/5 4 1) arctan ) . (6.49)
25 (~/§ + 1)
At large r, H has the asymptotic form
210m?  2810%a** m?
H=co+ o a7 (6.50)

37,6 267372273

In terms of the proper distance p, the asymptotic behaviour of the first two terms in H
is the same as in the r coordinate.

The supersymmetry of the solution was not discussed in [6], but has since been
demonstrated in [24]. Here, we note that another simple proof of supersymmetry can
be given by making use of the results in [34] on the integrability conditions for the
covariantly-constant spinor in the Spin(7) manifold. These are all encapsulated in the
equations

AToin+ Fig Tapn =0. (6.51)
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It useful also to note that these imply other equations, including
Loin = %Eijk Cikn, F(;i(ﬁ Foign =3Can, €ijxToijk =6n. (6.52)

Using these equations, and the expressions given in (6.48) for the components of the
harmonic 4-form, it is now elementary to verify that G pcq I'vea 1 = 0, and hence that
the single supersymmetry allowed by the Spin(7) holonomy is preserved in the deformed
solution.

7. Conclusions and Comments on Dual Field Theories

The purposes of this paper were manifold. Our first motivation was purely formal. We
have provided an explicit construction of self-dual harmonic forms for a class of com-
plete non-compact Ricci-flat Kéhler manifolds in 2(n 4 1) real dimensions. Specifically,
we focused on the Stenzel metrics [10]. These spaces have SO (n + 2) isometry, with
level surfaces corresponding to SO (n + 2)/S O (n) coset spaces. The degenerate orbit
(“bolt”) corresponds to the base space §"*t1 = SO(n+2)/SO(n+1).(Then = 1 caseis
the Eguchi-Hanson instanton, and the n = 2 case was first constructed by Candelas and
de la Ossa [13] as the deformed conifold.) For these manifolds we provided an explicit
construction of all the the harmonic, self-dual, middle dimension forms. Specifically,
the solution for the harmonic (p, g)-forms in p + g = 2(n + 1) dimensions reduces to
finding the solution to two coupled first-order differential equations, which we solved
explicitly.

Interestingly, the (p, p)-form (which implies n is odd) is proportional to (cosh r) —2p
and thus turns out to be L2-normalisable. On the other hand all the other (p, ¢)-forms
(for n odd or even) are not L> normalisable, with the degree of divergence increasing
with the value |p — ¢|.

We also gave a construction of another general set of complete Ricci-flat metrics,
whose homogeneous level surfaces are U (1) bundles over a product of N Einstein-
Kihler base spaces. The regularity of the solution implies that one of the base spaces
has to be CP™ with its Fubini-Study metric, while the other Einstein-Kihler factors
are restricted by topological considerations. For example, if they are complex projective
spaces CIP", then they must satisfy (5.1) The total space is topologically a C"*! bundle
over the remaining base-space factors. (The 6-dimensional example where there are just
two S2 factors appeared in [13] and was further discussed in [5]; the metric has level
surfaces that are the 5-manifold known as 71!, which is a U (1) bundle over S% x §2.)
We discussed explicit examples, and constructed normalisable harmonic 4-forms for
two 8-dimensional cases, where the base spaces are §? x CP? and §? x §? x S2 and
harmonic (m + 1)-forms for all the cases with CIP" as base space, for all odd m.

These formal constructions of self-dual harmonic forms turn out to have intriguing
applications in the study of deformed p-brane configurations whose transverse spaces
are non-compact Ricci-flat manifolds. In particular, the fractional D3-brane found in
[2] provides the non-singular gravity dual of N = 1 super Yang-Mills theory in four di-
mensions. A generalisation to a number of deformed p-brane configurations with odd or
even dimensional Ricci-flat transverse spaces was recently given in [6]. The systematic
construction of the middle-dimension harmonic forms for the Stenzel spaces, as well as
the generalisations given in Sect. 5 allowed us to provide another set of regular grav-
ity solutions corresponding in particular to deformed M2-branes with 8-dimensional
transverse Ricci-flat spaces. We constructed two examples using Ricci-flat Kéhler 8-
manifolds, and in each case the deformed M2-branes are supported by (2, 2)-harmonic
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forms that are normalisable, and so the M2-branes are regular everywhere. In both cases,
as well as for the case of the M2-brane on the Spin(7) manifold that was constructed in
[6], the solutions are supersymmetric. This should be contrasted with the 6-dimensional
Ricci-flat Kéhler metric on the C2 bundle over (CIP’l, which has a harmonic form with
both (1, 2) and (2, 1) contributions. Consequently, we show that the fractional D3-brane
using this metric is not supersymmetric.

The deformed M2-branes that we constructed in this paper, and the previously-known
fractional D3-branes, provide supergravity duals to field theories with less than maximal
supersymmetry. In fact, the lower-dimensional conformal symmetry associated with the
AdS/CFT correspondence can be broken by the extra contributions to the “harmonic”
function H of these resolved branes. Indeed, in all the known fractional D3-branes the
function H has a universal asymptotic logarithmic modification, given by (1.1), ow-
ing to the (marginal) non-normalisability of the complex harmonic self-dual 3-forms in
six-dimensions. This implies that the geometry no longer has an AdS5 background, and
consequently the dual four-dimensional Yang-Mills field theory has no conformal sym-
metry. General mathematical arguments imply that for any six-dimensional Ricci-flat
Kihler metric with an asymptotically conical structure, complex harmonic 3-forms will
necessarily be non-normalisable.

By contrast, deformed M2-branes have a richer structure, with a larger range of pos-
sibilities for the asymptotic behaviour. At large distance the modification to H takes the
form

(0] c
H=co+—6<1+—+-~)- (7.1)
P pY

For our Ricci-flat Kihler examples constructed in this paper y takes the values %, 4 for
supersymmetric M2-branes, and 8 for the non-supersymmetric solution, whilst for the
Spin(7) example in [6], which is supersymmetric, we have y = %. (The constant ¢ is
negative in all cases.) Thus in all these examples we have y > 0, implying that the break-
ing of the conformal symmetry of the 3-dimensional field theories is much milder. In
fact after dropping the constant 1 in the function H, the solutions are all asymptotically
AdS4 x M7y at large r14

The resolved M2-brane and dyonic string solutions can reduce on the compact level
surfaces of the transverse spaces to give rise to domain walls that are asymptotically AdS.
The asymptotically AdS geometry is supported, from the viewpoint of the dimension-
ally-reduced theory, by a non-trivial (and possibly massive) scalar potential that has a
fixed point. Thus these geometries describe the renormalisation group flows of the corre-
sponding dual field theories. However, they are very different from those associated with
continuous distributed brane configurations [35—41]. Notably, there are fewer supersym-
metries in our resolved brane solutions than there are in the distributed brane solutions,
which do not break further supersymmetry. Furthermore, the solutions we obtained in
this paper are completely free of singularities, while the distributed branes in general
have singularities, including naked ones. Finally, while the distributed brane configura-
tions are naturally dual to the Coulomb branch of the corresponding dual field theory,
the resolved M2-branes we obtained here, which are coincident rather than distributed,
are related to the Higgs branch.

14 Similarly, the resolved dyonic string using the Eguchi-Hanson metric, which was constructed in [6],

has H ~ co+ Q p_2 —c ,0_6 + - - -, in terms of large proper distance p. As a consequence, the solution
with cg = 0 is also asymptotically AdS3 [6].
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In [6], a second deformed M2-brane with Spin(7) holonomy supported by a harmonic
4-form of the opposite duality was also explicitly constructed. In this case the 4-form is
non-normalisable at large r, and as a consequence, the modification to the function H in
(7.1) has a negative value of y, namely y = —%. Thus unlike the deformed M2-branes
we discussed above, this solution will not approach AdS4 spacetime, and the corre-
sponding three-dimensional field theory dual would have no conformal symmetry. An
analogous solution with marginally non-normalisable large-distance behaviour appears
to be absent for the dyonic string with an Eguchi-Hanson transverse space, which is per-
haps consistent with the more central rdle of conformal symmetry in two dimensional
field theories.

In general a deformed p-brane solution has a reduced number of supersymmetries,
or none at all.! In order for the solution to be free of (naked) singularities, the relevant
harmonic form has to be normalisable at small proper distance. If the harmonic form is
also normalisable at large proper distance, the solution may become asymptotically AdS
in the decoupling limit, describing the renormalisation group flow of the Higgs branch
of the corresponding less-supersymmetric dual conformal field theory. If, on the other
hand, the harmonic form is non-normalisable at large distance, then the correction terms
to the function H will break the AdS structure completely, and the dual field theory will
have no conformal symmetry.

There are clearly open avenues to be investigated along the formal directions, by
constructing harmonic forms not only in the middle dimension, and for other types
of Ricci-flat even-dimensional manifolds, such as hyper-Kéhler ones, as well as odd-
dimensional ones. In particular, the construction of harmonic forms in other than the
middle-dimension may prove to be useful in the study of a larger class of deformed
branes, thus providing gravity dual candidates for a larger class of models. Another in-
triguing question relates to the many exact Ricci-flat metrics that we obtained in this
paper. It would be interesting to see how these are related to the general investigation of
the integrability of the Einstein equations for cohomogeneity one metrics contained in
[26].
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