arXiv:0904.1951v1 [hep-th] 13 Apr 2009

Symplectic covariance of the N = 2 hypermultiplets

Moataz H. Emam^∗

Department of Physics SUNY College at Cortland Cortland, NY 13045, USA

Abstract The main objective of this article is to recast the hypermultiplets sector of five dimensional ungauged N = 2 supergravity into a manifestly symplectic-covariant form. We propose that this facilitates the construction and analysis of hypermultiplet fields coupled to p-brane sources and discuss examples.

∗moataz.emam@cortland.edu

I Introduction

The study of N = 2 supergravity (SUGRA) theories has gained interest in recent years for a variety of reasons. For example, N = 2 branes are particularly relevant to the conjectured equivalence between string theory on anti-de Sitter space and certain superconformal gauge theories living on the boundary of the space (the AdS/CFT duality) [1]. Also interesting is that many results were found to involve the so-called attractor mechanism (e.g. [2, 3, 4]); the study of which developed very rapidly with many intriguing outcomes (e.g. [5, 6, 7]). The subject is also important in the context of string theory compactifications, as it is known that the behavior of the lower dimensional fields is contingent upon the topology of the underlying submanifold. In addition, many D = 4, 5 results were shown to be related to higher dimensional ones via wrapping over specific cycles of manifolds with special holonomy. For example, M-branes wrapping Kähler calibrated cycles of a Calabi-Yau (CY) 3-fold [8] dimensionally reduce to black holes and strings coupled to the vector multiplets of five dimensional N = 2 supergravity [9], while M-branes wrapping special Lagrangian calibrated cycles reduce to configurations carrying charge under the hypermultiplet scalars [10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. Studying how higher dimensional results are related to lower dimensional ones may eventually provide clues to the explicit structure of the compact space and the choice of compactification mechanism, thereby contributing to more understanding of the string theory landscape. It becomes then an important issue indeed, as far as the string theoretic view of the universe is concerned, to study such compactifications by classifying lower dimensional solutions and analyzing how they relate to higher dimensional ones.

In reviewing the literature, one notices that most studies in N = 2 SUGRA in any number of dimensions specifically address the vector multiplets sector; setting the hypermultiplets to zero. This is largely due to the fact that the standard representation of the hypermultiplet scalars as coordinates on a quaternionic manifold is somewhat hard to deal with. It has been shown, however, that certain duality maps relate the target space of a given higher dimensional fields’ sector to that of a lower dimensional one [15]. Particularly relevant to this work is the so-called c-map which relates the quaternionic structure of the D = 5 hypermultiplets to the more well-understood special geometric structure of the D = 4 vector multiplets. This means that one can recast the D = 5 hypermultiplet fields into a form that makes full use of the methods of special geometry. This was done in [16] and applied in the same reference as well as in [12] and others. Using this method, finding solutions representing the five dimensional hypermultiplet fields often means coming up with ansätze that have special geometric form. This can be, and has been, done by building on the considerable D = 4 vector multiplets literature, and in most cases the solutions are remarkably similar. For example, D = 5 hypermultiplet couplings to 2-branes and instantons [12, 16] lead to the same type of attractor equations found for the vector multiplets coupled to D = 4 black holes (e.g. [17, 18, 19, 20]).

Despite the power of the c-map method, it is still a highly tedious process to find solutions representing the full set of hypermultiplet fields. This is particularly serious in view of the fact that the most general solutions necessarily depend on the structure of the underlying Calabi-Yau manifold. Since no explicit (nontrivial) compact CY 3-folds are known, the best one can do is to derive constraints on the fields; for example the aforementioned attractor equations. And even then, deriving these equations is a long and difficult process. One may then desire to find an approach to constructing D = 5 hypermultiplet solutions that is more systematic and hopefully easily generalizable to other types of fields in other dimensions. One way of doing this, which we propose in this article, is by exploiting the symplectic nature of the theory. It has long been known that quaternionic and special Kähler geometries contain symplectic isometries and that the hypermultiplets action (with or without gravity) is in fact symplectically invariant. Furthermore, direct examination of known constructions reveals that they are written in terms of symplectic invariants and that this seems to be a recurrent theme. So the question becomes, can one construct solutions based solely on symplectic invariance? If so, what is the simplest form of the theory’s field/supersymmetry equations that reduces the amount of work needed to verify these ansätze? In this paper, this is exactly what we attempt to explore.

The paper is structured in the following way: Section II reviews the definition of the space of complex structure moduli of Calabi-Yau manifolds. In section III we discuss special Kähler geometry with particular emphasis on its symplectic structure. In so doing, we set the notation needed for dealing with symplectic invariants, collect all the necessary equations from the literature, as well as derive new quantities. Section IV reviews the dimensional reduction of D = 11 SUGRA over a Calabi-Yau 3-fold with nontrivial complex structure moduli. Finally, in section V we put everything together and reformulate the theory into a symplectically covariant form and write down the field and SUSY equations in the simplest way possible. It is our hope that the equations of this section can be used in future research to straightforwardly write down and study solution ansätze. We conclude by showing how this approach is applied to two known D = 5 results.

II The space of complex structure moduli of Calabi-Yau manifolds

A Calabi-Yau manifold M is defined as a Kähler manifold endowed with Ricci flat metrics. The fields of String/SUGRA theories dimensionally reduced over CY 3-folds generally correspond to the parameters that describe possible deformations of M. This parameters’ space factorizes, at least locally, into a product manifold M_C ⊗ M_K , with M_C being the manifold of complex structure moduli and M_K being a complexification of the parameters of the Kähler class. These so-called moduli spaces turn out to belong to the category of special Kähler manifolds (defined in the next section).

Calabi-Yau 3-folds admit a single (3,0) cohomology form; i.e. they have Hodge number h_{3,0} = 1, which we will call Ω (the holomorphic volume form) and an arbitrary number of (1,1) and (2,1) forms determined by the corresponding h’s (whose values depend on the particular choice of CY manifold). The Hodge number h_{2,1} determines the dimensions of M_C , while h_{1,1} determines the dimensions of M_K . The pair (M, K), where K is the Kähler form of M, can be deformed by either deforming the complex structure of M or by deforming the Kähler form K (or both). In particular, M_C corresponds to special Lagrangian cycles of the CY space M that are completely specified by knowledge of the unique (3, 0) form Ω and the arbitrary number of (2, 1) forms.

The following basic properties of Ω can be found: ∫ M Ω ∧ Ω̄ = −ie^{−K} ∫ M Ω ∧ ∇_iΩ = ∫ M Ω̄ ∧ ∇_īΩ̄ = 0 ∫ M ∇_iΩ ∧ ∇¯_jΩ̄ = iG_i¯_j e^{−K} (i = 1, . . . , h_{2,1}) , (1)

where K is the Kähler potential of M_C , G_i¯_j is a complex metric on M_C and ∇ is defined by

∇_i = ∂_i + 1 2 (∂_iK) , ∇¯_i = ∂¯_i − 1 2 (∂¯_iK) , (2)

based on the U(1) Kähler connection P = − i 2 [ (∂_iK) dz^i − (∂¯_iK) dz^ī ] . (3)

The space M_C can be described in terms of the periods of Ω. Let ( A^I , B_J ) , where I, J, K = 0, . . . , h_{2,1}, be a canonical H^3 homology basis such that

A^I ∩ B_J = δ^I_J , B_I ∩ A^J = −δ^J_I A^I ∩ A^J = B_I ∩ B_J = 0, (4) and let ( α_I , β^J ) be the dual cohomology basis forms such that ∫ M α_I ∧β^J = ∫ A^J α_I = δ^J_I , ∫ M β^I ∧ α_J = ∫ B_J β^I = −δ^I_J , ∫ M α_I ∧α_J = ∫ M β^I ∧ β^J = 0. (5)

The periods of Ω are then defined by

Z^I = ∫ A^I Ω, F_I = ∫ B_I Ω, (6)

such that Ω = Z^I α_I − F_I β^I , (7) and the Kähler potential of M_C becomes

K = − ln [ i (¯ Z^I F_I − Z^IF̄_I )] . (8)

The so-called periods matrix is defined by

N_{IJ} = F̄_{IJ} + 2i N_{IK} Z^K N_{JL}Z^L Z^P N_{P Q}Z^Q = θ_{IJ} − iγ_{IJ} (9) where F_{IJ} = ∂_I F_J (the derivative is with respect to Z^I ), N_{IJ} = Im(F_{IJ} ) and γ^{IJ} γ_{JK} = δ^I_K .

Finally, we note that one can choose a set of independent “special coordinates” z as follows:

z^I = Z^I Z^0

, (10)

which are identified with the moduli of the complex structure z^i.

III Special geometry and symplectic covariance

The space M_C is described by special Kähler geometry, which we define in this section. The language we will use relies heavily on the symplectic structure of special manifolds. Some of the notation and equations used here are original to this work. Our objective is to develop a working formulation of symplectic vector spaces that should facilitate the analysis of solutions in the hypermultiplets sector of D = 5 N = 2 SUGRA, as well as any other theory with symplectic structure.

The symplectic group Sp (2m, F ) ⊂ GL (2m, F ) is the isometry group of a nondegenerate alternating bilinear form on a vector space of rank 2m over F, where this last is usually either R or C , although other generalizations are possible. For our purposes, we take F = R and m = h_{2,1} + 1. In other words, Sp (2h_{2,1} + 2, R) is the group of the real bilinear matrices

Λ = 11Λ^{IJ 12}Λ^{IJ} 21Λ_{IJ}^{22}Λ^J_I

∈ Sp (2h_{2,1} + 2, R) (11)

that leave the totally antisymmetric symplectic matrix:

S = 0 1 −1 0 = 0 δ^J_I −δ^I_J 0 (12)

invariant; i.e.

Λ^T SΛ = S Λ^T S^T Λ = S^T , (13) implying |Λ| = 1. The inverse of Λ is found to be:

Λ^{−1} = S^{−1}Λ^T S = 22 Λ^I_J −^{12}Λ^{IJ} −^{21}Λ_{IJ}^{11}Λ^J_I , (14)

such that, using (13), Λ^{−1}Λ = S^{−1}Λ^T SΛ = S^{−1}S = 1 as needed. Also note that S^{−1} = S^T = −S. We adopt the language that there exists a vector space Sp such that the symplectic matrix S acts as a metric on that space. Symplectic vectors in Sp can be written in a “ket” notation as follows

|A⟩ = a^I ã_I , |B⟩ = b^I b̃_I . (15)

On the other hand, “bra” vectors defining a space dual to Sp can be found by contraction with the metric in the usual way, yielding:

⟨A| = (SA)^T = A^T S^T = ( a^J ã_J ) 0 −δ^{IJ} δ^J_I 0 = ( ã_I −a^I ) , (16)

such that the inner product on Sp is the “bra(c)ket”:

⟨A | B⟩ = A^T S^T B = ( ã_I −a^I ) b^I b̃_I = ã_I b^I − a^Ib̃_I = − ⟨B | A⟩ . (17)

In this language, the matrix Λ can simply be thought of as a rotation operator in Sp. So a rotated vector is | A^′ ⟩ = ± |ΛA⟩ = ±ΛA. (18)

This is easily shown to preserve the inner product (17): ⟨ A^′ | B^′ ⟩ = (±)^2 A^T Λ^T S^T ΛB = A^T S^T B = ⟨A | B⟩ , (19)

where (13) was used. In fact, one can define (13) based on the requirement that the inner product is preserved. To facilitate future calculations, we define the symplectic invariant ⟨A| Λ |B⟩ ≡ ⟨A | ΛB⟩ = A^T S^T ΛB = ⟨ AΛ^{−1} | B ⟩ = − ⟨BΛ | A⟩ . (20) The matrix Λ we will be using in the remainder of the paper has the property

22Λ^I_J = −^{11}Λ^I_J → Λ^{−1} = −Λ, (21)

which, via (20), leads to ⟨A| Λ |B⟩ = ⟨A | ΛB⟩ = − ⟨AΛ | B⟩ . (22) The choice (21) is not the only natural one. A consequence of it is that Λ is not symmetric, but SΛ is. On the other hand an equivalent choice would be a symmetric Λ, in which case it would be SΛ that satisfies (21). Within the context of special geometry, we have opted for a nonsymmetric Λ since it makes some later equations simpler.

Now consider the algebraic product of the two symplectic scalars ⟨A | B⟩ ⟨C | D⟩ = ( A^T S^T B ) ( C^T S^T D ) . (23)

The ordinary outer product of matrices is defined by

B ⊗ C^T = b^I b̃_I ⊗ ( c^J c̃_J ) = b^I c^J b^Ic̃_J b̃_I cJ b̃_Ic̃_J , (24)

which allows us to rewrite (23): ⟨A | B⟩ ⟨C | D⟩ = A^T S^T ( B ⊗ C^T S^T ) D = ⟨A| B ⊗ C^T S^T |D⟩ . (25)

Comparing the terms of (25), we conclude that one way a symplectic outer product can be defined is:

|B⟩ ⟨C| = B ⊗ C^T S^T = b^Ic̃_J −b^I c^J b̃_Ic̃_J −b̃_I cJ . (26)

Note that the order of vectors in (26) is important, since generally |B⟩ ⟨C| = [S |C⟩ ⟨B| S]^T . (27) However, if the outer product |B⟩ ⟨C| satisfies the property (21), i.e. [|B⟩ ⟨C|]^{−1} = − |B⟩ ⟨C| , (28) then it is invariant under the interchange B ↔ C: |B⟩ ⟨C| = |C⟩ ⟨B| . (29) The definition of a special Kähler manifold goes like this: Let L denote a complex U(1) line

bundle whose first Chern class equals the Kähler form K of a Hodge-Kähler manifold M. Now

consider an additional holomorphic flat vector bundle of rank (2h_{2,1} + 2) with structural group

Sp(2h_{2,1} + 2, R) on M: SV → M. Construct a tensor bundle SV ⊗ L. This then is a special Kähler

manifold if for some holomorphic section |Ψ⟩ of such a bundle the Kähler 2-form is given by: K = − i 2π ∂ ¯∂ ln ( i ⟨ Ψ | | Ψ̄⟩) , (30) or in terms of the Kähler potential:

K = − ln ( i ⟨ Ψ | | Ψ̄⟩) → ⟨Ψ̄ | | Ψ⟩ = ie^{−K}. (31) Now, this exactly describes the space of complex structure moduli M_C if one chooses:

|Ψ⟩ = Z^I F_I , (32)

which, via (31), leads directly to equation (8) defining the Kähler potential of M_C . We then

identify M_C as a special Kähler manifold with metric G_i¯_j .

It can be easily demonstrated that the matrix:

Λ = γ^{IK} θ^{KJ} −γ^{IJ} ( γ_{IJ} + γ^{KL}θ_{IK} θ_{JL} ) −γ^{JK} θ_{KI} (33)

satisfies the symplectic condition (13), where γ and θ are defined by (9). Its inverse is then

Λ^{−1} = −Λ = −γ^{JK}θ^{KI} γ^{IJ} − ( γ_{IJ} + γ^{KL}θ_{IK} θ_{JL} ) γ^{IK} θ_{KJ} . (34)

The symplectic structure manifest here is a consequence of the topology of the Calabi-Yau

manifold M, the origins of which can be traced to the completeness relations (5), clearly: ∫ M α_I ∧ α_J α_I ∧ β^J β^I ∧ α_J β^I ∧ β^J = 0 δ^J_I −δ^I_J 0 = S. (35)

In fact, if one defines the symplectic vector: |Θ⟩ = β^I α_I , (36)

then it is easy to check that ∫ M Θ ⊗_∧ Θ^T = S^T → ∫ M |Θ⟩ ∧ ⟨Θ| = −1. (37)

Next, we construct a basis in Sp. Properly normalized, the periods vector (32) provides such a

basis: |V ⟩ = e^{K2} |Ψ⟩ = L^I M_I , (38) such that, using (31): ⟨¯ V | | V ⟩ = (L^IM̄_I − L̄^I M_I ) = i. (39)

Since |V ⟩ is a scalar in the (i, j, k) indices, it couples only to the U (1) bundle via the Kähler

covariant derivative: |∇_iV ⟩ = | | [ ∂_i + 1 2 (∂_iK) ] V ⟩ , |∇¯_iV ⟩ = | | [ ∂¯_i − 1 2 (∂¯_iK) ] V ⟩

| ∇_iV̄ ⟩ = | | | [ ∂_i − 1 2 (∂_iK) ] V̄ ⟩ , | ∇¯_iV̄ ⟩ = | | | [ ∂¯_i + 1 2 (∂¯_iK) ] V̄ ⟩ . (40)

Using this, one can construct the orthogonal Sp vectors: |U_i⟩ = |∇_iV ⟩ = ∇^iL^I ∇_iM_I = f^{Ii} h_{i|I} (41)

|U¯_i⟩ = | |∇_īV̄ ⟩ = ∇^ī L̄I ∇¯_iM̄_I = f^{Īi} h¯_{i|I} , (42)

with |∇_iU_j ⟩ = | | | [ ∂_i + 1 2 (∂_iK) ] U_j ⟩ , |∇¯_iU_j ⟩ = | | | [ ∂¯_i − 1 2 (∂¯_iK) ] U_j ⟩

| |∇_iU_{j̄}⟩ = | | [ ∂_i − 1 2 (∂_iK) ] U¯_j ⟩ , | |∇_īU_{j̄} ⟩ = | | [ ∂¯_i + 1 2 (∂¯_iK) ] U¯_j ⟩ . (43)

Note that |U_i⟩ also couples to the metric G_i¯_j via the Levi-Civita connection. So its full covariant

derivative is defined by: |D_iU_j⟩ = |∇_iU_j⟩ − Γ^k_{ij} |U_k⟩ |D¯_iU_j ⟩ = |∇¯_iU_j ⟩ | |D_iU_{j̄} ⟩ = | |∇_iU_{j̄}⟩ | |D_īU_{j̄}⟩ = | |∇_īU_{j̄}⟩ − Γ^{k̄}_{īj̄} |U_{k̄}⟩ . (44)

It can be demonstrated that these quantities satisfy the properties | ∇_iV̄ ⟩ = |∇¯_iV ⟩ = 0 (45) ⟨U_i | U_j ⟩ = ⟨ U¯_i | | U_{j̄} ⟩ = 0 (46) ⟨¯ V | | U_i⟩ = ⟨V | U_ī⟩ = ⟨V | U_i⟩ = ⟨V̄ | | U_ī⟩ = 0, (47) | ∇¯_jU_i ⟩ = G_i¯_j |V ⟩ | ∇_iU¯_j ⟩ = G_i¯_j |¯ V ⟩ , (48)

G_i¯_j = ( ∂_i∂¯_j K ) = −i ⟨ U_i | | U_{j̄} ⟩ . (49)

Special Kähler manifolds admit a completely symmetric and covariantly holomorphic tensor

C_{ijk} and its antiholomorphic conjugate C¯_i¯_j¯_k such that the following restriction on the curvature is

true:

R¯_{ij}¯_{kl} = G_j¯_kG_l¯_i + G_l¯_kG_j¯_i − C_{rlj}C_{s̄}¯_i¯_kG^{rs̄}, (50)

generally referred to in the literature as the special Kähler geometry constraint. It can be shown

that |D_iU_j ⟩ = G^{kl̄}C_{ijk} |U¯_l⟩ , (51) which leads to: C_{ijk} = −i ⟨D_iU_j | U_k⟩ . (52) The following identities may now be derived: N_{IJ} L^J = M_I , N̄_{IJ} f^J_i = h_{i|I} N̄_{IJ}L̄^J = M̄_I , N_{IJ} f^J_ī = h_{ī|I} (53)

γ_{IJ} L^IL̄^J = 1 2 , G_i¯_j = 2γ_{IJ} f^I_i f^J_{j̄} , (54) as well as the very useful (and quite essential for our purposes)

γ^{IJ} = 2 ( L^IL̄^J + G^{ij̄} f^I_i f^J_{j̄} ) ( γ_{IJ} + γ^{KL}θ_{IK} θ_{JL} ) = 2 ( M_IM̄_J + G^{ij̄} h_{i|I} h¯_{j|J} )

γ^{IK} θ_{KJ} = 2 ( L̄^I M_J + G^{ij̄} f^I_i h_{j̄|J} ) + iδ^I_J = 2 ( L^IM̄_J + G^{ij̄} h_{i|J} f^I_{j̄} ) − iδ^I_J = ( L^IM̄_J + L̄^I M_J ) + G^{ij̄} ( f^I_i h¯_{j|J} + h_{i|J} f^I_{j̄} ) . (55)

Equations (55) lead to a second form for the symplectic matrix (33):

Λ =

( L^IM̄_J + L̄^I M_J ) −2 ( L^IL̄^J + G^{ij̄} f^I_i f^J_{j̄} ) +G^{ij̄} ( f^I_i h¯_{j|J} + h_{i|J} f^I_{j̄} ) − ( L^JM̄_I + L̄^J M_I ) 2 ( M_IM̄_J + G^{ij̄} h_{i|I} h¯_{j|J} ) −G^{ij̄} ( f^J_i h¯_{j|I} + h_{i|I} f^J_{j̄} ) (56)

with inverse

Λ^{−1} = −Λ = − ( L^JM̄_I + L̄^J M_I ) 2 ( L^IL̄^J + G^{ij̄} f^I_i f^J_{j̄} ) −G^{ij̄} ( f^J_i h¯_{j|I} + h_{i|I} f^J_{j̄} ) ( L^IM̄_J + L̄^I M_J ) −2 ( M_IM̄_J + G^{ij̄} h_{i|I} h¯_{j|J} ) +G^{ij̄} ( f^I_i h¯_{j|J} + h_{i|J} f^I_{j̄} ) . (57)

By inspection, one can write down the following important result: Λ = |V ⟩ ⟨¯ V | + |¯ V ⟩ ⟨V | + G^{ij̄} |U_i⟩ ⟨ U¯_j | + G^{ij̄} | U¯_j ⟩ ⟨U_i| Λ^{−1} = − |V ⟩ ⟨¯ V | | − | |V̄ ⟩ ⟨V | − G^{ij̄} |U_i⟩ ⟨U_{j̄} | | − G^{ij̄} | |U_{j̄} ⟩ ⟨U_i| . (58) In other words, the rotation matrix in Sp is expressible as the outer product of the basis vectors;

a result which, in retrospect, seems obvious. Note that since Λ satisfies the property (21), it is

invariant under the interchange V ↔ V̄ and/or U_i ↔ U¯_j . This makes manifest the fact that Λ is a

real matrix; Λ = Λ̄. Now, applying Λ^{−1}Λ = 1, we end up with the condition |¯ V ⟩ ⟨V | + G^{ij̄} |U_i⟩ ⟨ U¯_j | = |V ⟩ ⟨¯ V | + G^{ij̄} | U¯_j ⟩ ⟨U_i| − i, (59) which can be checked explicitly using (55). This can be used to write Λ in an even simpler form:

Λ = 2 |V ⟩ ⟨¯ V | + 2G^{ij̄} | U¯_j ⟩ ⟨U_i| − i Λ^{−1} = −2 |V ⟩ ⟨¯ V | − 2G^{ij̄} | U¯_j ⟩ ⟨U_i| + i. (60)

For future convenience we also compute

D_iΛ = ∇_iΛ = ∂_iΛ = 2 |U_i⟩ ⟨¯ V | | + 2 | |V̄ ⟩ ⟨U_i| + 2G^{jr̄}G^{kp̄}C_{ijk} |U_{r̄}⟩ ⟨U_{p̄}| . (61) It is clearly easier, and possibly more intuitive, to work with an expression such as (60) over something like (56), or even (33). It is indeed this very fact that has motivated this work in its entirety. Finally, we note that our discussion here is based on a definition of special manifolds that is not the only one in existence. See, for instance, [21] for details. Explicit examples of special manifolds in various dimensions are given in, for example, [22]. More detail on this obviously vast topic may be found in [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31].

IV D = 5 N = 2 supergravity with hypermultiplets

The dimensional reduction of D = 11 supergravity over a Calabi-Yau manifold M yields ungauged D = 5 N = 2 SUGRA. We look at the case where only the complex structure of M is deformed. We will follow, and slightly extend, the notation of [16].

The unique supersymmetric gravity theory in eleven dimensions has the following bosonic action:

S_{11} = ∫ 11 ( R ⋆ 1 − 1 2 F ∧ ⋆F − 1 6 A ∧ F ∧ F ) , (62)

where R is the D = 11 Ricci scalar, A is the 3-form gauge potential, F = dA and ⋆ is the Hodge star operator. The dimensional reduction is traditionally done using the metric:

ds^2 = e^{23 σ}g_{μν} dx^μdx^ν + e^{− σ3} ds^2_{CY} μ, ν = 0, . . . , 4, (63)

where g_{μν} is the target five dimensional metric, ds^2_{CY} is a metric on the six dimensional compact subspace M, the dilaton σ is a function in x^μ only and the warp factors are chosen to give the conventional numerical coefficients in five dimensions.

The flux compactification of the gauge field is done by expanding A into two forms, one is the five dimensional gauge field A while the other contains the components of A on M written in terms of the cohomology forms ( α_I , β^I ) as follows:

A = A + √ 2 ( ζ^I α_I + ζ̃_I β^I ) , F = dA = F + √ 2 [( ∂_μζ^I ) α_I + ( ∂_μζ̃_I ) β^I ] ∧ dx^μ. (64) Because of the eleven dimensional Chern-Simons term, the coefficients ζ^I and ζ̃_I appear as pseudoscalar axion fields in the lower dimensional theory. We also note that A in five dimensions is dual to a scalar field which we will call a (known as the universal axion). The set (a, σ, ζ^0, ζ̃_0) is

known as the universal hypermultiplet^1. The rest of the hypermultiplets are (z^i, z^ī, ζ^i, ζ̃_i), where

we recognize the z’s as the CY’s complex structure moduli. Note that the total number of scalar

fields in the hypermultiplets sector is 4(h_{2,1} + 1) (each hypermultiplet has 4 real scalar fields) which

comprises a quaternionic manifold as noted earlier. Also included in the hypermultiplets are the

fermionic partners of the hypermultiplet scalars known as the hyperini (singular: hyperino).

The bosonic action of the ungauged five dimensional N = 2 supergravity theory with vanishing

vector multiplets is:

S_5 = ∫ 5 { R ⋆ 1 − 1 2 dσ ∧ ⋆dσ − G_i¯_j dz^i ∧ ⋆dz^{j̄} − F ∧ ( ζ^I dζ̃_I − ζ̃_I dζ^I ) − 1 2 e^{−2σ}F ∧ ⋆F − e^σ [( γ_{IJ} + γ^{KL}θ_{IK} θ_{JL} ) dζ^I ∧ ⋆dζ^J + γ^{IJ} dζ̃_I ∧ ⋆dζ̃_J + 2γ^{IK} θ_{JK} dζ^J ∧ ⋆dζ̃_I ]} . (65)

Variation of the action gives the following field equations for σ, ( z^i, z^ī ) , A and ( ζ^I , ζ̃_I ) : (Δσ) ⋆ 1 − e^σX + e^{−2σ}F ∧ ⋆F = 0 (66) ( Δz^i ) ⋆ 1 + Γ^i_{jk}dz^j ∧ ⋆dz^k − 1 2 e^σ G^{ij̄} ( ∂¯_j X ) ⋆ 1 = 0 ( Δz^ī ) ⋆ 1 + Γ^ī_{j̄k̄}dz^{j̄} ∧ ⋆dz^{k̄} − 1 2 e^σG^{īj} (∂_j X) ⋆ 1 = 0 (67) d^† [ e^{−2σ}F + ⋆ ( ζ^I dζ̃_I − ζ̃_I dζ^I )] = 0 (68) d^† [ e^σγ^{IK} θ_{JK}dζ^J + e^σγ^{IJ} dζ̃_J + ζ^I ⋆ F ] = 0 d^† [ e^σ ( γ_{IJ} + γ^{KL}θ_{IK}θ_{JL} ) dζ^J + e^σγ^{JK} θ_{IK} dζ̃_J − ζ̃_I ⋆ F ] = 0, (69)

where d^† is the adjoint exterior derivative and Δ is the Laplace de-Rahm operator. For compactness

we have defined X = ( γ_{IJ} + γ^{KL}θ_{IK} θ_{JL} ) dζ^I ∧ ⋆dζ^J + γ^{IJ} dζ̃_I ∧ ⋆dζ̃_J + 2γ^{IK} θ_{JK}dζ^J ∧ ⋆dζ̃_I , (70) as well as used the Bianchi identity dF = 0 to get the given form of (69). From a five dimensional

perspective, the moduli ( z^i, z^ī ) behave as scalar fields. We recall, however, that the behavior of

the other fields is dependent on the moduli, i.e. they are functions in them. Hence it is possible

to treat (67) as constraints that can be used to reduce the degrees of freedom of the other field

equations. Certain assumptions, however, are needed to perform this, so we will not do so here

1So-called because it appears in all Calabi-Yau compactifications, irrespective of the detailed structure of the CY

manifold. We recall that the dilaton σ is proportional to the natural logarithm of the volume of M.

since our objective is to discuss the field equations in their most general form. This is more properly done in the context of specific solution ansätze.

Equations (68) and (69) are clearly the statements that the forms:

J_2 = e^{−2σ}F + ⋆ ( ζ^I dζ̃_I − ζ̃_I dζ^I )

J^I_5 = e^σγ^{IK} θ_{JK} dζ^J + e^σγ^{IJ} dζ̃_J + ζ^I ⋆ F J̃_{5|I} = e^σ (γ_{IJ} + γ^{KL}θ_{IK} θ_{JL}) dζ^J + e^σγ^{JK} θ_{IK} dζ̃_J − ζ̃_I ⋆ F (71) are conserved. These are, in fact, Noether currents corresponding to certain isometries of the quaternionic manifold defined by the hypermultiplets as discussed in various sources [15, 32]. From a five dimensional perspective, they can be thought of as the result of the invariance of the action under particular infinitesimal shifts of A and ( ζ, ζ̃ ) [16, 33]. The charge densities corresponding to them can then be found in the usual way by:

Q_2 = ∫ J_2, Q^I_5 = ∫ J^I_5 , Q̃_{5|I} = ∫ J̃_{5|I} . (72)

The geometric way of understanding these charges is noting that they descend from the eleven dimensional electric and magnetic M-brane charges, hence the (2, 5) labels^2. M2-branes wrapping special Lagrangian cycles of M generate Q_2 while the wrapping of M5-branes excite ( Q^I_5, Q̃_{5|I} ) . Finally, for completeness sake we also give da, where a is the universal axion dual to A. Since (68) is equivalent to d^2a = 0, we conclude that da = e^{−2σ} ⋆ F − ( ζ^I dζ̃_I − ζ̃_I dζ^I ) , (73)

where a is governed by the field equation d^† [ e^{2σ} da + e^{2σ} ( ζ^I dζ̃_I − ζ̃_I dζ^I )] = 0; (74)

as a consequence of dF = 0. Both terms involving F in (65) could then be replaced by the single expression^3 S_a = 1 2 ∫ e^{2σ} [ da + ( ζ^I dζ̃_I − ζ̃_I dζ^I )] ∧ ⋆ [ da + ( ζ^I dζ̃_I − ζ̃_I dζ^I )] . (75)

2This is the reverse situation to that of [16], where the (dual) Euclidean theory was studied. 3Alternatively, one may dualize the action by introducing a as a Lagrange multiplier and modifying the action accordingly [16].

The full supersymmetric action is invariant under the following SUSY variations. For the gravitini:

δ_ϵψ^A = ~∇ϵ^A + [G]^A_B ϵ^B

[G] = 1 4 (v − v̄ − Y ) −ū u −^1_4 (v − v̄ − Y ) (76)

where the indices A and B run over (1, 2), ~∇ is given by ~∇ = dx^μ ( ∂_μ + 1 4 ω^{μ̂ν̂}_μ Γ_{μ̂ν̂} ) (77)

where the ω’s are the usual spin connections, hated indices denote dimensions in a flat tangent space and the ϵ’s are the SUSY parameters. The other quantities in (76) are

u = e^{σ2} ( M_I dζ^I + L^I dζ̃_I ) ū = e^{σ2} ( M̄_I dζ^I + L̄^I dζ̃_I )

v = 1 2 dσ + i 2 e^{−σ} ⋆ F v̄ = 1 2 dσ − i 2 e^{−σ} ⋆ F (78) and Y = Z̄I N_{IJ} dZJ − ZI N_{IJ} dZ̄J Z̄I N_{IJ} ZJ (79) which is proportional to the U (1) Kähler connection defined by (3).

Finally, the hyperini equations are:

δ_ϵξ^I_1 = e^{1I}_μΓ^μϵ_1 − ē^{2I}_μΓ^μϵ_2, δ_ϵξ^I_2 = e^{2I}_μΓ^μϵ_1 + ē^{1I}_μΓ^μϵ_2, (80)

written in terms of the quantities:

e^{1I} = e^{1I}_μdx^μ = u E^î , e^{2I} = e^{2I}_μdx^μ = v e^î E^î = e^{σ2} e^{îj} ( h_{jI} dζ^I + f^I_j dζ̃_I ) , Ē^î = e^{σ2} e^{îj̄} ( h¯_{jI} dζ^I + f^I_{j̄} dζ̃_I ) (81) and the beins of the special Kähler metric:

e^î = e^î_j dz^j ē^î = e^î_{j̄}dz^{j̄} G_i¯_j = e^{k̂}_ie^{l̂}_{j̄}δ_{k̂l̂}. (82)

V The theory in symplectic form

In this section we arrive at our main objective: recasting the action (65) and its associated field and SUSY equations into a manifestly symplectic form based on the language defined in §III. The reader should be convinced by now that this is a straightforward matter and can be achieved by direct examination of the equations involved. We give as much detail as possible for the sake of future reference. Finally, we show how a calculation based on the symplectic formulation may be carried out by direct application to the results of [12] and [16].

V.1 Reformulation The action (65) is invariant under rotations in Sp, so by inspection it is clear that R, dσ, dz and F are themselves symplectic invariants, whose explicit form will depend on the specific ansätze used. The axion fields ( ζ, ζ̃ ) , however, can be thought of as components of an Sp “axions vector”. If we define: |Ξ⟩ = ζ^I −ζ̃_I , |dΞ⟩ = dζ^I −dζ̃_I (83)

then clearly ⟨Ξ | dΞ⟩ = ζ^I dζ̃_I − ζ̃_I dζ^I , (84) as well as: ⟨∂_μΞ| Λ |∂^μΞ⟩ = − ( γ_{IJ} + γ^{KL}θ_{IK} θ_{JL} ) ( ∂_μζ^I ) ( ∂^μζ^J ) − γ^{IJ} ( ∂_μζ̃_I ) ( ∂^μζ̃_J ) − 2γ^{IK} θ_{JK} ( ∂_μζ^J ) ( ∂^μζ̃_I ) , (85)

such that (70) becomes X = ( γ_{IJ} + γ^{KL}θ_{IK}θ_{JL} ) dζ^I ∧ ⋆dζ^J + γ^{IJ} dζ̃_I ∧ ⋆dζ̃_J + 2γ^{IK} θ_{JK} dζ^J ∧ ⋆dζ̃_I = − ⟨∂_μΞ| Λ |∂^μΞ⟩ ⋆ 1. (86)

Also note that we chose the minus sign in the definition (83) such that the resulting equations agree with the form of the theory used in previous work, particularly [12, 13, 16]. Replacing the minus sign with a positive sign would result in the appearance of minus signs in various locations in the action, field and SUSY equations.

As a consequence of this language, the field expansion (64) could be rewritten

A = A + √ 2 ⟨Θ | Ξ⟩ , F = dA = F + √ 2 ⟨Θ | dΞ⟩ ∧ . (87)

The bosonic action in manifest symplectic covariance is hence:

S_5 = ∫ 5 [ R ⋆ 1 − 1 2 dσ ∧ ⋆dσ − G_i¯_j dz^i ∧ ⋆dz^{j̄}

−F ∧ ⟨Ξ | dΞ⟩ − 1 2 e^{−2σ}F ∧ ⋆F + e^σ ⟨∂_μΞ| Λ |∂^μΞ⟩ ⋆ 1 ] . (88)

The equations of motion are now

(Δσ) ⋆ 1 + e^σ ⟨∂_μΞ| Λ |∂^μΞ⟩ ⋆ 1 + e^{−2σ}F ∧ ⋆F = 0 (89) ( Δz^i ) ⋆ 1 + Γ^i_{jk}dz^j ∧ ⋆dz^k + 1 2 e^σG^{ij̄} ∂¯_j ⟨∂_μΞ| Λ |∂^μΞ⟩ ⋆ 1 = 0 ( Δz^ī ) ⋆ 1 + Γ^ī_{j̄k̄}dz^{j̄} ∧ ⋆dz^{k̄} + 1 2 e^σG^{īj} ∂_j ⟨∂_μΞ| Λ |∂^μΞ⟩ ⋆ 1 = 0 (90) d^† [ e^{−2σ}F + ⋆ ⟨Ξ | dΞ⟩ ] = 0 (91) d^† [e^σ |ΛdΞ⟩ + ⋆F |Ξ⟩] = 0. (92)

Note that, as is usual for Chern-Simons actions, the explicit appearance of the gauge potential |Ξ⟩ in (91) and (92) does not have an effect on the physics since: d^† ⋆ ⟨Ξ | dΞ⟩ −→ d ⟨Ξ | dΞ⟩ = ⟨dΞ | dΞ⟩_∧ d^† ⋆ F |Ξ⟩ −→ d [F |Ξ⟩] = F ∧ |dΞ⟩ , (93) where the Bianchi identities on A and |Ξ⟩ were used. Now, if |Ξ⟩ is taken to be independent of the moduli, then we can write ∂_j ⟨∂_μΞ| Λ |∂^μΞ⟩ = ⟨∂_μΞ| ∂_j Λ |∂^μΞ⟩ . (94) Furthermore, since the exponents of both the M_C Kähler potential K and the dilaton σ are proportional to the volume of the CY submanifold, then they can be taken to be proportional to each other, i.e. following [18]: σ = cK, (95) where c is some arbitrary constant. The Noether currents and charges become

J_2 = e^{−2σ}F + ⋆ ⟨Ξ | dΞ⟩ |J_5⟩ = e^σ |ΛdΞ⟩ + ⋆F |Ξ⟩ Q_2 = ∫ J_2, |Q_5⟩ = ∫ |J_5⟩. (96)

The equations of the universal axion (73), (74) and (75) are now da = e^{−2σ} ⋆ F − ⟨Ξ | dΞ⟩ , (97) d^† [ e^{2σ} da + e^{2σ} ⟨Ξ | dΞ⟩ ] = 0 and (98)

S_a = 1 2 ∫ e^{2σ} [da + ⟨Ξ | dΞ⟩] ∧ ⋆ [da + ⟨Ξ | dΞ⟩]. (99) Next, we look at the SUSY variations. The gravitini equations can be explicitly written as

follows:

δ_ϵψ^1 = ~∇ϵ_1 + 1 4 ( ie^{−σ} ⋆ F − Y ) ϵ_1 − e^{σ2} ⟨¯ V | dΞ ⟩ ϵ_2 (100)

δ_ϵψ^2 = ~∇ϵ_2 − 1 4 ( ie^{−σ} ⋆ F − Y ) ϵ_2 + e^{σ2} ⟨V | dΞ⟩ ϵ_1, (101)

while the hyperini variations are

δ_ϵξ^0_1 = e^{σ2} ⟨V | ∂_μΞ⟩ Γ^μϵ_1 − [ 1 2 (∂_μσ) − i 2 e^{−σ} (⋆F )_μ ] Γ^μϵ_2

δ_ϵξ^0_2 = e^{σ2} ⟨¯ V | | ∂_μΞ⟩ Γ^μϵ_2 + [ 1 2 (∂_μσ) + i 2 e^{−σ} (⋆F )_μ ] Γ^μϵ_1 (102)

δ_ϵξ^î_1 = e^{σ2} e^{îj} ⟨U_j | ∂_μΞ⟩ Γ^μϵ_1 − e^î_{j̄} ( ∂_μz^{j̄} ) Γ^μϵ_2

δ_ϵξ^î_2 = e^{σ2} e^{îj̄} ⟨ U¯_j | ∂_μΞ ⟩ Γ^μϵ_2 + e^î_j ( ∂_μz^j ) Γ^μϵ_1. (103)

For easy reference, we also compute:

dG_i¯_j = G_k¯_j Γ^k_{ri}dz^r + G_i¯_kΓ^{k̄}_{r̄j̄} dz^{r̄} dG^{ij̄} = −G^{pj̄}Γ^i_{rp}dz^r − G^{ip̄}Γ^{j̄}_{r̄p̄}dz^{r̄} |dV ⟩ = dz^i |U_i⟩ − iP |V ⟩ | |dV̄ ⟩ = dz^ī |U_ī⟩ + iP | |V̄ ⟩ |dU_i⟩ = G_i¯_j dz^{j̄} |V ⟩ + Γ^r_{ik}dz^k |U_r⟩ + G^{jl̄}C_{ijk}dz^k |U¯_l⟩ − iP |U_i⟩ |dU¯_i⟩ = G_j¯_idz^j |¯ V ⟩ + Γ^{r̄}_{īk̄}dz^{k̄} |U_{r̄}⟩ + G^{lj̄} C¯_i¯_j¯_kdz^{k̄} |U_l⟩ + iP |U¯_i⟩

dΛ = (∂_iΛ) dz^i + (∂¯_iΛ) dz^ī, (104)

where P is the U (1) connection defined by (3) and (∂_iΛ, ∂¯_iΛ) are given by (61).

V.2 Examples The analysis of solution ansätze representing hypermultiplet fields should now reduce to the problem of constructing and manipulating symplectic quantities. Using the language developed in this paper, we now demonstrate how this can be done by applying the symplectic method to two known results.

In [12, 13] we studied the dimensional reduction of M5-branes wrapping special Lagrangian cycles of a Calabi-Yau 3-fold and showed explicitly that it led to Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield (BPS) 2-branes coupled to the five dimensional N = 2 hypermultiplets with constant universal axion (F = da = 0). The case with nontrivial complex structure moduli led to constraint equations on the solution that turned out to be of the attractor type. We will not reproduce the entire calculation here, but rather only show enough to demonstrate how the symplectic method greatly reduces the effort involved.

The D = 5 spacetime metric due to the presence of the 2-brane was found to be of the form

ds^2 = ( −dt^2 + dx^2_1 + dx^2 ) + e^{−2σ} ( dx^2_3 + dx^2_4 ) , (105)

where ( x^1, x^2 ) define the spatial directions tangent to the brane and ( x^3, x^4 ) define those transverse to it. The constraint equations on the dilaton and moduli are d ( e^{− σ2} ) = ⟨dH | V ⟩ = ⟨ dH | | V̄ ⟩ dz^i = −e^{σ2} G^{ij̄} ⟨ dH | U¯_j ⟩ dz^ī = −e^{σ2} G^{īj} ⟨dH | U_j⟩ (106)

where |H⟩ = H^I H̃_I (107)

is taken to be dependent only on the ( x^3, x^4 ) coordinates, such that the moduli dependence is carried exclusively by |V ⟩ and |U⟩. The field equations are straightforwardly satisfied if |H⟩ is taken to be radial and harmonic in the transverse plane, i.e.

|ΔH⟩ = 0, (108)

which is generally solved by |H⟩ = |λ⟩ + ln r |ϖ⟩ , (109) where r is the radial coordinate in the ( x^3, x^4 ) plane, |λ⟩ is an arbitrary constant and

|ϖ⟩ = q^I q̃_I , (110)

defines constant “electric” and “magnetic” charges excited by the wrapping of the M5-brane over

each homology cycle on the submanifold M. It follows then that |dH⟩ = dr r |ϖ⟩ and |⋆dH⟩ = dφ |ϖ⟩ , (111) where φ is the angular coordinate in the ( x^3, x^4 ) plane. We take the axions vector to be of the

simple form |dΞ⟩ = ± |⋆dH⟩ = ±dφ |ϖ⟩ . (112) The dilaton equation (89) is now:

(Δσ) ⋆ 1 + e^σ ⟨dΞ| Λ_∧ |⋆dΞ⟩ = 0. (113)

The first term of (113) gives (Δσ) ⋆ 1 = −2e^σ ⟨⋆dH | V ⟩ ∧ ⟨¯ V | dH ⟩ − 2e^σ G^{ij̄} ⟨ ⋆dH | U¯_j ⟩ ∧ ⟨U_i | dH⟩ . (114) Now, with the knowledge that ⟨⋆dH | dH⟩ ∧ ∝ ⟨ϖ | ϖ⟩ = 0, (115) as well as ⟨dΞ| Λ_∧ |⋆dΞ⟩ = 2 ⟨⋆dH | V ⟩ ∧ ⟨¯ V | | dH⟩ + 2G^{ij̄} ⟨⋆dH | | U_{j̄}⟩ ∧ ⟨U_i | dH⟩ , (116) it is clear that the second term of (113) exactly cancels the first.

The moduli equations involve a slightly longer calculation. The first term of (90) gives ( Δz^i ) ⋆ 1 = e^σG^{ij̄} G^{lm̄}G^{kn̄}C¯_{jm̄n̄} ⟨⋆dH | U_l⟩ ∧ ⟨dH | U_k⟩ + e^σG^{ij̄} ⟨ ⋆dH |¯ V ⟩ ∧ ⟨ dH | U¯_j ⟩ + e^σG^{ij̄} ⟨dH | V ⟩ ∧ ⟨ ⋆dH | | U_{j̄} ⟩ − e^σG^{pj̄}G^{rk̄}Γ^i_{rp} ⟨dH | U_{k̄}⟩ ∧ ⟨⋆dH | | U_{j̄} ⟩ . (117)

The second term is Γ^i_{rp}dz^r ∧ ⋆dz^p = e^σ G^{pj̄}G^{rk̄}Γ^i_{rp} ⟨dH | U¯_k⟩ ∧ ⟨ ⋆dH | | U_{j̄}⟩ , (118) which cancels the last term of (117). Using (61), the last term of the moduli equation becomes 1 2 e^σG^{ij̄} ⟨dΞ| ∂¯_j Λ_∧ |⋆dΞ⟩ = −e^σG^{ij̄} G^{lm̄}G^{kn̄}C¯_{jm̄n̄} ⟨⋆dH | U_l⟩ ∧ ⟨dH | U_k⟩ −e^σG^{ij̄} ⟨ ⋆dH |¯ V ⟩ ∧ ⟨ dH | U¯_j ⟩ − e^σG^{ij̄} ⟨dH | V ⟩ ∧ ⟨ ⋆dH | U¯_j ⟩ , (119)

exactly canceling the remaining terms of (117).

The second example we wish to consider is that of [16]. The result discussed therein was that of instanton couplings to the hypermultiplets. Instantons are of course Euclidean solutions of the theory and may be thought of as being magnetically dual to the 2-branes discussed above (in D = 5). In order to consider this result, we analytically continue the action of the theory from a Minkowski background to a Euclidean metric. This is achieved by an ordinary Wick rotation which has the effect of changing |Ξ⟩ → i |Ξ⟩ in the field and SUSY equations. Furthermore, the vector |H⟩ satisfying the harmonic condition in Euclidean D = 5 space now becomes |H⟩ = |λ⟩ + 1 3r^3 |ϖ⟩ , (120) instead of (109), with (110) still valid. Note that the coordinate r is now radial in all the five flat dimensions. Hence |dH⟩ = − dr r^4 |ϖ⟩ . (121) Rewriting the constraint equations on the dilaton and moduli in our language we get: d ( e^{σ2} ) = − ⟨dH | V ⟩ = − ⟨ dH | | V̄ ⟩ dz^i = e^{− σ2} G^{ij̄} ⟨ dH | | U_{j̄} ⟩ dz^ī = e^{− σ2} G^{īj} ⟨dH | U_j⟩ (122)

while the axions can be written in the form |dΞ⟩ = −ie^{−σ} |ΛdH⟩ . (123) Now the dilaton and moduli equations can be shown to be satisfied in a very similar manner as that of the first example and the |Ξ⟩ field equation reduces to the harmonic condition on |H⟩: d^† [e^σ |ΛdΞ⟩] = −id^†|ΛΛdH⟩ = i |ΔH⟩ = 0, (124) where the fact that Λ^{−1} = −Λ was used. The hyperini variations (102) and (103) vanish for ϵ_1 = ±ϵ_2 as follows: δ_ϵξ^0_1 = −ie^{− σ2} ⟨V | Λ |dH⟩ + e^{− σ2} ⟨V | dH⟩ = −i2e^{− σ2} ⟨V | V ⟩ ⟨¯ V | | dH⟩ − i2e^{− σ}_2 G^{ij̄} ⟨V | | U_{j̄} ⟩ ⟨U_i | dH⟩ −e^{− σ2} ⟨V | dH⟩ + e^{− σ2} ⟨V | dH⟩ = 0, (125) where (47) was used. Also δ_ϵξ^î_1 = −ie^{− σ2} e^{îj} ⟨U_j | Λ |dH⟩ − e^{− σ2} e^î_{k̄}G^{k̄j} ⟨U_j | dH⟩ = −i2e^{− σ2} e^{îj} ⟨U_j | V ⟩ ⟨¯ V | | dH⟩ − i2e^{− σ}_2 e^{îj}G^{mn̄} ⟨U_j | U_{n̄}⟩ ⟨U_m | dH⟩ −e^{− σ2} e^{îj} ⟨U_j | dH⟩ − e^{− σ2} e^{îj} ⟨U_j | dH⟩ = 2e^{− σ2} e^{îj} ⟨U_j | dH⟩ − 2e^{− σ2} e^{îj} ⟨U_j | dH⟩ = 0, (126) where (49) was used. Similarly δ_ϵξ^0_2 = 0 and δ_ϵξ^î_2 = 0 are satisfied.

This is as far as we will go in demonstrating the use of the symplectic method in analyzing the hypermultiplets. We note that the calculations shown here are considerably shorter than their counterparts performed without using the symplectic language. In fact, the original details would indeed be too long to reasonably reproduce in print.

VI Conclusion

In this work, we took a close look at the geometries responsible for the behavior of the hypermultiplet fields of five dimensional N = 2 supergravity with particular emphasis on the symplectic structure arising from the underlying topology of the Calabi-Yau subspace. We proposed the use of the mathematics of symplectic vector spaces to recast the theory in explicit symplectic covariance. We argued that this greatly simplifies the effort involved in analyzing the hypermultiplet fields, with or without gravitational coupling, and demonstrated this by partially applying it to two known results.

The five dimensional hypermultiplets sector is hardly the only one exhibiting symplectic symmetry. In fact, the structures reviewed here are almost always discussed in the literature in the context of the four dimensional vector multiplets where very similar analytical difficulties arise. In fact, it is because the special Kähler geometry of the D = 4 vector multiplets is so well researched that it became possible to apply similar techniques to the (c-mapped) D = 5 hypermultiplets. It is then natural to attempt to extend the symplectic formulation to the D = 4 theory as well as to any other theory, supersymmetric or not, exhibiting hidden or explicit Sp covariance. One hopes that this will help simplify tedious calculations as well as contribute to further understanding the behavior of such theories.

Finally, an immediate application of the symplectic formulation to analyzing solution ansätze for various possible situations seems to be the next natural thing to do. For example, an analysis of branes coupled to the full set of hypermultiplet fields can now be greatly simplified, even if one is interested in a general understanding, rather than a detailed solution. Further classification of such solutions becomes a more manageable task. In the future, we plan to explore at least some of the above possibilities.

References

[1] J. M. Maldacena, “Large N field theories, string theory and gravity,” Prepared for ICTP Spring School on Superstrings and Related Matters, Trieste, Italy, 2-10 Apr 2001.

[2] S. Ferrara, R. Kallosh and A. Strominger, “N=2 extremal black holes,” Phys. Rev. D 52, 5412 (1995) [arXiv:hep-th/9508072].

[3] A. Strominger, “Macroscopic Entropy of N = 2 Extremal Black Holes,” Phys. Lett. B 383, 39 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9602111].

[4] S. Ferrara and R. Kallosh, “Supersymmetry and Attractors,” Phys. Rev. D 54, 1514 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9602136].

[5] A. Sen, “Black hole entropy function and the attractor mechanism in higher derivative gravity,” JHEP 0509, 038 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0506177].

[6] K. Goldstein, N. Iizuka, R. P. Jena and S. P. Trivedi, “Non-supersymmetric attractors,” Phys.

Rev. D 72, 124021 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0507096].

[7] A. Sen, “Entropy function for heterotic black holes,” JHEP 0603, 008 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0508042].

[8] H. Cho, M. Emam, D. Kastor and J. H. Traschen, “Calibrations and Fayyazuddin-Smith spacetimes,” Phys. Rev. D 63, 064003 (2001) [arXiv:hep-th/0009062].

[9] D. Kastor, “From wrapped M-branes to Calabi-Yau black holes and strings,” JHEP 0307, 040 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0305261].

[10] D. Martelli and J. Sparks, “G-structures, fluxes and calibrations in M-theory,” Phys. Rev. D 68, 085014 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0306225].

[11] A. Fayyazuddin and T. Z. Husain, “The geometry of M-branes wrapping special Lagrangian cycles,” Class. Quant. Grav. 23, 7245 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0505182].

[12] M. H. Emam, “Five dimensional 2-branes from special Lagrangian wrapped M5-branes,” Phys. Rev. D 71, 125020 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0502112].

[13] M. H. Emam, “Wrapped M5-branes leading to five dimensional 2-branes,” Phys. Rev. D 74, 125004 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0610161].

[14] M. H. Emam, “Five dimensional 2-branes and the universal hypermultiplet,” Nuclear Physics B (2009), doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2009.02.012 [arXiv:hep-th/0701060].

[15] S. Ferrara and S. Sabharwal, “Quaternionic Manifolds for Type II Superstring Vacua of Calabi-Yau Spaces,” Nucl. Phys. B 332, 317 (1990).

[16] M. Gutperle and M. Spalinski, “Supergravity instantons for N = 2 hypermultiplets,” Nucl.

Phys. B 598, 509 (2001) [arXiv:hep-th/0010192].

[17] K. Behrndt and W. A. Sabra, “Static N = 2 black holes for quadratic prepotentials,” Phys.

Lett. B 401, 258 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9702010].

[18] W. A. Sabra, “Black holes in N = 2 supergravity theories and harmonic functions,” Nucl.

Phys. B 510, 247 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9704147].

[19] K. Behrndt, D. Lust and W. A. Sabra, “Stationary solutions of N = 2 supergravity,” Nucl.

Phys. B 510, 264 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9705169].

[20] K. Behrndt, G. Lopes Cardoso, B. de Wit, D. Lust, T. Mohaupt and W. A. Sabra, “Higherorder black-hole solutions in N = 2 supergravity and Calabi-Yau string backgrounds,” Phys. Lett. B 429, 289 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9801081].

[21] B. Craps, F. Roose, W. Troost and A. Van Proeyen, “What is special Kaehler geometry?,” Nucl. Phys. B 503, 565 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9703082].

[22] P. Fre, “Lectures on Special Kahler Geometry and Electric–Magnetic Duality Rotations,” Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 45BC, 59 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9512043].

[23] D. Joyce. “Lectures on Calabi-Yau and special Lagrangian geometry” (2001) [arXiv:math.DG/0108088].

[24] L. Andrianopoli, M. Bertolini, A. Ceresole, R. D’Auria, S. Ferrara, P. Fre and T. Magri, “N = 2 supergravity and N = 2 super Yang-Mills theory on general scalar manifolds: Symplectic covariance, gaugings and the momentum map,” J. Geom. Phys. 23, 111 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9605032].

[25] P. Candelas, G. T. Horowitz, A. Strominger and E. Witten, “Superstring Phenomenology,”.

Presented at Symp. for Anomalies, Geometry and Topology, Argonne, IL, Mar 28-30, 1985 and at 4th Marcel Grossmann Conf. on General Relativity, Rome, Italy, Jun 17-21, 1985. Published in ANL Symp.Anomalies 1985:377 (QC20:S96:1985) Also in DPF Conf.1985:737 (QCD161:A6:1985) Also in Grossman Meeting 1985:227 (QC6:M3:1985)

[26] G. Papadopoulos and P. K. Townsend, “Compactification of D = 11 supergravity on spaces of exceptional holonomy,” Phys. Lett. B 357, 300 (1995) [arXiv:hep-th/9506150].

[27] S. Ferrara, “Calabi-Yau Moduli Space, Special Geometry And Mirror Symmetry,” Mod. Phys.

Lett. A 6, 2175 (1991).

[28] P. Candelas and X. C. de la Ossa, “Moduli space of Calabi-Yau manifolds,” Prepared for XIII International School of Theoretical Physics: The Standard Model and Beyond, Szczyrk, Poland, 19-26 (1989). Nuc. Phys. B 355 455 (1991).

[29] H. Suzuki, “Calabi-Yau compactification of type IIB string and a mass formula of the extreme black holes,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 11, 623 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9508001].

[30] J. Garcia-Bellido and R. Rabadan, “Complex structure moduli stability in toroidal compactifications,” JHEP 0205, 042 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0203247].

[31] M. H. Emam, “Calibrated brane solutions of M-theory,” (2004) [arXiv:hep-th/0410100].

[32] S. Cecotti, S. Ferrara and L. Girardello, “Geometry of Type II Superstrings and the Moduli of Superconformal Field Theories,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 4, 2475 (1989).

[33] M. Gutperle and M. Spalinski, “Supergravity instantons and the universal hypermultiplet,” JHEP 0006, 037 (2000) [arXiv:hep-th/0005068].