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Abstract

Over a decade before the modern formulation of AdS/CFT duality, Duff et al. had observed a candidate
microscopic explanation by identifying the CFT fields with fluctuations of probe p-branes stretched out in
parallel near the horizon of their own black brane incarnation. A profound way to characterize these and more
general probe p-brane configurations, especially for M5-branes, is expected to be as “super-embeddings” of
their super-worldvolumes into target super-spacetime — but no concrete example of these had appeared in the
literature. Here we fill this gap by constructing the explicit holographic 1/2-BPS super-embeddings of probe
M5-branes and M2-branes into their corresponding super-AdS backgrounds.
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1 Introduction

Microscopic holography via probe p-branes. While holographic duality has become common-place (review
includes [AGMOO00][Nat15]) it may be less widely appreciated that well before its modern formulation a candidate
microscopic explanation had been found by Duff et al., first discussed for the M2-brane [BDPS87][BD88][DF+99]
then generalized to include also M5-branes and D-branes [CKvP98][CK+98][PST99][GM00][NP02], reviewed in
[Du99b][Du99c] (more recent variations include [DGTZ20][Gu21][Gu24]):

In this microscopic p-brane holography – as we shall call it here for lack of an established name – one considers
(as indicated in Figure B) probe p-branes (i.e., light branes described by sigma-models not back-reacting onto the
ambient spacetime, cf. [Si12]) embedded in parallel near the (asymptotically AdS) horizon of their own black-brane
incarnation (their heavy back-reacted version described by singular solutions of supergravity, cf. [DL94][Du99a,
§5]) and finds that their fluctuations about this configuration are described by the conformal field theory (CFT)
known from AdS/CFT duality.

In this picture, the otherwise somewhat mysterious holographic duality between (i) quantum systems and (ii)
gravity reflects but two perspectives on the expected nature of branes:

(i) as dynamical (fluctuating) physical objects in themselves, and
(ii) as sources of gravitational (and higher gauge-) fields propagating away from the black brane. 1

Figure B. Schematics of a probe brane worldvolume immersed (em-
bedded) near the horizon of its own black brane incarnation, parallel
to it at some coordinate distance rprb. (Precise details on the black
M5-brane background are in §3.2 and on the probe M5 in §3.3.)
The curvy line indicates (quantum-)fluctuations about this parallel
configuration, thought to incarnate the strongly coupled quantum sys-
tem holographically encoded in the ambient gravitational field.

probe brane


spacetime X

immersion Σ

black branehorizon
rprb

The open problem of holographic flux quantization. Even though a key aspect and motivation of holographic
duality is the access it provides to non-perturbative strongly-coupled quantum physics on the brane worldvolume,
existing discussions tend to ignore the main non-perturbative effect already in the classical worldvolume theory,
namely the global completion of its (higher) gauge field content by flux quantization laws [SS25b][SS25a]. Such
flux-quantization provides the solitonic field content in analogy to how familiar Dirac charge quantization gives rise
to Dirac monopole and Abrikosov vortex field configurations in the electromagnetic field, and is thus crucial for a
complete picture of the non-perturbative physics on the brane.

The need for probe brane super-embeddings. But in previous articles [GSS24b][GSS24a], we have explained
that the issue of flux quantization especially on probe M5-branes may be solved once their worldvolume fields are
promoted to “super-embeddings”, or rather to 1/2BPS super-immersions. Therefore the goal of the present article
is to construct explicit examples of holographic M-brane super-immersion. (Based on this, we discuss the resulting
worldvolume flux quantization in the companion article [SS24].)

In fact, what we construct here seems to be the first non-trivial example of brane “super-embeddings”:

(i) The existing literature [BPSTV95][HS97a][HRS98] [HS97b][So00] (recent review in [BaSo23]) contains arguments
that “super-embeddings” (i.e., 1/2BPS super-immersions, [GSS24b, Def. 2.19]) of super p-brane worldvolumes imply
the equations of motion of the corresponding super p-brane σ-model. However, the converse conclusion — that no
further constraints than these equations of motion are implied — is far from obvious and has only partially been
addressed (e.g. for some aspects of the M2-brane in [BPSTV95, (2.50-52)]). Related to this may be the absence of
previously published examples of non-trivial super-embeddings.

(ii) The analogous issue in the derivation of 11d supergravity (from the superspace torsion constraint) had simi-
larly remained unaddressed in published literature. In this case, we had settled the reverse implication with the
substantial help of mechanized computer algebra [GSS24a, Thm. 3.1]. The humongous cancellations that happen
to make this work seem nothing less than a miracle, quite reinforcing the idea that 11d supergravity occupies a
special point in the space of all field theories.

(iii) A similar miracle may be needed to guarantee that for constructing an M5 super-immersion it is sufficient to
solve its equations of motion. In lack of a complete argument to this extent, but to still have the desired implication
of the super-flux Bianchi identity ([GSS24b, Prop. 3.17], needed for the flux quantization argument in [SS24]), we
have to construct M5 super-immersions explicitly.

1For the case of 0-branes, namely for particles, the investigation of these dual perspectives — (1.) as quanta and (2.) as black hole
solutions — goes back all the way to [EIH38], and has fascinated authors since, see for instance [AP04][Bu08].
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The construction of holographic M-brane super-embeddings. This is what we do here for the case of
holographic M-branes (for M5-branes in §3.3 and for M2-branes in §4.3).

Apart from serving as a prerequisite for worldvolume flux quantization in [SS25c][SS24][SS25d], these solutions
should be of interest in their own right as rare explicit examples of non-trivial p-brane super-embeddings.

The key tool we use for the construction is the explicit rheonomy equations due to [Ts04] for 11d supergravity
fields on superspace, of which we give a detailed re-derivation in §2. Moreover, we find it most useful to not use
a matrix representation of the relevant worldvolume spin representations (in contrast to most existing literature)
but instead to carve these out of the 11d spinor representation by suitable projection operators (in §3.1 and §4.1),
an approach that is naturally adapted to the discussion of BPS brane super-immersions.

Our supergravity superspace notation follows [GSS24a][GSS24b] (close to that of [CDF91]), briefly recalled in
§A.1 in the Appendix.

2 Explicit rheonomy in 11d

Here we present explicit formulas for extending solutions of 11d supergravity from ordinary spacetime to super-
spacetime, in those cases where the (Ψ0)-component of the gravitino field strength vanishes (9) – which is the case
relevant for SuGra backgrounds (cf. [FvP12, §12.6]).

This extension process (or the property that it exists) has been called rheonomy [CDF91, §III.3.3], alluding
to the idea that the ordinary fields “flow” in the odd coordinate directions from the bosonic submanifold over
the full supermanifold, to become super-fields. Explicit such formulas have been claimed for the special case of
coset-spacetimes (like AdSp+2×SD−p+2) by [dWPPS98, p. 156][Cl99] (following [KRR98][CK99]), and a derivation
in full generality has been given by [Ts04].

We closely follow the latter but find that the specialization (9) to vanishing gravitino field strength (which still
subsumes all the former examples) gives a substantial improvement in transparency and usability that may be
of interest in its own right. Additionally, we provide full details in order to secure the relative prefactors in the
formulas.

The strategy of the construction is to expand the super-fields and their structural equations in a suitable gauge
on a suitable super-coordinate chart in order to obtain explicit differential equations for the flow along the odd
coordinate directions. Therefore we start by considering:

Coordinate-components of superfields. On a super-chart
with coordinates (X,Θ) we have the expansion of the super-
gravitational fields (114) first into their coefficients of the
coordinate-differentials and then further their super-field expan-
sion as polynomials in the odd coordinates (with index convention
as shown on the right),

Even Odd

Frame a ∈ {0, · · · , 10} α ∈ {1, · · · , 32}
Coord. r ∈ {0, · · · , 10} ρ ∈ {1, · · · , 32}

Ea =: Ear dX
r + Eaρ dΘ

ρ

Ψα =: Ψαr dX
r + Ψαρ dΘ

ρ

Ωab = Ωabr dXr + Ωabρ dΘρ

Ear/ρ =:
∑32
n=0

(
E(n)

)a
r/ρ

=:
∑32
n=0

1
n! Θ

ρ1 · · ·Θρn
(
E

(n)
ρ1···ρn

)a
r/ρ

Ψαr/ρ =:
∑32
n=0

(
Ψ(n)

)α
r/ρ

=:
∑32
n=0

1
n! Θ

ρ1 · · ·Θρn
(
Ψ

(n)
ρ1···ρn

)α
r/ρ

Ωabr/ρ =:
∑32
n=0

(
Ω(n)

)ab
r/ρ

=:
∑32
n=0

1
n! Θ

ρ1 · · ·Θρn
(
Ω

(n)
ρ1···ρn

)ab
r/ρ

,

(1)

whose coefficients are functions on the underlying bosonic manifold which are skew-symmetric in their indices:
E

(n)
ρ1···ρn

Ψ
(n)
ρ1···ρn

Ω
(n)
ρ1···ρn

 : X
⇝
−−! iso

(
R1,10|32),

E
(n)
ρ1···ρn = E

(n)
[ρ1···ρn]

Ψ
(n)
ρ1···ρn = Ψ

(n)
[ρ1···ρn]

Ω
(n)
ρ1···ρn = Ω

(n)
[ρ1···ρn] .

(2)

Notice that this implies:
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(
E

(n)
[ρ′ ρ2···ρn

)a
ρ]

= 1
n+1

(
n
(
E

(n)
ρ′ [ρ2···ρn

)a
ρ]
−

(
E

(n)
ρ ρ2···ρn

)a
ρ′

)
. (3)

Also notice the N×Z2 bi-degrees (cf. [GSS24a, §2.1.1]) of the Ψ-components,

Ψα = Ψαr dXr + Ψαρ dΘρ

deg: (1, 1) (0, 1) (1, 0) (0, 0) (1, 1) ,
(4)

which implies in particular that the component functions Ψαρ commute with all other terms.

Wess-Zumino-Tsimpis gauge. On these components, we may impose the following gauge conditions ([Ts04,
(39-42)], following [McA84, (A.3-4)][AD87, (17-18)]):

Definition 2.1 (Wess-Zumino-Tsimpis gauge). 2 The WZT gauge is given by the following conditions:(
E(0)

)a
ρ

≡ 0(
Ψ(0)

)α
ρ

≡ δαρ(
Ω(0)

)ab
ρ

≡ 0

and ∀
n∈{1,··· ,32}


(
E

(n)
[ρ1···ρn

)a
ρ]

≡ 0(
Ψ

(n)
[ρ1···ρn

)α
ρ]

≡ 0(
Ω

(n)
[ρ1···ρn

)ab
ρ]

≡ 0 .

(5)

Lemma 2.2 (Direct implications of WZT gauge). The WZT gauge conditions (5) imply:

ΘρEaρ = 0

ΘρΨαρ = Θρ δαρ =: Θα

Θρ Ωρ
ab = 0

and ∀
n∈{1,··· ,32}


Θρ ∂ρ′

(
E(n)

)a
ρ

=
(
E(n)

)a
ρ′

Θρ ∂ρ′
(
Ψ(n)

)α
ρ

=
(
Ψ(n)

)α
ρ′

Θρ ∂ρ′
(
Ω(n)

)ab
ρ

=
(
Ω(n)

)ab
ρ′
.

(6)

Proof. The implications on the left of (6) are immediate (cf. [Ts04, (43-44)]). To see the equations on the right of
(6) we may proceed as follows:

Θρ ∂ρ′
(
E(n+1)

)a
ρ

= 1
n! Θ

ρΘρ2 · · ·Θρn+1
(
E

(n+1)
ρ′ [ρ2···ρn+1

)a
ρ]

by (1)

= 1
(n+1)! Θ

ρΘρ2 · · ·Θρn+1
(
E

(n+1)
ρ ρ2···ρn+1

)a
ρ′

by (3) & (5)

=
(
E

(n+1)
ρ ρ2···ρn+1

)a
ρ′

by (1) ,

(7)

and verbatim so also for E replaced by Ψ or Ω.

Remark 2.3 (Fermionic normal coordinates and Rheonomy). The WZT gauge of Def. 2.1 may be un-
derstood as a fermionic form of Riemann normal coordinates [McA84, (A.3-4)][AD87, (17-18)]. In particular, the
implication Θρ Ωρ

ab = 0 (6) has the further consequence that for translations along the odd coordinate direction
(“rheonomy” [CDF91, §III.3.3]) the covariant derivative reduces to the plain coordinate derivative:

Θρ∇ρ = Θρ ∂ρ . (8)

Gravitino-flat supergravity solutions on super-space. For our purpose here, we focus on solutions to 11d
supergravity, for which the ordinary component of the gravitino field strength (116) vanishes,

ρab ≡ 0 (9)

(which is the case for essentially all supergravity solutions of interest, cf. [FvP12, §12.6]).
With ρab also the super-curvature component Ja1a2b vanishes (cf. [GSS24a, (161)]), so that on gravitino-flat

solutions the super-field strengths (116) have the form

T a = 0

ρ = HaΨEa

Ra1a2 = 1
2R

a1a2
b1b2 E

a1 Ea2 +
(
ΨKa1a2 Ψ

)
.

(10)

2Recall (e.g. [BK95, §3.4.3]) that the Wess-Zumino gauge on chiral superfields constrains their dependence on the super-coordinates,
hence their auxiliary super-components, but not the physical fields. The suggestion to think of this, in the context of curved super-
space/supergravity, as a special case of fermionic Riemann normal coordinates may be due to [AD87], and the higher component
generalization (5) that we use is due to [Ts04].
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Lemma 2.4 (Θ-independence of field components). For gravitino-flat (9) super-space solutions of 11d SuGra
in WZT gauge (Def. 2.1) the following super-field strength components (10) are all independent of the odd coordi-
nates Θρ:

The flux densities ∂ρ
(
(G4)a1···a4

)
= 0 , ∂ρ

(
(G7)a1···a7

)
= 0 ,

Odd co-frame component of
the gravitino field strength

∂ρ
(
Ha

)
= 0 ,

Odd co-frame components
of the super-curvature

∂ρ
(
Ka1a2

)
= 0 .

(11)

Proof. This follows by use of the well-known super-space constraints, which we quote from [GSS24a] (where full
derivation and referencing are given). First, the Θ-independence of G4 follows by

Θρ ∂ρ
(
(G4)a1···a4

)
= Θρ∇ρ

(
(G4)a1···a4

)
by (8)

= 12
(
ΘΓ[a1a2 ρa2a3]

)
by [GSS24a, (136)]

= 0 by (9).

But the remaining components in (11) are linear functions of (G4)a1···a4 :

Ha = 1
6

1
3! (G4)a b1b2b3 Γ

b1b2b3 − 1
12

1
4! (G4)

b1···b4 Γa b1···b4 [GSS24a, (135)]

= 1
6

1
3! (G4)a b1b2b3 Γ

b1b2b3 + 1
12

1
6! (G7)a c1···c6 Γ

c1···c6 [GSS24a, (148)]

Ka1a2 = 1
6

(
(G4)

a1a2 b1b2Γb1b2 + 1
4! (G4)b1···b4Γ

a1a2 b1···b4
)

[GSS24a, (162)]

= 1
6

(
(G4)

a1a2 b1b2Γb1b2 + 1
5! (G7)

a1a2 b1···b5Γb1···b5

)
(12)

and hence their Θ-dependence vanishes with that of G4 and G7.

Supergravity field extension to super-space. We now consider solutions to the rheonomy equations for
extending on-shell 11d supergravity fields to superspace, cast into recursion relations in the polynomial order of
their odd coordinate field dependence as in [Ts04] (similar to [dWPPS98, (3.9)]), but specialized to the case of
gravitino-flat spacetimes (9).

Lemma 2.5 (Rheonomy for the graviton). In WZT gauge (5) the following recursion relations hold for the
bosonic coframe field components (1), recursing in their odd coordinate degree n+ 1 ∈ {1, · · · , 32}:

(E(n+1))aρ = 2
n+2

(
ΘΓaΨ

(n)
ρ

)
,

(E(n+1))ar = 2
n+1

(
ΘΓaΨ

(n)
r

) (13)

(cf. [Ts04, (58, 59)].3

Proof. The dΘρ-component of (13) follows as:

dEa = −ΩabE
b +

(
ΨΓaΨ

)
from (115)

⇒ Θρ ∂(ρE
a
ρ′) = −Θρ

(
Ωab

)
(ρ
Ebρ′) + ΘρΨα(ρΨ

α′

ρ′)Γ
a
αα′ by (1)

⇔ Θρ∂(ρE
a
ρ′) = Θρδαρ Ψα

′

ρ′ Γ
a
αα′ by (6) & (4)

⇒ Θρ∂(ρ
(
E(n+1)

)a
ρ′)︸ ︷︷ ︸

(n+2)
2

(
E(n+1)

)a
ρ′

= Θα(Ψ(n))α
′

ρ′ Γ
a
αα′︸ ︷︷ ︸(

ΘΓaΨ(n)
) by (1) & (6),

3 The factor of “i/2” by which our (13) differs from [Ts04, (58, 59)] is absorbed by our convention for the spacetime signature,
the Clifford algebra and the Majorana spinor: Our Γ-matrices are i times the Gamma matrices there (which makes all expressions in
Majorana spinors manifestly real, cf. [GSS24a, Rem. 1.7])), and we do not include a factor of 1/2 multiplying the (Ψ2)-term in the
definition of the super-torsion (115).

5



and the dXr-component as:

dEa = −ΩabE
b +

(
ΨΓaΨ

)
from (115)

⇒ Θρ ∂ρE
a
r = −Θρ

(
Ωab

)
ρE

b
r + Θρ

(
Ωab

)
r
Ebρ + 2ΘρΨαρ Ψ

α′

r Γaαα′ by (1)

⇔ Θρ∂ρE
a
r = 2Θρδαρ Ψα

′

r Γaαα′ by (6)

⇒ Θρ∂ρ
(
E(n+1)

)a
r︸ ︷︷ ︸

(n+ 1)
(
E(n+1)

)a
r

= 2
(
ΘΓaΨ

(n)
r

)
by (1) & (6).

Lemma 2.6 (Rheonomy for the spin-connection). On gravitino-flat (9) super-spacetimes in WZT gauge
(5) we have the following recursion relations for the spin connection (1), recursing in the odd coordinate degree
n+ 1 ∈ {1, · · · , 32}: (

Ω(n+1)
)a1a2
ρ

= 2
n+2

(
ΘKa1a2 Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
(
Ω(n+1)

)a1a2
r

= 2
n+1

(
ΘKa1a2 Ψ

(n)
r

) (14)

(cf. [Ts04, (61, 64)]4 noticing our (11)).

Proof. In (14) the dΘρ-component follows by:

dΩa1a2 = −Ωa1bΩ
ba2 +Ra1a2 from (115)

⇒ Θρ
′
∂(ρ′ (Ω

a1a2)ρ) = Θρ
′
δα

′

ρ′ Ψ
α
ρ K

a1a2
α′α by (10), (1) & (6)

⇒ Θρ
′
∂(ρ′

(
Ω(n+1)

)a1a2
ρ)︸ ︷︷ ︸

(n+2)
2

(
Ω(n+1)

)a1a2
ρ

=
(
ΘKa1a2 Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
by (1), (6) & (11),

and the dXr-component by:

dΩa1a2 = −Ωa1b Ω
ba2 +Ra1a2 from (115)

⇒ Θρ ∂ρ(Ω
a1a2)r = 2ΘρΨαρ Ψ

α′

r Ka1a2
αα′ by (10), (1), & (6)

⇒ Θρ ∂ρ
(
Ω(n+1)

)a1a2
r︸ ︷︷ ︸

(n+ 1)
(
Ω(n+1)

)a1a2
r

= 2
(
ΘKa1a2 Ψ(n)

)
by (1), (6) & (11).

Lemma 2.7 (Rheonomy for the gravitino). On gravitino-flat (9) super-spacetimes in WZT gauge (5) the
following recursion relations hold for the odd coordinate dependence of the gravitino field (1):(

Ψ(n+1)
)α
ρ

= − 1
n+2

1
4

(
ΓabΘ

)α(
Ω(n)

)ab
ρ

+ 1
n+2 (HaΘ)α

(
E(n)

)a
ρ(

Ψ(n+1)
)α
r

= + 1
n+1

1
4 (ΓabΘ)α

(
Ω(n)

)ab
r

+ 1
n+1 (HaΘ)α

(
E(n)

)a
r
.

(15)

Proof. In (15) the dΘρ-component follows by:

dΨα = − 1
4Ω

ab (ΓabΨ)α + ρα from (115)

⇒ Θρ
′
∂(ρ′ Ψ

α
ρ) = − 1

4Θ
ρ′(Ωab)(ρ′(ΓabΨρ))

α + Θρ
′
(HaΨ(ρ′)

αEaρ) by (10), (1), & (6)

⇒ Θρ
′
∂(ρ′

(
Ψ(n+1)

)
α
ρ)︸ ︷︷ ︸

n+2
2

(
Ψ(n+1)

)α
ρ

= − 1
2
1
4

(
ΓabΘ

)α(
Ω(n)

)ab
ρ

+ 1
2 (HaΘ)α

(
E(n)

)a
ρ

by (1), (6) & (11),

4As in footnote 3, the difference of [Ts04, (61, 64)] from (14) by a factor of i/2 is due to our spinor convention.
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and the dXa-component by:

dΨα = − 1
4Ω

ab(ΓabΨ)α + ρα from (115)

⇒ Θρ ∂ρΨ
α
r = +Θρ 1

4Ω
ab
r (ΓabΨρ) + Θρ(HaΨρ)

αEar by (10), (1), & (6)

⇒ Θρ∂ρ
(
Ψ(n+1)

)α
r︸ ︷︷ ︸

(n+1)
(
Ψ(n+1)

)α

r

= + 1
4 (ΓabΘ)

(
Ω(n)

)ab
r

+ (HaΘ)α
(
E(n)

)a
r

by (1), (6) & (11).

Notice here how the sign in the second line appears since only the coefficient of dXr dΘρ contributes in the first
term, which picks up a sign dXr dΘρ = −dΘρ dXr in comparison to the left hand side.

By inserting these recursion relations into each other, we may decouple them (resulting in a formulation similar
to [dWPPS98, (3.9)]):

Lemma 2.8 (Decoupled rheonomy recursion relations). On gravitino-flat (9) super-spacetimes in WZT
gauge (5) the following decoupled recursion relations hold for the odd coordinate dependence of the super-fields:(

Ψ(n+2)
)α
ρ

= − 1
n+4

2
n+3

1
4

(
Γa1a2Θ

)α(
ΘKa1a2 Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
+ 1

n+4
2

n+3 (HaΘ)α
(
ΘΓaΨ

(n)
ρ

)
(
Ψ(n+2)

)α
r

= + 1
n+2

1
n+1

1
4 (Γa1a2Θ)α

(
ΘKa1a2 Ψ

(n)
r

)
+ 1

n+2
1

n+1 (HaΘ)α
(
ΘΓaΨ

(n)
r

) by inserting
(14) & (13)
into (15) .

(16)

3 Holographic M5-Branes

3.1 Spinors on M5-branes

We briefly recall and record some properties of spinors in 6d among spinors in 11d, following [GSS24b, §3.2], which
we will need below. In particular, we establish a Fierz identity (in Lem. 3.1 below), which is crucial in the proof
of the M5-immersion in §3.3 below. In contrast to existing literature on super-embeddings, we do not use a matrix
representation of the 6d Clifford algebra but instead use projection operators (17) to algebraically carve it out of
the 11d Clifford algebra (as indicated in [LP10, §A]). We find that this helps considerably with providing the proofs
in the following sections.

Spinors in 6d form 11d. Following [GSS24b, §3.2] we conveniently identify the chiral Spin(1, 5)-representations
2 ·8± ∈ RepR

(
Spin(1, 5)

)
with the linear subspaces of the Spin(1, 10)-representation 32 (102) which are the images

of the projection operators ([GSS24b, (92)])

P := 1
2

(
1 + Γ5′6789

)
P := 1

2

(
1− Γ5′6789

) : 32 −! 32 , (17)

respectively, satisfying the following evident but consequential relations (cf. [GSS24b, (89)]):

P P = P
P P = P
P P = 0
P P = 0

Γa P = P Γa

Γa P = P Γa
a ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5}

Γ5′P = P Γ5′

Γi P = P Γi i ∈ {6, 7, 8, 9}

Γ5′6789 P = +P

Γ5′6789 P = −P

Γ6789P = Γ5′P ,

(18)

where we suggestively denote the 11d Clifford generators as follows:

tangential︷ ︸︸ ︷ radial︷︸︸︷ transversal︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γ0 Γ1 Γ2 Γ3 Γ4 Γ5 Γ5′ Γ6 Γ7 Γ8 Γ9 ∈ Pin+(1, 10) ⊂ EndR(32)

γ0 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 ∈ Pin+(1, 5) ⊂ EndR
(
2 · 8+ ⊕ 2 · 8−

)
,

P (−)P

+P (−)P

(19)

in that under the corresponding inclusion

Spin(1, 5) ↪−! Spin(1, 10)

there are isomorphisms [GSS24b, (86-90)]

2 · 8 := 2 · 8+ ≃ P (32)

2 · 8− ≃ P (32) .
(20)
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Combined with the vector representation of Spin(1, 10) and Spin(1, 5) on R1,10 and R1,5, respectively, we may
regard P (17) as a projector of super-vector spaces

R1,10 | 32 R1,5 | 2·8 R1,10 | 32

P P := 1
2

(
1 + Γ5′6789

)
P := 1

2

(
1− Γ5′6789

)
,

(21)

which is convenient for unifying the conditions on tangential and transversal super-coframe components in a 1/2BPS
super-immersion (Def. 3.4 below).

Lemma 3.1 (A Fierz identity in 6d). Elements θ ∈ (2 · 8+)odd satisfy

γaθ θγ
a = 0 , (22)

where γa are the Clifford generators in 6D according to (19).

Proof. Recall from (20) that we may and do regard θ = Pθ ∈ 2 ·8+ ⊂ 32 as an 11d spinor but constrained to be in
the image of the projector P := 1

2

(
1 + Γ5′6789

)
, see (17). With this, we may use the formula for Clifford expansion

(113) of general endomorphisms ϕ ∈ EndR(32) in the case where

ϕ ≡ θ θ 32 32

Φ 7−! θ
(
θΦ

)
,

:

with the spinor pairing (103) on the right.
But since θ (as opposed to dθ, cf. [GSS24a, Rem. 2.62]) is a skew-commuting variable, it is only the skew-

symmetric Clifford basis elements among Γa1···ap (p ≤ 5) which are non-vanishing when evaluated in
(
θ(−)θ

)
, and

these are precisely those with 0, 3 or 4 indices (112). Hence (113) specializes to:

θ θ = − 1
32

((
θ θ

)
− 1

3!

(
θ Γa1a2a3 θ

)
Γa1a2a3

)
+ 1

4!

(
θ Γa1···a4 θ

)
Γa1···a4

)
, ai ∈ {0,· · ·,5′, 6, 7, 8, 9} .

Moreover, since the only Clifford elements which remain non-vanishing when sandwiched in P (−)P are those
carrying an odd number of tangential (6d) indices, by (18), this reduces further to

θ θ = 1
32

(
1
3!

(
θ γa1a2a3 θ

)
γa1a2a3 − 1

3!

(
θ γa1a2a3Γi θ

)
γa1a2a3Γi

+ 1
2

(
θ γaΓi1i2 θ

)
γaΓi1i2 − 1

3!

(
θ γaΓi1i2i3 θ

)
γaΓi1i2i3

) ai ∈ {0,· · ·,5}
ii ∈ {5′, 6, 7, 8, 9} .

(23)

But finally, by Hodge duality in the transverse directions

Γi1i2i3P =
(18)

Γi1i2i3Γ5′6789P = ± 1
2ϵi1i2i3 i4i5Γ

i4i5P ii ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8, 9} , (24)

we have for the last summand in (23):

1
3!

(
θγaΓi1i2i3θ

)
γaΓi1i2i3 = 1

3!
1
2·2ϵi1i2i3 i4i5ϵ

i1i2i3 j4j5
(
θγaΓ

i4i5θ
)
γaΓj4j5 by (24)

= 1
3!

3!·2!
2·2 δ

j4j5
i4i4

(
θγaΓ

i4i5θ
)
γaΓj4j5 by (101)

= 1
2

(
θγaΓ

i4i5θ
)
γaΓi4i5 by (101),

whereby the last two summands in (23) cancel each other, and we are left with:

θ θ = 1
32

(
1
3!

(
θ γa1a2a3 θ

)
γa1a2a3 − 1

3!

(
θ γa1a2a3Γi θ

)
γa1a2a3Γi

)
,

ai ∈ {0,· · ·,5}
ii ∈ {5′, 6, 7, 8, 9} .

(25)

Now observing (by decomposing the sum and making a simple case analysis) that

γb γa1a2a3γ
b = 0 , ai, b ∈ {0,· · ·,5} , (26)

the claim (22) follows:

γaθ θγ
a = 1

32

(
1
3!

(
θ γb1b2b3 θ

)
γaγ

b1b2b3γa︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

+ 1
3!

(
θ γb1b2b3Γi θ

)
γaγ

b1b2b3γa︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

Γi
)

by (25)

= 0 by (26).
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3.2 Super AdS7-spacetime

With the result of §2 in hand, we may give explicit formulas for super AdS7×S4-spacetime by first recalling the
ordinary bosonic AdS-geometry and then rheonomically extending to super-spacetime.

Near-horizon geometry of black M5-branes. The bosonic near-horizon geometry of N black M5-brane is (cf.
[CKvP98, (6.6)][AFHS00, §2.1.2], following [GT93][DGT94]) represented on a chart of the form

R1,10 \ R1,5 ≃
diff

R1,5 ×
(
R5 \ {0}

)
≃
diff

R1,5 × R>0 × S4 (27)

with its canonical coordinate functions

Xa : R1,5 R for a ∈ {0, 1, · · · , 5}
r : R>0 R

(28)

by the AdS7-metric in “Poincaré coordinates” (cf. [Bl22, §39.3.7]) plus the metric on the round S4:

ds2NM5 = r2

N2/3 ds
2
R1,5 + N2/3

r2 dr2 + N2/3

4 ds2S4 (29)

(where RNM5/2 := N1/3/2 is the radius of the 4-sphere in Planck units 2π1/3 ℓP , cf. (42) below). So the singular
brane locus5 ≃ R1,5 is (or would be) at r = 0. The C-field flux density G4 supporting this is a multiple of the
volume form on the S4-factor pulled back to the chart along the projection map:

G4 := cdvolS4
NM5

∈ Ω4
dR

(
S4

)
↪−−! Ω4

dR

(
R1,5 × R>0 × S4

)
, (30)

for some prefactor c which is determined, up to its sign, by the Einstein equations, see (43) below, and determined
including its sign by the existence of 1/2BPS M5-immersions, see (61) below.

For the near-horizon geometry (28) one says that:

• r ! 0 is the horizon, cf. footnote 5;

• r !∞ is the conformal boundary (e.g. [Bl22, p. 904]),
at which lim

r!∞

(
1
r2 ds

2
NM5

)
= ds2R1,5 is the Minkowski metric on R1,5 (and zero on R>0 × S4).

This makes it natural to identify the R1,5-factor at finite r with the worldvolume of a probe M5-brane, to be called
a holographic M5-brane (cf. the terminology of [Gu21][Gu24]):

Chart around a holographic M5-brane embedding. We pick a point sprb ∈ S4 ⊂ R5 \ {0} to designate the
direction in which we wish to consider a probe M5-brane worldvolume immersed into this background, at some
coordinate distance rprb from the M5 horizon (cf. [CKvP98, (5.22)][GM00, §8] and Figure B):

probe M5
worldvolume

R1,5 R1,5 × R>0 × S4

x 7−!
(
x, rprb, sprb

)
.

ϕ

embedding (31)

Around this point, we may pick a coordinate chart for S4

{0} {sprb}

D4 S4

∼

ι

on which we find globally defined co-frame forms (Ei)4i=1 which are orthonormal for the round metric ds2S4 on S4

and torsion-free with respect to the corresponding Levi-Civita connection:(
Ei ∈ Ω1

dR(D4)
)4
i=1

, such that dEi =
(
ι∗ΩijS4

)
Ej and ι∗ds2S4 =

9∑
i=6

Ei ⊗ Ei , (32)

and such that
ι∗dvolS4

NM5
= 1

4! ϵi1···i4 E
i1 · · ·Ei4 . (33)

Using this, we obtain a contractible coordinate chart of the near horizon geometry (27):

R1,5 × R>0 × D4 R1,5 × R>0 × S4 .
id×ι

(34)

5 The locus r = 0 is not actually a curvature singularity of the near horizon geometry – as essentially first highlighted by [GHT95,
(3.12)] and manifest below in (38) – just a coordinate singularity of the Poincaré chart (29) — but it is a singularity of the C-field flux
cdvolS4

NM5
(30) per unit metric 4-volume r4 dvolS4

NM5
, witnessing r = 0 as the necessarily singular source of this flux.
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Since this is a neighborhood of the worldvolume submanifold (31), for the purpose of establishing its super-
embedding it is sufficient to consider this chart.

Cartan geometry around the holographic M5. On the chart (34), we evidently have the following coframe
forms

Ea := r
N1/3 dXa tangential a ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5}

AdS

E5′ := N1/3

r dr radial a ∈ {5′}

S Ea = N1/3

2 δai E
i transversal a ∈ {6, 7, 8, 9} via (32) ,

(35)

which are orthonormal for the metric (29) in that ds2NM5 = ηabE
a ⊗Eb , on this chart and make the C-field flux

density (30) appear as
G4 = c

4! ϵi1···i4E
i1 · · ·Ei4 , (36)

for some constant c, determined in (43) below.

For the following formulas, we may focus on the AdS-factor in (35). Hence we let the indices ai, bi run only
through {0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5}, to be called the tangential index values – namely tangential to the worldvolume (31) – with
the further radial index 5′ carried along separately.

The torsion-free spin connection on the AdS-factor of (35), characterized by

dEa = −ΩabE
b − Ωa5′ E

5′ , dE5′ = −Ω5′
aE

a ,

is readily seen to have the following as only non-vanishing components:

Ωa5
′
= −Ω5′a = + r

N2/3 dX
a

tangential a. (37)

Therefore its curvature 2-form has non-vanishing components

Ra5
′

= dΩa5
′
= + 1

N2/3 dr dX
a = + 1

N2/3 E
5′ Ea

= − 1
N2/3E

aE5′

Ra1a2 = +Ωa15′ Ω
5′a2 = − r2

N4/3 dX
a1 dXa2

= − 1
N2/3 E

a1 Ea2 .

(38)

Hence the Riemann tensor has non-vanishing components (cf. our normalization of δ in 100)

Ra5
′
b5′ = − 1

N2/3 δ
a
b

Ra1a2b1b2 = − 2
N2/3 δ

a1a2
b1b2 ,

(39)

and the Ricci tensor is proportional to the metric tensor, as befits an Einstein manifold:

Rica1a2 = Ra1
b
a2b +Ra1

5′
a25′

= − (6−1)
N2/3 ηa1a2 − 1

N2/3 ηa1a2

= − 6
N2/3 ηa1a2

Ric5′5′ = R5′a
5′a

= − 6
N2/3 ,

(40)

similar to the Ricci tensor of the 4-sphere factor (e.g. [Lee18, Cor. 11.20]):

Rici1i2 = + 3
N2/3/4

δi1i2 . (41)

Therefore the Einstein equation with source the C-field flux density (36) has non-vanishing components (cf.
[GSS24a, (174-5)])
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Rica1a2 = − 1
12

1
12 (G4)i1···i4(G4)

i1···i4 ηa1a2

⇔ − 6
N2/3 ηa1a2 = − 1

6c
2 ηa1a2

Ric5′5′ = − 1
12

1
12 (G4)i1···i4(G4)

i1···i4 η5′5′

⇔ − 6
N2/3 = − 1

6c
2

Rici1i2 = 1
12 (G4)i1 j1j2j3(G4)i2

j1j2j3 − 1
12

1
12 (G4)j1···j4(G4)

j1···j4 δi1i2

⇔ + 3
N2/3/4

δi1i2 = 1
2c

2 δi1i2 − 1
6c

2 δi1i2

= + 1
3c

2 δi1i2

(42)

thus is solved 6 by

c = ± 6

N1/3
, hence

(30)
G4 = ± 6

N1/3 dvolS4
NM5

. (43)

At this point, both of the signs in (43) are equally admissible, but we see below in Rem. 3.10 that the + sign is
singled out by the existence of holographic M5-brane embedding.

Super-Cartan geometry near M5 horizons. In now passing to the super-spacetime enhancement of AdS7×S4,
we use the notation and conventions for 6d spinors among 11d spinors form [GSS24b, §3.2], recalled in §3.1. In
particular, we denote the Minkowski frame of Clifford generators adapted to the 1+5+1+4 dimensional split of the
tangent space to AdS7 × S4 in Poincaré coordinates (27) by [GSS24b, (85)]

R1,5︷ ︸︸ ︷ R>0︷︸︸︷ D4︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γ0 Γ1 Γ2 Γ3 Γ4 Γ5 Γ5′ Γ6 Γ7 Γ8 Γ9 ∈ Pin+(1, 0) ⊂ EndR(32)

γ0 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 ∈ Pin+(1, 5) ⊂ EndR
(
2 · 8+ ⊕ 2 · 8−

)
,

P (−)P

+P (−)P

(44)

where [GSS24b, (86-90)]

PΨ := 1
2

(
1 + Γ5′6789

)
Ψ

PΨ := 1
2

(
1− Γ5′6789

)
Ψ ,

P (32) ≃ 2 · 8+ ∈ RepR
(
Spin(1, 5)

)
P (32) ≃ 2 · 8− ∈ RepR

(
Spin(1, 5)

)
.

(45)

Super-Cartan geometry around holographic M5s. We now obtain the super-extension of the above Cartan
geometry (35). Inserting the bosonic AdS Cartan geometry (35) (37) into the initial conditions for WZT gauge (5)
means that (

E(0)
)a

= r
N1/3 dX

a ⇔
((
E(0)

)a
r
= r

N1/3 ,
(
E(0)

)a
ρ
= 0

)
(
E(0)

)5′
= N2/3

r dX5′ ⇔
((
E(0)

)5′
r

= N2/3

r ,
(
E(0)

)5′
ρ

= 0
)

(
Ψ(0)

)α
= dΘα ⇔

((
Ψ(0)

)α
r

= 0,
(
Ψ(0)

)α
ρ

= δαρ

)
(
Ω(0)

)5′a
= − r

N2/3 dX
a ⇔

((
Ω(0)

)5′a
r

= − r
N2/3 ,

(
Ω(0)

)5′a
ρ

= 0
)
.

(46)

Moreover, inserting the flux density (36) into the super-field strength components (12) yields

Ha = − c
12Γa Γ6789

H5′ = − c
12 Γ5′6789

Hi = + c
6

1
3! ϵi i1i2i3Γ

i1i2i3

Ka1a2 = + c
6Γ

a1a2Γ6789

K5′a = − c
6 Γ

aΓ5′6789

Ki1i2 = + c
6ϵ
i1i2 i3i4Γi3i4

Kia = 0

K5′i = 0 .

for
ai ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5}
ii ∈ {6, 7, 8, 9}

(47)

6NB: The last line in (42) is the reason that the radius of S4 has to be half that of AdS7 in (29).
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From this, we now obtain the super-field extension of the supergravity fields on AdS7 × S4.

Example 3.2 (AdS7 × S4 super-fields to first Θ-order). Based on the 0th-order expressions (46), we obtain
to first order in Θ (similar to [dWPPS98, (3.11)]):

Ea = r
N1/3 dX

a +
(
ΘΓa dΘ

)
+ O

(
Θ2

)
by (13)

E5′ = N2/3

r dX5′ +
(
ΘΓ5′ dΘ

)
+ O

(
Θ2

)
by (13)

Ω5′a = − r
N2/3 dX

a + (−) c6
(
ΘΓa Γ5′6789 dΘ

)
+ O

(
Θ2

)
by (14), (47) & (5)

Ψα = dΘα +
(
− 1

2
r

N2/3 (Γ5′aΘ)α − c
12

r
N1/3 (ΓaΓ6789Θ)α

)
dXa

+ − c
12
N2/3

r (Γ5′6789Θ)α dX5′

+ c
6

1
3!ϵi i1i2i3(Γ

i1i2i3Θ)α dXi + O
(
Θ2

)
by (15) & (47),

(48)

where a ∈ {0,· · ·,5}.

3.3 Holographic M5 immersion

With the background super-spacetime in hand (§3.2), we are ready to inspect the 1/2BPS super-immersions of
holographic M5-branes.

Our main result here is Thm. 3.11, which says that the evident super-immersion of an M5-brane worldvolume
into the Minkowski-part of the Poincaré chart of the near-horizon super-geometry of N black M5-branes is 1/2BPS
(hence is a “super-embedding”).

1/2BPS super-immersions. Recall (e.g. [Va04, p. 27], cf. [GSS24b, Rem. 2.10, Def. 2.18]) that:

Definition 3.3 (Super-immersions). A map of supermanifolds (e.g. [GSS24a, Ex. 2.13])

super-
worldvolume Σ1,p |n X1,d |N super-

spacetime

ϕ

immersion
(49)

is a super-immersion if it induces injections on all super-tangent spaces

∀
σ ∈ Σ

⇝

R1,p|n R1,d|N

TσΣ
1,p |n Tϕ(σ)X

1,d |N .

∼ ∼

dϕσ

We say, following [GSS24b, §2.2], that:

Definition 3.4 (1/2BPS super-immersions). A super-immersion ϕ (49) is 1/2BPS if for a linear projection
operator P from the target super-space onto the “tangential ” worldvolume super-dimensions (with P := 1 − P
the “transversal ” projection), projecting onto the fixed locus of a Pin+(1, d)-element (a p-brane involution [HSS19,
Def. 4.4])

R1,d |N R1,p |n R1,d |N ,

P

(50)

there exists an orthonormal local co-frame field (E,Ψ) (114) on X which is super-Darboux with respect to ϕ in
that:

(i) the tangential coframe pulls back to a local coframe field on Σ:

(e, ψ) := ϕ∗
(
PE, PΨ

)
is a coframe field (51)

(ii) the transversal bosonic coframe field pulls back to zero

ϕ∗PE = 0 (52)

(iii) the transversal fermionic coframe field pulls back to

ϕ∗PΨ = Sh · ψ (53)

for some fermionic shear field Sh on Σ, i.e. pointwise valued in Spin(d− p)-equivariant linear maps

∀
σ ∈ Σ

⇝
Shσ : n ≃ PN −−! PN . (54)
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Example 3.5 (M5 super-immersions). If the projection operator (50) is that from (21), then we have the case
of M5-brane super-immersions ([GSS24b, §3], going back to [HS97b]).

Remarkably (cf. Rem. 3.13 below), the shear map (54) turns out to encode the flux density of any higher
gauge field on the worldvolume Σ. If this vanishes (as it does in the example holographic M5-branes presented in
a moment) the definition simplifies to:

Definition 3.6 (Fluxless 1/2BPS super-immersion). A 1/2BPS super-immersion (Def. 3.4) is fluxless if its
super-Darboux coframes (E,Ψ) are characterized more simply by

Tangential condition: (e, ψ) := ϕ∗
(
PE, PΨ

)
is a coframe field

Transversal condition: 0 = ϕ∗
(
PE, PΨ

)
.

(55)

This is manifestly super-analogous to classical Darboux coframe theory (recalled in [GSS24b, §2.1]) and this is
what we establish for holographic M5-branes in Thm. 3.11 below.

Remark 3.7 (Relation to the literature).
(i) The conditions (51) and (52) on a 1/2BPS super-immersion are (for more details see [GSS24b, Rem. 2.23]) a slight
strengthening of the “super-embedding” condition used by [So00], following [BPSTV95][HS97a][HS97b][HRS98].

(ii) In particular, (e, ψ) being a super-coframe field (51) entails that ϕ∗PE =: e has no component along ψ, which
is the “basic super-embedding condition” of [HS97a, (6)][HRS98, (2)], earlier known as the “geometrodynamical
condition” [BPSTV95, (2.23)].

(iii) The difference is that more generally one may allow the pullback of the transversal gravitino to have also a
bosonic component τ (cf. [GSS24b, Rem. 3.13]), generalizing (53) to

ϕ∗PΨ = Sh · ψ + τae
a . (56)

However, only for τ = 0:

(a) does the worldvolume Bianchi identity dH3 = ϕ∗G4 actually follow without fermionic corrections [GSS24b,
Rem. 3.19],

(b) is the super-embedding really 1/2BPS [GSS24b, Rem. 3.13].

In any case, for the example of holographic M5-branes obtained in Thm. 3.11 below we do have τ = 0 (and no
other explicit examples seem to have been discussed in the literature before).

The holographic M5 super-immersion. We may now define and analyze the super-geometric enhancement of
the immersion of M5-worldvolumes parallel and near to the horizon of their own black brane incarnation (cf. again
Figure B):

Definition 3.8 (Holographic super-immersion). We extend the holographic immersion (31) to a super-
immersion (Def. 3.3) in an evident way:

R1,5 | 2·8 R1,5 × R>0 × D4 × R0|2·8+ × R0|2·8− ⊂ R1,10 | 32

xa
ϕ∗

 − [ Xa

rprb
ϕ∗

 − [ r

siprb
ϕ∗

 − [ Xi

θα
ϕ∗

 − [
(
PΘ

)α
0

ϕ∗

 − [
(
PΘ

)α
,

ϕ

(57)

where P = 1
2

(
1 + Γ5′6789

)
, cf. (17), which defines the super-coordinates on the worldvolume to be the projected

pullbacks of those of target space, and where

rprb, s
i
prb ∈ R ↪−! C∞(R1,5) ↪−! C∞(R1,5 | 2·8) for i ∈ {6, 7, 8, 9}

are the chosen constants parametrizing the transverse position of the immersion (cf. Figure B).

13



Lemma 3.9 (M5-Worldvolume super-fields to first θ-order).
(i) Under the holographic super-immersion (57), the first-order super-fields (48) pull back to

ea := ϕ∗Ea =
rprb
N1/3 dx

a +
(
θ γa dθ

)
+ O

(
θ2
)

ϕ∗E5′ = O
(
θ2
)

ψα := ϕ∗(PΨ)α = dθα + O
(
θ2
)

ϕ∗
(
PΨ

)α
=

(
1
2
rprb
N2/3 − c

12
rprb
N1/3

)
(Γa5′θ)

α dxa + O
(
θ2
)

eb1II5
′

b1b2 + ψβII5
′

β b2 := ϕ∗Ω5′
b2 = − rprb

N2/3 δb1b2 dx
b1 − c

6

(
θ γa dθ

)
+ O

(
θ2
)
.

(58)

(ii) The 2nd fundamental super-form II5
′
(cf. [GSS24b, (67)]) has the following components:

II5
′

b1b2 = − 1
N1/3 δb1b2 + O

(
θ2
)

II5
′

β b2 =
(
− 1

N1/3 + c
6

)(
θ γb1

)
β

+ O
(
θ2
)
.

(59)

Proof. The first line in (58) is evident. For the second line just note that
(
θ Γ5′ dθ

)
= 0 by (18). For the third line,

notice similarly that

ϕ∗(PΨ)α = dθα +
(
− 1

2
rprb

N2/3 (P Γ5′aθ)
α︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

− c
12

rprb
N1/3 (P ΓaΓ6789θ)

α︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

)
dxa +O(θ2) ,

where the terms over the braces vanish by (18):

PΓ5′aθ = Γ5′aPθ = = Γ5′aPPθ = 0 and PΓaΓ6789θ = ΓaΓ6789Pθ = ΓaΓ6789PPθ = 0 .

The fourth line works analogously but complementarily:

ϕ∗
(
PΨ

)α
=

(
− 1

2
rprb

N2/3

(
P Γ5′aθ

)α︸ ︷︷ ︸
−Γa5′θ

− c
12

rprb
N1/3

(
P ΓaΓ6789θ

)α︸ ︷︷ ︸
Γa5′θ

)
dxa +O(θ2) ,

(60)

where under the braces we again used (18):

P Γ5′aθ = Γ5′aPθ = Γ5′aθ = −Γa5′θ and P ΓaΓ6789θ = ΓaΓ6789Pθ = Γa5′θ .

Finally, the fifth line follows again similarly, now using that Γ5′6789P = P , again by (18). From this, the last
statement (59) is checked by expanding out:

eb1 II5
′

b1b2 + ψβ II5
′

βb2 = −
(
rprb

N1/3 dx
b1 +

(
θ γb1 dθ

))
1

N1/3 δb1b2 + dθβ
(
− 1

N1/3 + c
6

)(
θ γb2

)
β

O
(
θ2
)

by (58) & (59)

= − rprb

N2/3 δb1b2dx
b2 − c

6

(
θ γb2 dθ

)
+ O

(
θ2
)

= ϕ∗ Ω5′
b2 +O

(
θ2
)

by (58) .

Remark 3.10 (Positive charge of holographic M5-brane probe). Since c = ±6/N1/3 (43), Lem. 3.9 implies
that the holographic super-immersion (57) is (fluxless) 1/2BPS (Def. 3.6) to first order in θ iff the background
C-field flux density (43) is positive 7, in that, by (58) (60):

ϕ∗
(
PΨ

)
= O

(
θ2
)

⇔
{
c > 0, i.e. G4 = + 6

N1/3 dvolS4
NM5

. (61)

Next, from the first-order formulas (58), we now proceed by induction to the full computation of the worldvolume
fields. For this, let now

(E,Ψ) ∈ Ω1
dR

(
R1,5×R>0×D4×R0|32; R1,10 | 32) (62)

denote the super coframe fields (35) on the Poincaré neighborhood (34) of AdS7×S4 uniquely extended to super-
space via WZT gauge (Def. 2.1), to all orders in Θ.

Now we are ready for the main statement of this section:

7Since the difference of signs in (43) signifies the difference between black branes and black anti-branes that source the C-field flux,
and if in the spirit of microscopic p-brane holography (p. 2) we think of the black brane and its holographic probe as two aspects of the
same physical system, then the requirement (Rem. 3.10) of the positive sign for the existence of the holographic probe characterizes
this as an actual brane instead of an anti-brane.
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Theorem 3.11 (Existence of fluxless 1/2BPS holographic M5-brane probes). The holographic super-
immersion (57) of an M5-brane probe near the horizon of N coincident black M5-branes is (fluxless) 1/2BPS (Def.
3.6).

Proof. By Lem. 3.9 with Rem. 3.10, the statement holds to first order in the odd worldvolume coordinates. Hence
it is sufficient to check that all higher contributions actually vanish.

First, the vanishing of the higher orders of the transversal gravitino,

ϕ∗PΨ = 0 , equivalently ϕ∗Ψ = Pϕ∗Ψ (63)

(using throughout that ϕ∗ ◦ P = P ◦ ϕ∗ and similarly for P ) follows via the decoupled recursion relations from
Lem. 2.8 by induction on the θ-order:

• For the even component by

ϕ∗
(
P Ψ

(n+2)
r

)α · (n+ 2)(n+ 1)

= 1
4

(
PΓa1a2θ

)α(
θKa1a2 ϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
+

(
PHaθ

)α(
θ Γa ϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
ai ∈ {0,· · ·,5, 5′, 6,· · ·,9} by (16) & (57)

= 1
4

(
PΓa1a2θ

)α(
θKa1a2 Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
+

(
PHaθ

)α(
θ Γa Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
ai ∈ {0,· · ·,5, 5′, 6,· · ·,9} by induction

assumption

= 1
2

(
P Γ5′aθ

)α(
θK5′a Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
+

(
P Haθ

)α(
θ Γa Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
a ∈ {0,· · ·,5} by (18)

= − 1
2
c
6

(
P Γ5′a︸︷︷︸

−Γa5′

θ
)α(

θ Γa Pϕ∗Ψ
(n)
r

)
− c

12

(
P Γa5′θ

)α(
θ Γa Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
a ∈ {0,· · ·,5} by (47) & (18)

= 0 .

• For the odd component by use of the Fierz identity from Lem. 3.1:

ϕ∗
(
P Ψ

(n+2)
ρ

)α · (n+ 4)(n+ 3) 12

= − 1
4

(
P Γa1a2θ

)α(
θKa1a2 ϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
+

(
P Haθ

)α(
θ Γa ϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
ai ∈ {0,· · ·,5, 5′, 6,· · ·,9} by (16) & (57)

= − 1
4

(
P Γa1a2θ

)α(
θKa1a2 Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
+

(
P Haθ

)α(
θ Γa Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
ai ∈ {0,· · ·,5, 5′, 6,· · ·,9} by induction

assumption

= − 1
2

(
P Γ5′aθ

)α(
θK5′a Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
+

(
P Haθ

)α(
θ Γa Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
a ∈ {0,· · ·,5} by (18)

= 1
2
c
6

(
P Γ5′aθ

)α(
θ Γa Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
− c

12

(
P Γa5′θ

)α(
θ Γa Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
a ∈ {0,· · ·,5} by (47) & (18)

= c
6

(
P Γ5′ γaθ

)α(
θ γa︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

Pϕ∗Ψ
(n)
ρ

)
= 0 by (22) .

From this, it then follows that:

• The pullback of the radial & transversal vielbein vanishes to all orders:

ϕ∗PE = 0 (64)

because we now have for E5′ that

ϕ∗
(
E(n+1)

)5′
r

= 2
n+1

(
θ Γ5′ϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
by (13) & (57)

= 2
n+1

(
θ Γ5′Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
by (63)

= 0 by (18),

ϕ∗
(
E(n+1)

)5′
ρ

= 2
n+2

(
θ Γ5′ϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
by (13) & (57)

= 2
n+2

(
θ Γ5′Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
by (63)

= 0 by (18),

and verbatim so for Ei.

• The fermionic component of the tangential coframe field equals

ψ = dθ (65)
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to all orders in θ, because it does so to first order by (58) and all higher orders vanish (now ai ∈ {0,· · ·, 9}):(
ψ(n+2)

)α
r

:= ϕ∗
(
P Ψ(n+2)

)α
r

= + 1
n+2

1
n+1

1
4

(
P Γa1a2θ

)α(
θKa1a2 ϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
+ 1

n+2
1

n+1

(
P Haθ

)α(
θ Γa ϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
by (16) & (57)

= + 1
n+2

1
n+1

1
4

(
P Γa1a2θ

)α(
θKa1a2Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
+ 1

n+2
1

n+1

(
P Haθ

)α(
θ ΓaPϕ∗Ψ

(n)
r

)
by (63) 8

= 0 by (47) & (18)

(66)

and (
ψ(n+2)

)α
ρ

:= ϕ∗
(
P Ψ(n+2)

)α
ρ

= + 1
n+4

1
n+3

1
4

(
P Γa1a2θ

)α(
θKa1a2 ϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
+ 1

n+4
1

n+3

(
P Haθ

)α(
θ Γa ϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
by (16) & (57)

= + 1
n+4

1
n+3

1
4

(
P Γa1a2θ

)α(
θKa1a2Pϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
+ 1

n+4
1

n+3

(
P Haθ

)α(
θ ΓaPϕ∗Ψ

(n)
ρ

)
by (63)

= 0 by (47) & (18) .

Note that in the last step, in both cases, we observe from (47) that Ka1a1 and Ha have for all index values
the same parity (with respect to the projectors P , P ) as Γa1a2 and Γa, respectively so that the two terms
P Γa1a2P and PKa1a2P can never both be non-vanishing, and similarly for PHaP and P ΓaP .

• The bosonic component of the tangential coframe field equals

ea = dxa +
(
θ γa dθ

)
(67)

to all orders in θ, because it does so to first order by (58), and since all higher orders vanish, as follows:(
e(n+1)

)a
r

:= ϕ∗
(
E(n+1)

)a
r

= 2
n+1

(
θ γa ϕ

∗Ψ
(n)
r

)
by (13) & (57)

= 0 by (63) & (58) ,

(
e(n+2)

)a
ρ

:= ϕ∗
(
E(n+2)

)a
ρ

= 2
n+3

(
θ γa ϕ

∗Ψ
(n+1)
ρ

)
by (13) & (57)

= 0 by (63) & (58) .

To conclude:
• the statements (64) and (63) establish the transversal condition in (55) that was to be shown, namely that
ϕ∗

(
PE, PΨ

)
= 0.

• The statements (65) and (67) establish the tangential condition in (55) that was to be shown, namely that
(e, ψ) is a coframe field, manifestly so by expanding the coordinate differentials in their (e, ψ)-components as

dxa = N1/3

rprb
ea −

(
θ γa ψ

)
dθα = ψα.

This completes the check that ϕ (57) is a (fluxless) 1/2BPS super-immersion (Def. 3.6), hence that the holographic
probe M5-brane really exists.

Remark 3.12 (Bianchi identity and vanishing H3-flux density).
(i) For flux quantization on holographic M-branes in [SS24], the key point of establishing the 1/2BPS property of
the holographic M5-brane immersion, via Thm. 3.11, is that this establishes a solution to the equations of motion
of the H3-flux density on the worldvolume ([GSS24b, Prop. 3.17]), namely the appropriate self-duality, the Bianchi
identity, and rheonomy.

(ii) In the present case of vanishing flux density, this may look fairly trivial, but it is still crucial to establish it
unambiguously as a solution because (only) then is flux quantization guaranteed to produce the exact completed
field content which may still be non-trivial (namely torsion-charged), as discussed in [SS24].

(iii) In any case, it is immediate to check the conclusions of [GSS24b, Prop. 3.17] in the present case: In particular,
with (36) and (57) we have

ϕ∗G4 = 0 (68)

so that the general worldvolume Bianchi identity dH3 = ϕ∗G4 (cf. [GSS24b, (1)]) is un-twisted and becomes

dH3 = 0 ,

which is clearly satisfied by H3 = 0.
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Remark 3.13 (Absence of fluxed 1/2BPS holographic M5-branes). The proof of Thm. 3.11 also readily
shows that it is impossible to have non-vanishing worldvolume flux density H3 ̸= 0 on a holographic M5-brane (57)
while keeping its 1/2BPS- (“super-embedding”-) property (at least with respect to the given coframe field (62)).
Namely, by [HS97b, (40)][HSW97, (7)][So00, p. 91] (re-derived in [GSS24b, (126)]) such non-trivial flux corresponds

to modifying the super-immersion (57) by a summand /̃H3

ϕ∗PΘ = θ + /̃H3θ , for /̃H3 ≡ 1
3! (H̃3)a1a2a3γ

a1a2a3 ,

which vanishes iff the actual flux density H3 vanishes (cf. [GSS24b, Rem. 3.18]) – but non-vanishing such H̃3

immediately fails the Darboux condition (64), by the computation shown right below there. (This is in contrast
notably to the case of the rectilinear embedding of the M5-brane into flat Minkowski superspacetime, which allows
any constant H3-flux to be switched on, see [GSS24b, Ex. 3.14]).

This phenomenon naturally leads over to the discussion of flux-quantization on holographic M5-branes in [SS24].
Namely a constraint of vanishing flux density

H3 = 0

trivializes the higher gauge field on holographic M5-branes only locally, on any (contractible) coordinate chart,
while the globally completed higher gauge field, controlled by a flux quantization law, may still attain non-trivial
configurations carrying non-trivial torsion charges.

In other words, while flux quantization completes general gauge field configurations by torsion-charged sectors,
this is particularly relevant for configurations with vanishing flux, as found here on holographic M5-branes, in which
case the non-trivial higher gauge field content is invisible by traditional local field analysis and is all contained in
the subtleties of the flux quantization law. This is what we discuss in [SS24].

4 Holographic M2-Branes

For comparison, we also make an analogous analysis for the M2-brane case. Hence we determine the holographic
M2-brane probes super-embedded into the near-horizon super-geometry of their own black brane incarnation. This
is the case of microscopic p-brane holography, which was originally considered in [BDPS87][DF+99][PST99].

4.1 Spinors on M2-Branes

Spinors in 3d from spinors in 11d. We conveniently identify (cf. [HSS19, Lem. 4.11]) the Spin(1, 2)-
representation 8 · 2 ∈ RepR

(
Spin(1, 2)

)
with the linear subspace of the Spin(1, 10)-representation 32 (102) that is

the image of either of the projection operators

P := 1
2

(
1 + Γ2′3456789

)
P⊥ := 1

2

(
1− Γ2′3456789

) : 32 −−! 32 , (69)

satisfying the following evident but consequential relations:

PP = P

P⊥P⊥ = P⊥

P⊥P = 0

PP⊥ = 0

ΓaP = P Γa

ΓaP⊥ = P⊥ Γa
a ∈ {0, 1, 2}

Γ2′P = P⊥ Γ2′

Γ2′P⊥ = P Γ2′

Γi P = P⊥ Γi

Γi P⊥ = P Γi
i ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9}

P = P

P⊥ = P⊥ ,
(70)

where we suggestively denote the 11d Clifford generators as follows:

tangential︷ ︸︸ ︷ radial︷︸︸︷ transversal︷ ︸︸ ︷
Γ0 Γ1 Γ2 Γ2′ Γ3 Γ4 Γ5 Γ6 Γ7 Γ8 Γ9 ∈ Pin+(1, 10) ⊂ EndR(32)

γ0 γ1 γ2 ∈ Pin+(1, 2) ⊂ EndR(8 · 2) ,
P (−)P

(71)

in that under the corresponding inclusion

Spin(1, 2) ↪−! Spin(1, 10)

there are linear isomorphisms
8 · 2 ≃

Spin(1, 2)
P (32) ≃

Spin(1, 2)
P⊥(32) .
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Combined with the vector representation of Spin(1, 10) and Spin(1, 2) on R1,10 and R1,2, respectively, we may
regard P (69) as a projector of super-vector spaces

R1,10 | 32 R1,2 | 8·2 R1,10 | 32

P

P := 1
2

(
1 + Γ2′3456789

)
, (72)

which is convenient for unifying the conditions on tangential and transversal super-coframe components in a 1/2BPS
super-immersion (Def. 3.4).

Hodge duality on the M2. By 11d Hodge duality, we have

Γ012 =
(107)

Γ012Γ0122′3456789 = +Γ2′3456789 (73)

so that the projector P (69) is alternatively expressed as

P = 1
2

(
1 + Γ012

)
which makes it manifest that

1
2ϵa b1b2Γ

b1b2P = 1
2ϵa b1b2Γ

b1b2 Γ012 P = −ΓaP . (74)

4.2 Super AdS4-spacetime

With the result of §2 in hand, we may give explicit formulas for super AdS4×S7-spacetime by first recalling the
ordinary bosonic AdS-geometry and then rheonomically extending to super-spacetime.

Near-horizon geometry of black M2-branes. The bosonic near-horizon geometry of N black M2-brane is (cf.
[AFHS00, (5)], following [GT93][DGT94][DF+99, (2.3)]) represented on a chart of the form

R1,10 \ R1,2 ≃
diff

R1,2 ×
(
R8 \ {0}

)
≃
diff

R1,2 × R>0 × S7 (75)

with its canonical coordinate functions

Xa : R1,2 R for a ∈ {0, 1, · · · , 2}
r : R>0 R

(76)

by the AdS4-metric (cf. [Bl22, §39.3.7]) plus the metric on the round S7:

ds2NM2 = r2

N2/6 ds
2
R1,2 + N2/6

r2 dr2 + 4N2/6 ds2S7 (77)

(where 2RNM2 := 2N1/6 is the radius of the 7-sphere in Planck units π1/3

21/6
ℓP ). The C-field flux density G4

supporting this is a multiple of the volume form on the AdS4-factor pulled back to the chart along the canonical
map

G4 = cdvolAdSNM2
4

∈ Ω4
dR

(
AdS4

)
↪−−! Ω4

dR

(
R1,2 × R>0 × S4

)
, (78)

for some prefactor c which is determined, up to its sign, by the Einstein equations, see (89) below, and whose sign
is determined by the condition that a holographic M2-embedding exists (Rem. 4.4 below).

Chart around a holographic M2-brane embedding. We pick a point sprb ∈ S7 ⊂ R8 \ {0} to designate the
direction in which we wish to consider a probe M2-brane worldvolume immersed into this background, at some
coordinate distance rprb from the M2 singularity (cf. [BDPS87, (14)][PST99, (12)] and Figure B):

probe M2
worldvolume

R1,2 R1,2 × R>0 × S7

x 7−!
(
x, rprb, sprb

)
.

ϕ

embedding (79)

Restricting to an open ball around sprb ∈ S7, we have a contractible chart around this immersed worldvolume, of
the form

R1,2 × R>0 × D7 R1,2 × R>0 × S7 .
id×ι

(80)
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Cartan geometry around the holographic M2. On the chart (80), we evidently have the following coframe
forms

Ea := r
N1/6 dXa tangential a ∈ {0, 1, 2}

AdS

E2′ := N1/6

r dr radial a ∈ {2′}

S Ea = N1/6

1/2 δ
a
i E

i transversal a ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9} ,

(81)

which are orthonormal for the metric (77), in that ds2NM2 = ηabE
a ⊗ Eb on this chart, and make the C-field flux

density (78) appear as
G4 = ±cE0E1E2E2′ . (82)

For the following formulas, we may focus on the AdS-factor in (81). Hence we let the indices ai, bi run only
through {0, 1, 2}, to be called the tangential index values – namely tangential to the worldvolume (79) – with the
further radial index 2′ carried along separately.

The torsion-free spin connection on the AdS-factor of (81), characterized by

dEa = −ΩabE
b − Ωa2′ E

2′ , dE2′ = −Ω2′
aE

a ,

is readily seen to have as only non-vanishing components:

Ωa2
′
= −Ω2′a = + r

N2/6 dX
a

tangential a. (83)

Therefore its curvature 2-form has non-vanishing components

Ra2
′

= dΩa2
′
= + 1

N2/6 dr dX
a = + 1

N2/6 E
2′ Ea

= − 1
N2/6E

aE2′

Ra1a2 = +Ωa12′ Ω
2′a2 = − r2

N4/6 dX
a1 dXa2

= − 1
N2/6 E

a1 Ea1 .

(84)

Hence the Riemann tensor has non-vanishing components (cf. our normalization of δ in (100))

Ra2
′
b2′ = − 1

N2/6 δ
a
b

Ra1a2b1b2 = − 2
N2/6 δ

a1a2
b1b2 ,

(85)

and the Ricci tensor is proportional to the metric tensor, as befits an Einstein manifold:

Rica1a2 = Ra1
b
a2b +Ra1

2′
a22′

= − (3−1)
N2/6 ηa1a2 − 1

N2/6 ηa1a2

= − 3
N2/6 ηa1a2

Ric2′2′ = R2′a
2′a

= − 3
N2/6 ,

(86)

similar to the Ricci tensor of the 7-sphere factor (e.g. [Lee18, Cor. 11.20]):

Rici1i2 = + 6
4N2/6 δi1i2 . (87)

Therefore the Einstein equation with source the C-field flux density (82)

(G4)a1···a4 =

{
c ϵa1a2a3a4 ai ∈ {0, 1, 2, 2′}
0 otherwise

⇒
(101)

{
(G4)b1b2b3b4(G4)

b1b2b3b4 = −24 c2

(G4)a1b1b2b3(G4)a2
b1b2b3 = −6 c2 ηa1a2

has non-vanishing components (cf. [GSS24a, (174-5)])

Rica1a2 = 1
12 (G4)a1 b1b2b3(G4)a2

b1b2b3 − 1
12

1
12 (G4)b1···b4(G4)

b1···b4 ηa1a2

⇔ − 3
N2/6 ηa1a2 = − 1

2c
2 ηa1a2 + 1

6c
2 ηa1a2

= − 1
3c

2 ηa1a2

Rici1i2 = − 1
12

1
12 (G4)a1···a4(G4)

a1···a4 δi1i2

⇔ + 6
4N2/6 δi1i2 = + 1

6c
2 δi1i2

(88)
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thus is solved 9 by

c = ± 3

N1/6
, hence

(82)
G4 = ± 3

N1/6 E
0E1E2E2′ . (89)

At this point, both of the signs in (89) are equally admissible, but we see below in Rem. 3.10 that the + sign is
singled out by the existence of a holographic M2-brane embedding.

Super-Cartan geometry around holographic M2s. We now obtain the super-extension of the above Cartan
geometry (81). Inserting the bosonic AdS Cartan geometry (81) (83) into the initial conditions for WZT gauge (5)
means that (

E(0)
)a

= r
N1/6 dX

a ⇔
((
E(0)

)a
r
= r

N1/6 ,
(
E(0)

)a
ρ
= 0

)
(
E(0)

)2′
= N2/6

r dX2′ ⇔
((
E(0)

)2′
r

= N2/6

r ,
(
E(0)

)2′
ρ

= 0
)

(
Ψ(0)

)α
= dΘα ⇔

((
Ψ(0)

)α
r

= 0,
(
Ψ(0)

)α
ρ

= δαρ

)
(
Ω(0)

)2′a
= − r

N2/6 dX
a ⇔

((
Ω(0)

)2′a
r

= − r
N2/3 ,

(
Ω(0)

)2′a
ρ

= 0
)
.

(90)

Moreover, inserting the flux density (89) into the super-field strength components (12) yields

Ha = + c
6

1
2ϵa b1b2 Γ

b1b2Γ2′

H2′ = − c
6 Γ012

Hi = − c
12ΓiΓ012Γ2′

Ka1a2 = + c
3ϵ
a1a2a3Γa3 Γ2′

K2′a = − c
6ϵ
a b1b2Γb1b2

Ki1i2 = − cΓi1i2Γ012Γ2′

Kia = 0

K2′i = 0 .

for
ai ∈ {0, 1, 2}
ii ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9}

(91)

From this, we now obtain the super-field extension of the supergravity fields on AdS4 × S7:

Example 4.1 (AdS4 × S7-super-fields to first Θ-order). Based on the 0th-order expressions (90), we obtain
to first order in Θ (similar to [dWPPS98, (3.11)]):

Ea = r
N1/6 dX

a +
(
ΘΓa dΘ

)
+ O

(
Θ2

)
by (13)

E2′ = N2/6

r dX2′ +
(
ΘΓ2′ dΘ

)
+ O

(
Θ2

)
by (13)

Ω2′a = − r
N2/6 dX

a + (−) c6
1
2ϵ
a b1b2

(
ΘΓb1b2 dΘ

)
+ O

(
Θ2

)
by (14), (91) & (5)

Ψα = dΘα +
(
− 1

2
r

N2/6 (Γ2′aΘ)α + c
6

r
N1/6

1
2ϵa b1b2(Γ

b1b2Γ2′Θ)α
)
dXa

+ c
6
N2/6

r
1
2ϵa b1b2(Γ

b1b2Γ2′Θ)α dX2′

+ − c
12 (ΓiΓ012Γ2′Θ)α dXi + O

(
Θ2

)
by (15) & (91),

(92)
where a ∈ {0, 1, 2}.

4.3 Holographic M2 immersion

With the background super-spacetime in hand (§4.2), we are ready to inspect the 1/2BPS super-immersions of
holographic M2-branes. We shall be content here with showing the analysis to first order in the odd coordinates
(cf. the analogous discussion for M5-branes to all order in §3.3).

9Note that the last line in (88) is the reason that the radius of S7 has to be twice that of AdS4 in (77).
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Definition 4.2 (Holographic M2 super-immersion). We extend the holographic immersion (79) to a super-
immersion (Def. 3.3) in an evident way:

R1,2 | 8·2 R1,2 × R>0 × D7 × R0|8·2 × R0|8·2 ⊂ R1,10 | 32

xa
ϕ∗

 − [ Xa

rprb
ϕ∗

 − [ r

siprb
ϕ∗

 − [ Xi

θα
ϕ∗

 − [
(
PΘ

)α
0

ϕ∗

 − [
(
P⊥Θ

)α
.

ϕ

(93)

Lemma 4.3 (M2-Worldvolume super-fields to first θ-order).
(i) Under the holographic super-immersion (4.2), the first-order super-fields (90) pull back to

ea := ϕ∗Ea =
rprb
N1/6 dx

a +
(
θ γa dθ

)
+ O

(
θ2
)

ϕ∗E2′ = O
(
θ2
)

ψα := ϕ∗(PΨ)α = dθα + O
(
θ2
)

ϕ∗
(
P⊥Ψ

)α
=

(
1
2
rprb
N2/6 − c

6
rprb
N1/6

)
(Γa2′θ)

α dxa + O
(
θ2
)

eb1II2
′

b1b2 + ψβII2
′

β b2 := ϕ∗Ω2′
b2 = − rprb

N2/6 δb1b2 dx
b1 − 1

6

(
θ γa dθ

)
+ O

(
θ2
)
.

(94)

(ii) The 2nd fundamental super-form II2
′
(cf. [GSS24b, (67)]) has the following components:

II2
′

b1b2 = − 1
N1/6 δb1b2 + O

(
θ2
)

II2
′

β b2 =
(
− 1

N1/6 + c
3

)(
θ γb1

)
β

+ O
(
θ2
)
.

(95)

Proof. The first line in (94) is evident. For the second line just note that
(
θ Γ2′dθ

)
=

(
θ PΓ2′P dθ

)
= 0 by (70).

For the third line notice similarly that

ϕ∗(PΨ)α = dθα +
(
− 1

2
rprb
N2/6 (P Γ2′aθ)

α︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

+ c
6

1
2ϵa b1b2 (PΓ

b1b2Γ2′θ)α︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

)
dxa ,

where the terms over the braces vanish by (70):

PΓ2′aθ = PΓ2′aPθ = Γ2′aP⊥Pθ = 0 , and PΓb1b2Γ2′θ = PΓb1b2Γ2′Pθ = Γb1b2Γ2′P⊥Pθ .

The fourth line works analogously but complementarily:

ϕ∗
(
P⊥Ψ

)α
=

(
− 1

2
rprb

N2/6 (P⊥ Γ2′aθ)
α + c

6
rprb
N1/6

1
2ϵa b1b2(P⊥ Γb1b2Γ2′θ)α

)
dxa +O(θ2) by (93) & (92)

=
(
+ 1

2
rprb

N2/6 (ΓaΓ2′θ)
α − c

6
rprb
N1/6 (ΓaΓ2′θ)

α
)
dxa +O(θ2) by (70) & (74) .

(96)

Hence in analogy with Rem. 3.10 we find:

Remark 4.4 (Posititve charge of holographic M2-brane probe). The expression (96) must vanish for the
immersion to be 1/2BPS. With c = ±3/N1/6 (89) this requires again that we have the positive sign in (89)

G4 = + 3
N1/6E

0E1E2E3 (97)

analogous to the case of holographic M5-branes (Rem. 3.10).

5 Conclusion

Motivated by an old proposal, due to Duff et al., that holography is microscopically realized by fluctuations of
branes probing their own near-horizon geometry, we have constructed the 1/2BPS super-embedding of an M5-brane
super-worldvolume parallel to the horizon of super-AdS7×S4-spacetime (which in fact seems to be the first explicit
example of any non-trivial M5 super-embedding to be recorded).

In doing so, we have set to zero the transverse worldvolume gravitino field, τa = 0, highlighting (Rem. 3.7) that
only then is the Bianchi identity of the self-dual worldvolume flux density as expected (namely without fermionic
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correction) and is the super-embedding really 1/2BPS in a sense which we made precise in Def. 3.4, both following
[GSS24b].

Under this condition, we have shown in Thm. 3.11 — by inductively solving the super-embedding conditions in
super-normal coordinates — that there is a unique such holographic super-embedding (up to the irrelevant choice
of a direction on the surrounding 4-sphere) for any radial distance from the asymptotic boundary.

This super-embedding should, therefore, serve as the super-space background configuration around which to
compute, after super-diffeomorphism gauge fixing, the desired super-conformal fluctuations. We hope to discuss
this elsewhere.

A Appendix

A.1 Tensor conventions and 11d spinors

Tensor conventions. Our tensor conventions are standard, but since the computations below crucially depend
on the corresponding prefactors, here to briefly make them explicit:
• The Einstein summation convention applies throughout: Given a product of terms indexed by some i ∈ I, with
the index of one factor in superscript and the other in subscript, then a sum over I is implied: xi y

i :=
∑
i∈I xi y

i.
• Our Minkowski metric is the matrix(

ηab
)d
a,b=0

=
(
ηab

)d
a,b=0

:=
(
diag(−1,+1,+1, · · · ,+1)

)d
a,b=0

. (98)

• Shifting position of frame indices always refers to contraction with the Minkowski metric (98):

V a := Vb η
ab , Va = V bηab .

• Skew-symmetrization of indices is denoted by square brackets ((−1)|σ| is sign of the permutation σ):

V[a1···ap] := 1
p!

∑
σ∈Sym(n)

(−1)|σ|Vaσ(1)···aσ(p)
.

• We normalize the Levi-Civita symbol to

ϵ012··· := +1 hence ϵ012··· := −1 . (99)

• We normalize the Kronecker symbol to

δ
a1···ap
b1···bp := δ

[a1
[b1

· · · δap]bp]
= δa1[b1 · · · δ

ap
bp]

= δ
[a1
b1

· · · δap]bp
(100)

so that
Va1···apδ

a1···ap
b1···bp = V[b1···bp] and ϵc1···cpa1···aq ϵc1···cpb1···bq = − p! · q! δa1···aqb1···bq . (101)

Spinors in 11d. We briefly recall the following standard facts (proofs and references are given in [GSS24a, §2.2.1]):
There exists an R-linear representation 32 of Pin+(1, 10) with generators

Γa : 32 −! 32 (102)

and equipped with a skew-symmetric bilinear form(
(−)(−)

)
: 32⊗ 32 −−! R (103)

with the following properties, where as usual we denote skew-symmetrized product of k Clifford generators by

Γa1···ak := 1
k!

∑
σ∈Sym(k)

sgn(σ) Γaσ(1)
· Γaσ(2)

· · ·Γaσ(n)
: (104)

• The Clifford generators square to plus the Minkowski metric (98)

ΓaΓb + ΓbΓa = +2 ηab id32 . (105)

• The Clifford product is given on the basis elements (104) as

Γaj ···a1 Γb1···bk =

min(j,k)∑
l=0

±l!
(
j

l

)(
k

l

)
δ
[a1···al
[b1···bl Γ

aj ···al+1]
bl+1···bk] . (106)

• The Clifford volume form equals the Levi-Civita symbol (99):

Γa1···a11 = ϵa1···a11 id32 . (107)

• The Clifford generators are skew self-adjoint with respect to the pairing (103)

Γa = −Γa in that ∀
ϕ,ψ∈32

(
(Γaϕ)ψ

)
= −

(
ϕ (Γaψ)

)
, (108)
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so that generally
Γa1···ap = (−1)p+p(p−1)/2 Γa1···ap . (109)

• The R-vector space of R-linear endomorphisms of 32 has a linear basis given by the ≤ 5-index Clifford elements

EndR
(
32

)
=

〈
1, Γa1 , Γa1a2 , Γa1a2a3 , Γa1···a4 , Γa1···a5

〉
ai=0,1,··· . (110)

• The R-vector space space of symmetric bilinear forms on 32 has a linear basis given by the expectation values
with respect to (103) of the 1-, 2-, and 5-index Clifford basis elements:

HomR

(
(32⊗ 32)sym, R

)
≃

〈(
(−)Γa(−)

)
,

(
(−)Γa1a2(−)

)
,
(
(−)Γa1···a5(−)

)〉
ai=0,1,··· ,

(111)

while a basis for the skew-symmetric bilinear forms is given by

HomR

(
(32⊗ 32)skew, R

)
≃

〈(
(−)(−)

)
,
(
(−)Γa1a2a3(−)

)
,

(
(−)Γa1···a4(−)

)〉
ai=0,1,··· .

(112)

• Any linear endomorphism ϕ ∈ EndR(32) is uniquely a linear combination of Clifford elements as:

ϕ = 1
32

5∑
p=0

(−1)p(p−1)/2

p! Tr
(
ϕ ◦ Γa1···ap

)
Γa1···ap , ai ∈ {0,· · ·, 5′, 6, 7, 8, 9} . (113)

Background formulas for 11d Supergravity. Our notation and conventions for super-geometry and for on-shell
11d supergravity on super-space follow [GSS24a, §2.2 & §3], to which we refer for further details and exhaustive
referencing.

We denote the local data of a super-Cartan connection on (a surjective submersion X̃ of) (super-)spacetime X,
representing a super-gravitational field configuration, as10

Graviton
(
Ea

)D−1

a=0
∈ Ω1

dR

(
X̃; R1,D−1

)
Gravitino

(
Ψα

)N
α=1

∈ Ω1
dR

(
X̃; Nodd

)
Spin-

connection

(
Ωab = −Ωba

)D−1

a,b=0
∈ Ω1

dR

(
X̃; so(1, D − 1)

) (114)

and the corresponding Cartan structural equations (cf. [GSS24a, Def. 2.78]) for the supergravity field strengths as

Super-
Torsion

(
T a := dEa + ΩabE

b − (ΨΓaΨ)
)D−1

a=0

Gravitino
field strength

(
ρ := dΨ + 1

4Ω
ab Γabψ

)N
α=1

Curvature
(
Rab := dΩab + Ωac Ω

cb
)D−1

a,b=0
.

(115)

Finally, we denote the corresponding components in the given local super-coframe (E,Ψ) by [GSS24a, (127-8)]:

T a ≡ 0

ρ =: 1
2ρabE

aEb + HaΨEa

Ra1a2 =: 1
2R

a1a2
b1b2 E

a1 Ea2 +
(
J
a1a2

bΨ
)
Eb +

(
ΨKa1a2 Ψ

)
,

(116)

where all components not explicitly appearing vanish identically by the superspace torsion constraints [GSS24a,
(121), (137)]. In addition, in the main text we consider the situation that also ρab = 0 (9) whence also Ja1a2b = 0
(10).

A.2 Holographic M2 Equation of Motion

We compare here to existing computations via (just) the equations of motion.

Holographic embeddings of the M2-brane have originally been discussed in [BDPS87], where a critical radius
rprn = ∞ was found for static embeddings with respect to the “static coordinate” chart (reproduced as Ex.
A.2). Then [CK+98, (2.23) & §A] observed that there are different static holographic embeddings compatible with
different AdS-coordinate charts, and found no critical radius for static embeddings with respect to the Poincaré
chart (reproduced as Ex. A.1 below). Note that these existing computation use (only) the equations of motion,
not a super-embedding (cf. The need for probe brane super-embeddings on p. 2).

10Our use of different letters for the even and odd components of a super co-frame follows e.g. [CDF91]. Other authors write “Eα”
for what we denote “Ψα”, e.g. [BaSo23]. While it is of course part of the magic of supergravity that Ea and Eα/Ψα are unified into
a single super-coframe field E, we find that for reading and interpreting formulas it is helpful to use different symbols for its even and
odd components.
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The bosonic equation of motion for the M2-brane (as given e.g. in [BDPS87, (4)]) is the following (in this
subsection we stick to these authors’ notation, for ease of comparison 11):

∂i

(√
−hhij(∂jXN )gMN

)
+ 1

2

√
−hhij(∂iXN )(∂jX

P )(∂MgNP ) (117)

− 1
6ϵ
ijk(∂iX

N )(∂jX
P )(∂kX

Q)FMNPQ = 0 .

Example A.1 (M2 probe EoM in Poincaré chart). Consider the case where g is the AdS4-metric in Poincaré
coordinates as in (77)

ds2g ≡ r2

N2/6

(
− dX0 ⊗ dX0 + dX1 ⊗ dX1 + dX2 ⊗ dX2

)
+ N2/6

r2 dr ⊗ dr

and (89)
FMNPQ ≡ ± 3

N1/6

√
−g ϵMNPQ ,

√
−g = r2

N2/6 . (118)

With the holographic embedding (79)
X0(x0, x1, x2) ≡ x0

X1(x0, x1, x2) ≡ x1

X2(x0, x1, x2) ≡ x2

r (x0, x1, x2) ≡ rprb ,

(119)

the induced metric is

ds2h =
r2prb

N2/6

(
− dx0 ⊗ dx0 + dx1 ⊗ dx1 + dx2 ⊗ dx2

)
,

√
−h =

r3prb
N3/6 . (120)

and the corresponding radial component of the equation of motion (117) becomes

0 = ∂i

(
r3prb

N3/6 h
ij (∂jr)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

N2/6

r2prb

)
+ 1

2

r3prb
N3/6 η

ijηij︸ ︷︷ ︸
=3

N2/6

r2prb

2rprb
N2/6 ± 1

6
3

N1/6

r2prb
N2/6 ϵ

ijkϵijk︸ ︷︷ ︸
=−6

= 3
(
r2prb

N3/6 ∓ r2prb

N3/6

)
,

(121)

which is equivalent to the flux density carrying the positive sign

FMNPQ = + 3
N1/6

√
−g ϵMNPQ . (122)

and no further condition on rprb (in accord with [CK+98, (2.33)]).

Example A.2 (Holographic M2 probe EOM in static chart). Consider the case where g is the AdS4-metric
in “static coordinates” [Bl22, (39.76)][BDPS87, (12)][CK+98, (A.4)]

ds2g = −
(
1 + a2r2

)
dT ⊗ dT + r2 dΘ⊗ dΘ + r2sin2(Θ) dΦ⊗ dΦ +

(
1 + a2r2

)−1
dr ⊗ dr

and
FMNPQ ≡ ±3a

√
−g ϵMNPQ , for a, r ∈ R≥0 ,

√
−g = r2sin(Θ) .

With the corresponding static embedding now being [BDPS87, (14)]

T (t, θ, ϕ) ≡ t

Θ(t, θ, ϕ) ≡ θ

Φ(t, θ, ϕ) ≡ ϕ

r (t, θ, ϕ) ≡ rprb ,

(123)

and hence intrisnically different from (119), the induced metric is

ds2h = −
(
1+a2r2prb

)
dt⊗dt + r2prb dθ⊗dθ + r2prb sin

2(θ) dϕ⊗dϕ ,
√
−h = (1+a2r2prb)

1/2 r2prb sin(Θ) . (124)

Now the radial component of the equation of motion (117) becomes

0 = r2prb sin(Θ)
(

1
2 (1 + a2r2prb)

1/2
(

2a2rprb
1+a2r2prb

+ 2
rprb

+ 2
rprb

)
± 1

6 3a ϵ
ijkϵijk︸ ︷︷ ︸
−6

)
.

(125)

This is equivalent to

11Except that we change the sign of the third summand in (117) compared to [BDPS87, (4)], hence equivalently of the normalization
of the sign of the flux density, as was also done in [CK+98, (A.5)].
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FMNPQ = +3a
√
−g ϵMNPQ , a2r3prb(1 + a2r2prb)

−1 + 2rprb − 3ar2prb(1 + a2r2prb)
−1/2 = 0

as in [BDPS87, (15)] (cf. also [CK+98, (A.9)]), nominally solved by

rprb ∈ {0,∞} . (126)

Remark A.3 (Non-existence of static M2-embeddings in the static chart). Beware that neither of the
values (126) can be used to construct an actual M2 super-embedding:

(i) At the value rprb = 0 the map (123) is constant and hence is not an immersion (much less an embedding).

(ii) The would-be value rprb = ∞ is outside the actual range of this variable
(one might interpret it as only a mnemonic for taking the limit of observables as rprb !∞, but since the EOM
is violated at all the finite rprb whose limiting case would be computed thereby, it may be hard to interpret
the result).

This problem suggests that for the purpose of microscopic p-brane holography, the appropriate holographic em-
beddings are those static with respect to the Poincaré chart, as used in [CK+98][PST99] and here in the main
text.
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[CDF91] L. Castellani, R. D’Auria, and P. Fré, Supergravity and Superstrings – A Geometric Perspective, World
Scientific, Singapore (1991), [doi:10.1142/0224].

[Cl99] P. Claus, Super M-brane actions in AdS4×S7 and AdS7×S4, Phys. Rev. D 59 (1999) 066003,
[doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.59.066003], [arXiv:hep-th/9809045].

[CK99] P. Claus and R. Kallosh, Superisometries of the adS × S Superspace, J. High Energy Phys. 9903 (1999)
014, [doi:10.1088/1126-6708/1999/03/014], [arXiv:hep-th/9812087].

[CKvP98] P. Claus, R. Kallosh, and A. Van Proeyen, M5-brane and superconformal (0, 2) tensor multiplet in 6
dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 518 (1998), 117-150, [doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00137-0],
[arXiv:hep-th/9711161].

[CK+98] P. Claus, R. Kallosh, J. Kumar, P. K. Townsend, and A. Van Proeyen, Conformal Theory of M2, D3,
M5 and ‘D1+D5’ Branes, J. High Energy Phys. 9806 (1998) 004, [doi:10.1088/1126-6708/1998/06/004],
[arXiv:hep-th/9801206].

[CF80] E. Cremmer and S. Ferrara, Formulation of Eleven-Dimensional Supergravity in Superspace, Phys. Lett. B
91 (1980), 61-66, [doi:10.1016/0370-2693(80)90662-0].
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