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1 Introduction

The Mb5-brane is an important ingredient of M-theory. Studies of coincident
Mb5-branes, M2-branes stretched between M 5-branes, and wrapping of M5-
branes around various internal space, for example, have led to discoveries of
remarkable non-perturbative phenomena.

While there are many ways to understand the existence of the A/ 5-brane, it was
first discovered as a classical solution of D = 11 supergravityH. A particularly
interesting way of describingH e Mb5-brane is to view it as the surface on which
an open M 2-brane can end B ﬂ In this picture, among other things, the full
Mb-brane equations of motion follow from the requirement of k-symmetry of
the open M2-brane action.

In this article, we focus on some aspects of the M5-brane which deal with
the structure of the M5-brane equations of motion and the embedding of the
theory into a non-chiral theory that admits an action formulation. To be more
specific:

a) We review the derivation of the basic constraints on the geometry of the
embedding of the Mb5-brane super worldvolume into the target super-
space from the reEuirement of k-symmetry of an open M 2-brane ending
on the M5-braneH.

b) We review the key results for the M 5-brane equations of motion following
from the constraintsé:ﬁgh in superspace as well as component (i.e. Green-
Schwarz) formalism B1)-H.

¢) We describe the embedding of the chiral M5-brane theory in a non-chiral
theory where the equations of motion follow from an action that involves
a non-chiral 2-form potential, upon the imposition of a non-linear self-
duality condition.

The non-chiral formulation of the M5-brane does not contain any Lagrange
multipliers og auxiliary fields. It is, however, equivalent to a scale invariant
formulation B, which does contain a Lagrange multiplier scalar field and a
5-form potential. It differs, on the other hand, from the intrinsically chiral
formulation of [@] which contains an auxiliary scalar field.

b The open M2-brane whose boundary moves freely in target spacetime was considered
briefly in but it was realized that the attendant boundary condition necessarily breaks
the D = 11 Lorentz invariance. Therefore the emphasis was put strictly on the closed
supermembrane in all the early studies of the M2-brane.
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In the non-chiral formulation, we also find a simplified form of the second order
field equation for the worldvolume 2-form potential, and we derive a nonlinear
holomorphicity condition on the partition function of the chiral M 5-brane.

The results mentioned in (a) and (b) are covered in Sec. 2 and 3, and they are
based on [[] and [, fl,H], respectively. The results mentioned in (c) are covered
in Sec. 4, and they are essentially based on [E] Sec. 4 does contain, however,
some new results.

2 An M2-Brane Ending on the M5-Brane

The M5-brane equations of motion can bg derived from the considerations of an
open M2-brane ending on the M 5-branet. Consider an open M 2-brane ending
on the M5-brane whose worldvolume is a (6/16)-dimensional supersubmanifold
of the (11|32)-dimensional target superspace. We use the notation (D|D’),
where D is the real bosonic dimension and D’ is the real fermionic dimension
of a supermanifold. Thus, denoting the worldvolume of the M2-brane by X,
the Mb5-brane worldvolume by M5 and the target superspace by M, we have
the chain of embedding:

oxCMsc M. (1)

In this approach it is important to note the M 2-brane worldvolume ¥ is purely
bosonic, while the manifold M5 on which it ends, which is of course the M5-
brane worldvolume, is a supermanifold. Thus the worldvolume supersymmetry
of the M5-brane is manifest, while the worldvolume supersymmetry of the M 2-
brane is not manifest as it is the case in any Green-Schwarz type brane action.
In this sense this formulation is a hybrid one.

The worldvolume supersymmetry of the M2-brane can be made manifest as
well, by elevating the worldvolume ¥ into a (3|16)-dimensional supermanifold
My, thus having the superembedding chain: My C M5 C M.

Both approaches yield the same superembedding equations for the M 5-brane.
These equations, which will be derived below in the hybrid formulation, are
constraints on the embedding that lead to full, covariant equations for the
Mb5-brane that we will spell out in Section 3.

In this section, we will consider the embedding chain (m) For simplicity, we
will take 0% to consist of a single boundary component. We use the notations
and conventions of @ In particular, we denote by 24 = (2 #2) the local
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coordinates on M, and A = (a, ) is the target tangent space index. We use
the ununderlined version of these indices to label the corresponding quantities
on the worldsurface. The embedded submanifold M, with local coordinates
yM | is given as zM(y).

We consider the following action for an open supermembrane ending on a
superfivebrane

S = — / B¢ (V=g + " Cijp) + / d*o€™ Ay (2)
b)) ox

where £ (i = 0,1,2) are the coordinates on the membrane worldvolume ¥,
0" (r = 1,2) are the coordinates on the boundary 0%, g;; is the metric on X
and g = det g;;.

In addition to the usual super 3-form C3 in (11|32) dimensional target super-
space M, we have introduced a super 2-form As on the (6/16) dimensional
superfivebrane worldvolume My, which is a supersubmanifold of M. The suit-
able pullbacks of these superforms, and the induced metric occurring in the
action are defined as:

Cijk = &zMajzﬂaszOpNM )
Ars = a7‘y]\/jasyN*ANM )
gij = (0izMEyn®) (922 Ex®) na (3)

where 7, is the Minkowski metric in eleven dimensions and £ Mé is the target
space supervielbein. Defining the basis one-forms F4 = dfiaizMEMA and
EA =do” TyMEMA, where Ej4 is the supervielbein on M5, note the useful
relation

EA|62 = EAEAA|32. (4)

The embedding matrix F44 plays an important role in the description of the
model, and it is defined as

Ex2 = EsMonMENA, (5)
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The action (E) is invariant under diffeomorphisms of ¥, with suitable boundary
conditions imposed on the parameter of the transformation, as well as the
tensor gauge transformations 0C3 = dAs and 04z = fFAy where Ag is a
super 2-form in M, and fZ is the pullback associated with the embedding map
J5: Ms — M.

We shall now require the total action to be invariant under the x-symmetry
transformation. On the interior of 3, they take the usual form

0pzt = 0, 02t = 51(5)(1+F(2))_’xga (6)

where §,24 .= 5,€2MEMA and

1 i a
Lo = 3 \/__geﬂ’“rijk, Iy = 0;z2MEy*T, . (7)

We also need to specify the fermionic x-symmetry transformations of z4 on
the boundary 9%. Without loss of generality, they take the form

0,22 = 0, 0n2® = rH(0)Py*  on 0%, (8)

where P2 is some projector (see ([1)).

We next derive the consequences of the k-transformations specified above.
To do so, we first observe that an arbitrary transformation of ¥ induces a
transformation on 2 given by

024 = SytELA on M, (9)

where dy? = dyM Ep4.

It is useful to introduce a normal basis F4 = F A/AEA of vectors at each
point on the worldsurface. The inverse of the pair (Es4, E44) is denoted by
(Ea?, EAA,) . It is also useful to define the projection matrices

E."EY = 1(1+T¢))a?,

B, Eq? = 3(1-Tg)a? . (10)



where I'(5), defined by these equations, satisfies 1"%5) = 1. Its explicit form is
not needed at the moment, but it will be spelled out in the next section (see
B3).

The variation 6,22 given in () satisfies P(1—T'(5)) = 0 on the boundary 9%.
This can be seen by multiplying the A = o component of (E) by EQO‘/EO/—Y and
noting that EQQEQB/ = 0. Thus the projector P introduced in () is given by

P = J(14TI). (11)

Next we determine 8,y*. From (§) and (f]) it follows that

0 = 0.y°Ey*+ 0.y ELY, (12)

on the boundary d%. The a = b component of this equation is 0 = §,,y*E," +
8.y*E,". One can check that E," can be gauged away by using the bosonic
diffeomorphisms of M, namely d,y™ Ey® = n®. Hence, one can set El =0,
and since E,’ is invertible, it follows that

sy = 0, (13)

on 9%, and hence on M. Next, using (L) in (f), we find 6,y*Eq® = 6,2 on
the boundary 0% which implies d,y* = 6,22E,* on the boundary 0¥. This
means that the variation J,y® is an arbitrary odd-diffeomorphism, effecting
the 16 fermionic coordinates of M, and that when restricted to 9%, it agrees
with the k-symmetry transformation on M, which also has 16 independent
fermionic parameters.

We now turn to the derivation of the constraint on the M 5-brane embedding
mentioned earlier. Using this in @ = ' component of ([J), and observing
that d,y® is an arbitrary odd diffeomorphism of M, it follows that EY =o.
Recalling that E,” = 0 as well, we get

B2 = 0. (14)

This is the superembeddgﬁgzondition that plays a crucial role in the description
of superbrane dynamicsHtif.

Now we are ready to seek the conditions for the x-symmetry of the action ([).
Using (fl) and ([[3) in the variation of the action, we find that the vanishing of
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the terms on ¥ imposes constraints on the torsion super 2-form T4 and the
super 4-form Hy = dC35, such that they imply the equations of motion of the
eleven dim(ﬁsﬁnal supergravity. The non-vanishing parts of the target space
torsion arekbd

Tag® = —i(T9ag ,

1 1
T,pY = —=(T%) 3 2H g — — (Tapede) g HELE 1
ap 36 T 87 Havea — 5o (Pabede) 5 : (15)

and T,2. The only other non-vanishing components of H, are

Hapys = —i(Tap)ys - (16)

The remaining variations are on the boundary, and yield the final result

558 = / ETS (8TyMEMA) (asyNENB) 5/<y7]:’yBA 9 (17)
)
where we have introduced the following super 3-form in Mj:

Fg = dAQ - f5*03 . (18)

Since d,y® are arbitrary, the vanishing of ([[7) implies the constraint

Fypa = 0. (19)

Thus the only non-vanishing component of H is Hg.. The constraints @)
and (E) encode elegantly all the information on the superfivebrane dynamics,
as has been shown in [E, , E]

Finally we consider the boundary conditions that arise from the variation of
the action (f). The requirement of the action be stationary when the superme-
mbrane field equations of [E] hold can readily be shown to impose the following
mixed Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions

5Za,|ag = 0 y (\/ —gniEic =+ nieijkEjaEkaabc) |ag = 0 y (20)
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where n’ is a unit vector normal to the boundary 90X, and a' labels the
directions transverse to the fivebrane worldvolume. The reparametrization
invariance of (R0) imposes the boundary condition n‘d;v"|spx = 0 and the
reparametrization invariance of the leads to the further boundary condition
n;v*|ox = 0.

3 The Covariant M5-Brane Equations of Motion

Here, we give the nonlinear field equations of the superfivebrane equations, up
to second order fermionic terms, that follow from the superembedding condi-
tion E,2 = 0, which are proposed to arise equally well from the F-constraint
Fapc = 0. The details of the procedures can be found in [E] A key point is
the emergence of a super 3-form h in world superspace. This form arises in
the following component of the embedding matrix

E4 = uag—i-haﬂ/u&g, (21)

where, upon the splitting of the indices to exhibit the USp(4) R-symmetry
group indices ¢ = 1, ..., 4, we have

/ . 1.
haﬁ —>h/aiﬁj - gaij(ﬁ)/abc)aﬁhabc; (22)

where hgpe is a self-dual field defined on M. The pair (ue%, uy<) make up an
element of the group Spin(1,10).

The superembedding formalism was shown to give the following complete M 5-
brane equations of motion:

EL2E,” (T = 0,

nabvaEngEibl = _%(Fb/a)’Y'ﬁZU«B’YI ’
@Ch/abc - _é(rcrab)'}/ﬁzcﬁ’y B (23)
where
Zag" = B (BfTys® - BLEY(V,E" )By) By . (24)
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Recall that the inverse of the pair (E44, Ea4) is denoted by (Ea?, Ea?)
and that A = (a, @) label the tangential directions while A’ = (a’, ') label the
normal directions to the M5-brane worldvolume.

The target space torsion components T, g2 are given in (@) and the second
term involves only quantities that are bilinear in worldvolume fermions. The
covariant derivative V has an additional, composite S 0O(5, 1) connection of the
form (Vu)u~' as explained in more detail in [§].

The M 5-brane equations of motion (@) live in superspaceﬂ’ﬂ. The compgnent
(i.e. Green-Schwarz) form of these equations have also been worked outH. Up
to fermionic bilinears, the final result is:

E,1=T)’mp* = 0

)

GV Fupg = Q '[AY —2(mY +Ym)+m¥Ym],, , (25)
Gmn e = Q mi--Mme 1Hg 1 HE Pc
vm n - \/_—ge 6! mi--me + W mi1mams ]:m4m5m6 a -
Several definitions are in order. To begin with,
me’ = 6" =2k, ki’ = heeah™,  Q = (1-3trk?),
Yoo = 4xH—2(m*H+xHm)+m*Hm|,, ,
Pl = 85— & EnS,  *HY = e Hogey (26)

The fields Fgupe, Hﬂl'“&; and its Hodge dual Hgl...27 are the purely bosonic
components of the superforms

F3 = dAy—Cy, Hy = dC;, H; = dCs+4C3ANHy. (27)

The remaining nonvanishing component of H7 is

Hg@abcde - _i(rabcde)gg- (28)
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The target space indices on Hy and H7 have been converted to worldvolume
indices with factors of £,,% which are the supersymmetric line elements defined
as

Em2(x) = OmzMEnS at =0,

Em(z) = O0mMEM®  at0=0. (29)
The metric

gmn(fﬂ) = 5migng77a_b = emaenbnab (30)

is the standard G'S induced metric with determinant g, and G™" is another
metric defined as

Gmn o= (m2)abeameb”. (31)

Let us note that the connection in the covariant derivative V,, occurring in
(B3) is the Levi-Civita connection for the induced metric g,,, up to fermionic
bilinears.

A key relation between hqpe. and Fgupe follows from the dimension-0 components
of the Bianchi identity dFs = —H,, and is given by ﬁ

habc = %mad]:bcd . (32)

The matrix I" is the # = 0 component of the matrix I'(5) introduced above in
(L) and it is given by

r = -T + %h]mnprmnp = - [eXp (_%anphm"p)} r ’ (33)
where
= 1 mi---me
= W—_ge le""ms ) (34)
Iy, = ngI‘Q, I‘b = Fmembu emb = Emamab :

“We have rescaled the F3 of [E] by a factor of 4.
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The x-symmetry transformation rules are

022 = 0,
6e2% = RAF(1+T)%,

Okhabe = _%md[a gd(l - I‘)I‘bc]'k& ) (35)

where T' is given by @) The k-symmetry transformations are the fermionic
diffeomorphisms of the M5-brane worldvolume with parameter k% = K&E,“.
Thus, using ([L9), it follows immediately that

5;-1]:3 = {dain}]:3 = _inﬂ47 (36)

which can also be verified by direct computation by combining (@) and @)

The equations of motion (RF) have been shown@ to he equivalent to those
which follow from an action with auxiliary scalar field 4.

We conclude this section by elucidating the consequences of the central equa-
tion (BJ). To this end, we first note the useful identities

haveh®®® = 6[k,"

[a™b]
kacky® = %’I]abtf k2 )
kadhbcd = k[adhbc]d ) (37)

which are consequences of the linear self-duality of hg.. Taking the Hodge

dual of (@) one finds *Fape = —Fape + 2Q ' ma?Fpeq. Using the identity

m? = 2m — @, we readily find the nonlinear self-duality equation

* Foonp = QG Fnpg - (38)

This equation can be expressed solely in terms of F3. To do this, we first insert
(B2) into (B7), which yields the identities

FareF = 200X, T+ LK 72X, Xy ! + 2(K2 = 1)05,0
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XoeXp¢ = 4K*(K? — 1)na ,

Xad]:bcd = X[ad]:bc]d . (39)

where we have defined

K = /14 5 F®cFy., (40)

Xap = 3K *Fo“Fpea . (41)

Next we derive the identities

QK+1) = 2,
Xab = 3FacaFs™ = HnanFeaceF " = AK(1+ K)kay . (42)

We can now express (Bg) entirely in terms of F3 by deriving the identity

Q 'Gmn = Knmn— 3K ' X - (43)

Another way of writing (Bg) is

]:abc

11+ K)—2f;8f+d€ffﬁc , (44)

where K is a root of the quartic equation
(K+ 1)K —1) = {FroFh Frolrf . (45)

4 The Mb5-brane Action for an Unconstrained 2-Form Potential

While the superembedding constraints yield the covariant equations of motion
it is desirable to have an action from which these equations of motion can be
derived. There exists a universal action formula which emerges naturally in the
superembedding approachtd. However, as we shall see in Section 5, this action
formalism is not directly applicable to branes with self-dual field strengths in
the worldvolume such as the M5-brane.
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A manifestly target space supercovariant and s-invariant action, which con-
tains an auxiliary scalar and from which the self-duality condition can be de-
rived as an equation of motion has been constructed 4. However, as has been
argued by Witten, any attempt to even define a proper partition function for
the M5-brane using this action requires a choice of the auxiliary scalar whose
topological class in general breaks some of the symmetries of M-theory. The
root of this problem lies in the fact that the theory, in effect, describes a chiral
2-form .

One resolution of this problem involves the embedding of the chiral theory
into non-chiral oneld. At the classical level, this amounts to finding an action
involving an unconstrained 2-form potential As such that its field equation is
equivalent to the Bianchi identity dF3 = —H, and the action is s-invariant
upon the imposition of the self-duality condition.

At the quantum level, the decoupling of the unwanted chirality components
amounts to imposing a C(@straint on the partition function Z[Cjs], which, at
the linearized level, reads

Dach[QS] = _Z\/__g<]:;;c> ) (46)

where the functional derivative Dy, is defined as

4]

Da c < Yabe
b 5Cabc

—+ % —g* Oabc . (47)

Thus D, .Z = 0, and only ]:1;570 couples to Cpe.

Motivated by these considerations, a non-chiral extension of the M5-brane was
constructed in [H]7 where it was found that the connection between k-symmetry
and self-duality is sufficient to determine the action and the non-linear self-
duality condition (Bg).

The key to the construction of the action is the fact that the non-linear self-
duality condition @) can be written in the following form

oK

where IC can be computed with the help of the identities presented in the
previous section. The result is
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K o= 214 5P 4 (P22 — o Func FrtFaep Fela . (49)

modulo terms Ezhose Fs-derivatives vanish when () holds. One also finds the
useful relationt:

K = 2K for xF3 = % (50)
3

In view of (i), a suitable action is given by

S = /(%*K—Zﬁ), (51)

where the Wess-Zumino term

Zs = Cg4— %Q3 ANFs . (52)
The rational behind this action is as follows: treating F3 as subject only to

the Bianchi identity dFs; = —H,, and varying (FI) with respect to the uncon-
strained two-form potential A one finds thatﬁ

TS, -

Combining this second order equation for A; with the Bianchi dF5 = —H,,
we find that the only possible self-duality condition that can be imposed is
precisely (i§). Moreover it was shown in [[] that the action (F1)) has the
k-symmetry characterized by

0.2 = KM, §.Ay = iCy, (54)

provided that the self-duality condition (B§) is satisfied and the k-parameter
is projected as

WL = KL+ T2 B (55)

dNotice that the Cg term in the action does not affect the Ao field equations. Nonetheless
it is needed for k-symmetry of the action.
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where

I' = K ' (-T+ & «F""T ) - (56)

The equivalence between the k-symmetry transformations (p4))-(b5) and those
which arise from the superembedding formalism as given in (BH)-(Bf), follows
from the identities

1+I1-T) = 0 = 1+D)(1-T"), (57)

which can be shown with the help of (B3) and (BY).

We emphasize that the self-duality condition (Bg) does not follow directly as
an equation of motion from the action (5I|). Instead, as we saw above, it is
recovered as the only self-dual truncation of the theory that is consistent in the
sense that it 1nterchanges the Bianchi identity dFs = —H, with the tensor field
equation (b3 Ac‘maally, the form of K and the self-duality condition (BY) can
also be understoodt by starting from an action of the form S = f * K — Zg)
and demanding invariance under the s-symmetry transformations of the form

E9-E3).

We can now derive the non-linear version of the constraint (@) by starting
from the action (F]) and the formal definition

/ DAy S . (58)

Using the functional derivative (#7) we get

. _ oK .
Dabcels = %\/ —g <W - *(dAQ)abc + *Cabc> e’
= —iJ/7g ( SFare T ]-'abc> o (59)

which means that

oK

Dape [03] = _%V <6]_—abc

+*fabc> | (60)
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Since the right side is a projection onto the nonlinearly self-dual part of F3,
this is a proper generalization of the constraint @) to the nonlinear case. The
full consequences of this constraint remain to be investigated.

The M5-Brane Equations of Motion

The r-symmetry transformations (f4)-(F§) map the non-linear self-duality
condition (i) into the z2L equations of motion, which therefore must agree
with the corresponding results (@) obtained from the superembedding. It is
nonetheless instructive to demonstrate the equivalence of the field equations
by direct computation. The equations of motion following from the action (51

followed by the use of the self-duality equation (Bg) are:

EpJ™ = 0, (61)
quvp]:qmn = _Q (*Hmn + %]:mnp]:qu * qu) s

mn c Q mi--me [ 1 rya 1 a c
G vmgn - \/_—ge ﬁH mi--+Meg + WH mi1mams ]:m4m5m6 Pg )

where the symmetric bispinor J™ is given by

J" = I"T+ixF™T,, - Q 'G™T, . (62)

The 22 field equation arises as an admixture of the variation with respect to
24 and the tensor field equation obtained by varying the action with respect
to 0224 := VA& and 64, = 1y Cy, such that 6F3 = —iyv H,.

In obtaining the field equations (@I), it is useful to realize that Q~'G,,,, ac-
tually is the energy-momentum tensor associated with the composite metric

Imn:

0Skin 1 mn
Sy = BVIQTIEM (63)

where Sk, = f % * IC. The invariance of Sg;, under the bosonic worldvolume
diffeomorphism 0gm, = 2V (;,,6,) and §F3 = dig Az — igH, then implies

Vo (QTIG™™) = —%Hm"pq*fnpq, (64)
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provided that (53) holds.

Next, we compare the equations of motion (1) with (J) obtained from su-
perembedding. The scalar field equations are already in the same form. To
show equivalence of the Dirac and tensor equations to those obtained in su-
perembedding formalism requires some work. Let us begin with the Dirac
equation. The k-symmetry of this equation implies that

1+T)HJ™ = 0 = J"1-T"7). (65)

Eq. (F7) then implies

1+T)J™ = 0 = J*(1-TT). (66)

From (B3) it follows that T' = —X'TX and I'" = —XTX ! where we have
introduced X := exp(gh®Tapc), which implies that (1 — D)XJ™ = 0 =
J™X (14+T). On the other hand, from m®T,' = —T'm%T', and (1-T)[ = 1-T
it follows that the Dirac equation in (R5) is annihilated from the right by 1+T.
Hence, upon multiplication from right by X the Dirac equation (@) will be
proportional to (). Indeed one can verify that (1 — T)m®T, = —QJ°X,
which shows the equivalence between the two Dirac equations.

As for the tensor field equation, we have verified that it turns into the one
obtained in the superembedding formalism (see (P§)) by using the identity
m? = 2m — Q. Tt is worth noting that the field equation for A, given in @)
is considerably simpler than the form it takes in (23).

Dualization of the Non-Chiral Action

As a check of the formalism, let us briefly discuss the dualization of the non-
chiral theory. To this end we introduce a dual 2-form potential A, as a La-
grange multiplier for the Bianchi identity dFs = —H, and integrate out As
via its field strength F3, which yields the dual partition function

ZlCy) = / DFs DAy 573 [ A2nd(FstCy) / DAy €S . (67)

The dual action S can easily be computed in the saddle point approximation
which yields
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S = /(é*/c—z(a), (68)

where we have used the notations xK := xK — F3 A F3 and Zg := Cs— %Qg/\ﬁg

where F3 is supposed to be expressed in terms of the dual field strength Fs
via

oK

]:3 = dAg—Qg = *8—]:3.

(69)

Varying (p§) with respect to Ay and using (§9), one finds the dual second order
tensor field equation dF3 = —H,, where, as mentioned above, F3 is expressed
in terms of F3 via @) Thus, in the saddle point approximation, the chiral
truncation of the dual theory is given by F3 = Fs, which from (@) is seen to be
equivalent to the condition @) for chiral truncation of the original non-chiral
theory. In other words, the non-chiral theory and its dual have equivalent
chiral truncations.

A Scale Invariant Formulation of the Non-Chiral Action

The action discussed at length in the previous section is equivalent to the
scale invariant form of the action constructed in [E] In the latter formulation,
a worldvolume Lagrange multiplier scalar field A, and a worldvolume 5-form
potential As, with field strength Fg = dAs + Zg, are introduced. This con-
struction is parallel to the scale invﬁ@t formulations of super p-brane actions
that has been known for sometimel4E.

The M b5-brane action constructed in [E] is given by

s = %/*)\(%I@—(*fgf) : (70)

To verify that the equations of motion following from this action are equivalent
to those which follow from (E1]), we begin by varying (0) with respect to A
and the 5-form potential A5. This yields two first order field equations, namely
*Fe = :I:%IC (where the sign reflects the duality of the 2-form potential), which
determines As up to a gauge, and d(\ *x Fg) = 0, which we solve by taking
A = 275 K~ !, where the integration constant T5 is the M5-brane tension. The
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remaining equations of motion from S’ follow by varying 2 and the 2-form
potential A;. Denoting a general variation of this kind by §, we find that

5S = %/)\ [* ((i/@ + (*]-"6)2)\/%_95\/—_9 + %IC&IC) - 2(*]-"6)5Z6}
(71)

Using the relations xFg = %IC and A = 275 K~ ! in this formula, one then
immediately finds 65" = T545.

Relation to an M5-Brane Action in Superembedding Approach

It has been shown how Green-Schwarz type actions can be systematic con-
structed for most branes starting from the superembedding approachtd. The
construction yields a general action formula. The only branes for which this
formula runs into an obstacle are those which contain worldvolume chiral p-
form potentials, such as the M5-brane. It is, nonetheless, interesting to see the
result one obtains by a naive application of this action formula to this case. In
doing so, we will find an action which is closely related to the one discussed
above.

The application of the action formula to the M5-brane proceeds as follows.
Defining

W, = dZg = ﬂ7+%ﬂ4/\]:3 (72)

and using the fact that de Rham cohomology of the supermanifold M coincides
with that of its body M one can always write

Wy = dKg (73)

for some globally defined 6-form Kg on M. Furthermore, since none of the
target space fields or the worldsurface fields has negative dimension, it follows
that the only non-vanishing component of Kg is the purely bosonic one. In
components this means

Kooty = 0. (74)
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The application of the general action formula of [@] to the present case gives
the functional

S” = /MO l*(Kﬁ - ZG) y (75)

where ¢ : My < M is the embedding of the body My of M into M. S” is
by construction only defined for self-dual hgp. or, equivalently, for the 3-form
field strength Fup. obeying the non-linear self-duality condition @) S" is
manifestly invariant under reparametrizations of My and the s-transformations
(Bg) and (B) as these transformations are generated by i*v, where v is a
supervectorfield on M, and 0;-,i*Lg = i*{d,i,}Le = di*i,Lg where Lg =
K — Zs.

To find Kg we insert the constraint (f4) into (f3). After some algebra one
finds that the dimension 0 component yields

«Kg = K, (76)

where K is given by (Jit]). Therefore, in view of (b(]), S” is simply the restriction
of the action (b]) to the constraint surface defined by the non-linear self-duality

condition ([g).
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