arXiv:1210.4191v3 [hep-th] 2 Nov 2012

Supersymmetry and BPS States on D4-brane in Large C-field Background

Chen-Te Ma^{a,∗} and Chi-Hsien Yeh^{a,b,†}

a Department of Physics and Center for Theoretical Sciences, National Taiwan University, Taipei 10617, Taiwan, R.O.C.

b National Center for Theoretical Sciences, National Tsing-Hua University, Hsinchu 30013, Taiwan, R.O.C.

Abstract

In this paper, we continue our previous study of the low energy effective theory for D4-brane in the large C-field background. The gauge field part of the effective action was found in an earlier work. In this paper, we focus on the matter field part of the action and the supersymmetry transformation. Moreover, we calculate the central charges of super algebra and extensively study BPS solutions of this effective theory. The BPS states considered in this paper include light-like gauge field configurations, the F1 ending on D4 solution, tilted D4-brane, BPS solution with two types of magnetic charges (D2 ending on D4), holomorphic embedding of D4-brane and the intersection of two D4-branes along a 2-brane.

∗e-mail address: yefgst@gmail.com †e-mail address: d95222008@ntu.edu.tw

1 Introduction

The descriptions of M-theory are five superstring theories and 11-dimensional supergravity. They are related to each other from duality and dimension reduction [1]. For example, the IIA superstring theory can be corresponded to the 11-dimensional supergravity compactified on S^1 circle [2]. The solitonic solutions of 11-dimensional supergravity are called M2 and M5 branes, which play important roles as D-branes in string theory. Although the description of M-theory is not known totally, the low energy effective theory of two and five branes are known to be.

A recent progress was the construction of the low energy effective theory for a single M5-brane in the large C-field background [3, 4, 5]^1 and its 1/2 BPS states [7]. We call this theory to be the Nambu-Poisson M5-brane theory or NP M5 theory in short and all known 1/2 BPS states have their counterparts in the absence of C-field background. From the NP M5-brane theory, we can derive the low energy effective theory for D4-brane in the large C-field background from double dimensional reduction (DDR) method [8].

This D4-brane effective action for a large C-field background is different from the original DBI description [9]. This new D4-brane action has Nambu-Poisson structure as the NP M5-brane theory. As it is well known, the effective action of D-brane in the large NS-NS B-field background should be described by gauge theories on noncommutative space [10, 11, 12]. A similar phenomenon also occurs in the low energy effective theory for D4-brane in the large C-field background. The gauge symmetry of an NP M5-brane is the volume-preserving diffeomorphism (VPD) [13], which is described by the Nambu- Poisson bracket. After doing DDR on the worldvolume direction which is different with the C-field background directions, we get an effective D4-brane with the C-field. Since the C-field background is parallel to the D4-brane after DDR, it is natural to expect that the D4-brane inherits the VPD symmetry. It is also expected that the geometry of this theory is equipped with a 3-bracket structure [14, 15].

One purpose of this paper is to study more details of this effective action with matter fields. The supersymmetry transformation of all fields and the modification of field strengths from matter fields will be given in this paper. In the previous paper [8], we did not write down the manifest supersymmetry transformation of all fields. The reason is that we did not only do DDR from the NP M5-brane theory but also do electric-

1The large C-field limit for M5-brane was first considered in [6].

magnetic dual transformation of this theory. The supersymmetry transformation of new fields in dual action cannot be directly obtained from DDR on the NP M5-brane. Hence, we need to completely calculate the supersymmetry transformation of this dual action, and find the supersymmetry transformation of these new fields to make the dual action invariant. In this paper, we give all supersymmetry transformation of fields for this effective theory, and also hope to give a starting point on the construction of Dp-brane in the R-R (p − 1)-form field background.

In this paper, we also want to find 1/2 BPS states on D4-brane in the large Cfield background. Most of solutions on D4-brane are easy to be expected from M5- brane. To simplify, we do not write down all details for these solutions. The BPS configurations considered in this paper include light-like solutions, the F1 string ending on D4-brane, tilted D4-brane, BPS solution with two types of magnetic charges, holomorphic embedding of D4-brane and the intersection of two D4-branes along a 2-brane.

The plan of this paper is as follows. We review the D4-brane in the large C-field background in Sec. 2 and the gauge symmetry and supersymmetry in Sec. 3. In Sec. 4 we show BPS configurations on D4-bane. But we do not show the details on the solutions derived from the NP M5-brane theory for brevity. Finally, in Sec. 5 we conclude.

2 D4-Brane in Large C-field Background

To carry out DDR on the NP M5-brane theory along the x^2-direction^2, we set

x^2 ∼ x^2 + 2πR, (1)

and let all other fields to be independent of x^2. As a result we can set ∂_2 to be zero when it acts on any fields. Here R is the radius of the circle of compactification and we should take R ≪ 1 to let M5-brane reduce to D4-brane.

After we perform DDR on the x^2 direction, we need to re-interpret the gauge fields b_{μμ̇} and b_{μ̇ν̇} in the NP M5-brane theory from the viewpoint of D4-brane. The gauge field b_{μμ̇} becomes two kinds of fields {b_{2μ̇}, b_{αμ̇}} after DDR, where α = 0, 1. We should identity

2The NP M5-brane theory is defined on six dimensional worldvolume, and we use the notation {x^0, x^1, x^2; x^{˙1}, x^{˙2}, x^{˙3}} ≡ {x^μ; x^{μ̇}} to label these worldvolume coordinates. The C-field background is given by C_{˙1 ˙2 ˙3}dx^{˙1}dx^{˙2}dx^{˙3}.

b_{2μ̇} as components of the one-form potential on the D4-brane,

b_{μ̇2} ≡ a_{μ̇}. (2)

We use the same chirality condition with the NP M5-brane theory,

Γ^{012 ˙1 ˙2 ˙3}Ψ = Ψ , Γ^{012 ˙1 ˙2 ˙3}ϵ = −ϵ. (3)

2.1 Action

After performing DDR on the x^2 direction, we get the low energy effective description for D4-brane in the large C-field background [8]. The action of the gauge fields is S^{D4}_{gauge} = ∫ d^5x { − 1 2 H^2_{˙1 ˙2 ˙3} − 1 4 H^2_{μ̇ν̇} − 1 4 H^2_{αμ̇ν̇} +ϵ^{αβ}∂_β a_{μ̇}B^{μ̇}_α + g 2 ϵ^{αβ} F_{μ̇ν̇} B^{μ̇}_α B^{ν̇}_β } , (4)

where we use the definition, ϵ^{αβ2} ≡ ϵ^{αβ} .

The action of the scalar fields X^I (I = 6, 7, 8, 9, 10) is

S^{D4}_X = ∫ d^5x { − 1 2 D_{μ̇}X^I D^{μ̇}X^I − 1 2 ∂_αX^I ∂^αX^I + gB^{μ̇}_α ∂_{μ̇}X^I ∂^αX^I − g^2 2 B^{μ̇}_α B^α_{ν̇} ∂_{μ̇}X^I ∂^{ν̇} X^I − g^2 8 ϵ^{μ̇ρ̇τ̇} ϵ_{ν̇σ̇}˙_δF_{ρ̇τ̇} F^{σ̇δ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I ∂^{ν̇} X^I − 1 2g^2 − g^4 4 {X^{μ̇}, X^I , X^J }^2 − g^4 12 {X^I , X^J , X^K }^2 } . (5)

The action of the fermionic field ψ is

S^{D4}_Ψ = ∫ d^5x { i 2 Ψ̄Γ^α∂_αΨ + i 2 Ψ̄Γ^{ρ̇}D_{ρ̇}Ψ + g i 4 Ψ̄Γ^2ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}Ψ − g i 2 Ψ̄Γ^αB^{μ̇}_α ∂_{μ̇}Ψ

+g^2 i 2 Ψ̄Γ_{μ̇}Γ^I {X^{μ̇}, X^I , Ψ} − g^2 i 4 Ψ̄Γ^{IJ} Γ_{˙1 ˙2 ˙3}{X^I , X^J , Ψ} } . (6)

The Nambu-Poisson bracket {·, ·, ·} is used to define the algebraic structure for gauge symmetry. In general, it satisfies Leibniz rule and fundamental identity. It is defined by {f, g, h} = ϵ^{μ̇ν̇λ̇}∂_{μ̇}f∂_{ν̇} g∂˙_λh. (7)

In the above, we used the notation B_α^{μ̇} ≡ ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}∂_{ν̇} b_{αρ̇}, (8) b^{μ̇} ≡ 1 2 ϵ^{μ̇ν̇λ̇}b_{ν̇}˙_λ, (9) X^{μ̇} ≡ x^{μ̇} g + b^{μ̇}. (10) The covariant derivatives are defined by D_αΦ ≡ (∂_α − gB_α^{μ̇}∂_{μ̇})Φ, (Φ = X^I , Ψ) (11) D_{μ̇}Φ ≡ g^2 2 ϵ_{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}{X^{ν̇} , X^{ρ̇}, Φ}, (12) and the field strengths are defined by H_{αμ̇ν̇} ≡ ϵ_{μ̇ν̇}˙_λ(∂_αb^{λ̇} − B_α^{λ̇} − g∂_{σ̇}b^{λ̇}B_α^{σ̇}), (13) H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3 ≡ g^2{X^{˙1}, X^{˙2}, X^{˙3}} − 1 g = H ˙_1˙_2 ˙_3 + g 2 (∂_{μ̇}b^{μ̇}∂_{ν̇} b^{ν̇} − ∂_{μ̇}b^{ν̇} ∂_{ν̇} b^{μ̇}) + g^2{b^{˙1}, b^{˙2}, b^{˙3}}. (14) We also use the notation of Abelian field strength, F_{μ̇ν̇} = ∂_{μ̇}a_{ν̇} − ∂_{ν̇} a_{μ̇}. (15) In fact, the field strength of D4-brane is deformed by the C-field background. The field strength H_{2μ̇ν̇} can be understood as the deformed field strength on D4-brane, H_{2μ̇ν̇} ≡ F_{μ̇ν̇} . (16) The remaining two field strengths F_{αμ̇} and F_{αβ} are also deformed by the C-field background. Before discussing this issue, we should study how to find the remaining one-form degree a_α in this theory.

2.2 Electric-Magnetic Duality Transformation

From the viewpoint of D4-brane, there are one-form gauge potential a_{μ̇} and a_α. The one-form gauge field a_α can be understood as the EM duality of b_{αμ̇}. After 3-dimensional

EM dual transformation in x^{μ̇} spaces, the d.o.f of gauge field b_{αμ̇} (one form in x^{μ̇} space) can be re-interpreted into the d.o.f of gauge field a_α (0-form in x^{μ̇} space). Moreover, the field B^{μ̇}_α can be understood as a new independent field B̆^{μ̇}_α which is not divergenceless. The B̆^{μ̇}_α is at most quadratic so it can be integrated out and re-expressed by the other fields (b^{μ̇}, a_{μ̇}, a_α, X^I , Ψ) from the equations of motion.

The complete dual action is,

S[b^{μ̇}, a_A, B̆^{μ̇}_α , X^I , Ψ] = ∫ d^5x { − 1 2 D_{μ̇}X^I D^{μ̇}X^I − 1 2 ∂_αX^I ∂^αX^I + gB̆^{μ̇}_α ∂_{μ̇}X^I ∂^αX^I − g^2 2 B̆^{μ̇}_α B̆^α_{ν̇} ∂_{μ̇}X^I ∂^{ν̇} X^I − g^2 8 ϵ^{μ̇ρ̇τ̇} ϵ_{ν̇σ̇}˙_δF_{ρ̇τ̇} F^{σ̇δ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I ∂^{ν̇} X^I − g^4 4 {X^{μ̇}, X^I , X^J }^2 − g^4 12 {X^I , X^J , X^K }^2 + i 2 Ψ̄Γ^α∂_αΨ + i 2 Ψ̄Γ^{ρ̇}D_{ρ̇}Ψ + g i 4 Ψ̄Γ^2ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}Ψ − g i 2 Ψ̄Γ^αB̆^{μ̇}_α ∂_{μ̇}Ψ

+g^2 i 2 Ψ̄Γ_{μ̇}Γ^I {X^{μ̇}, X^I , Ψ} − g^2 i 4 Ψ̄Γ^{IJ} Γ_{˙1 ˙2 ˙3}{X^I , X^J , Ψ} − 1 2g^2 − 1 2 (H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3)^2 − 1 4 F_{ν̇ρ̇}F^{ν̇ρ̇} − 1 4 (ϵ_{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}(∂_αb^{μ̇} − V^{μ̇}_{σ̇} B̆^{σ̇}_α ))^2

+ϵ^{αβ} ∂_β a_{μ̇}B̆^{μ̇}_α + g 2 ϵ^{αβ} F_{μ̇ν̇}B̆^{μ̇}_α B̆^{ν̇}_β − ϵ^{αβ} ∂_{μ̇}a_βB̆^{μ̇}_α } . (17)

Here, we define V_{μ̇}^{σ̇} ≡ g∂_{μ̇}X^{σ̇}.

B̆ μ̇_α in the dual action is replaced by its EOM solution. The equation of motion for B̆ μ̇_α is

V^{ν̇}_{μ̇} (∂^αb_{ν̇} −V^{ρ̇}_{ν̇}B̆^α_{ρ̇})+ϵ^{αβ}F_{βμ̇}+gϵ^{αβ}F_{μ̇ν̇}B̆^{ν̇}_β +g∂_{μ̇}X^I ∂^αX^I −g i 2 Ψ̄Γ^α∂_{μ̇}Ψ−g^2B̆^α_{ν̇} ∂_{μ̇}X^I ∂^{ν̇} X^I = 0. (18) Its solution is

B̂^{μ̇}_α = (M^{−1})^{μ̇ν̇}_{αβ} (V^{σ̇}_{ν̇} ∂^β b_{σ̇} + ϵ^{βγ} F_{γν̇} + g∂_{ν̇} X^I ∂^β X^I − g i 2 Ψ̄Γ^β∂_{ν̇} Ψ)

≡ (M^{−1})^{μ̇ν̇}_{αβ} W^β_{ν̇} , (19)

where M^{αβ}_{μ̇ν̇} ≡ (V_{μ̇ρ̇}V^{ρ̇}_{ν̇} + g^2∂_{μ̇}X^i∂_{ν̇} X^i)δ^{αβ} − gϵ^{αβ}F_{μ̇ν̇} (20) and (M^{−1})^{μ̇ν̇}_{αβ} is defined by

(M^{−1})^{λ̇μ̇}_{γα}M^{αβ}_{μ̇ν̇} = δ^{λ̇}_{ν̇} δ^β_γ . (21)

In this dual action, the field B̆_α^{μ̇} is not divergenceless. We expect that there are remaining terms proportional to ∂_{μ̇}B̆_α^{μ̇} after we do gauge and supersymmetry transformation except for a_α and B̆_α^{μ̇}. (We use dimensional reduction to obtain the transformation laws of other fields from M5-brane to D4-brane.) To make the dual action being invariant, we should find gauge and supersymmetry transformation of a_α and B̆_α^{μ̇} to cancel these remaining terms. In next section, we show the details of gauge and supersymmetry transformation of a_α and B̆_α^{μ̇}, which are not directly obtained from DDR on the NP M5-brane.

3 Symmetry

3.1 Gauge Symmetry

The gauge transformation of fields is

δ_ΛΦ = gκ^{ρ̇}∂_{ρ̇}Φ (Φ = X^I , Ψ), (22) δ_Λb_{ασ̇} = ∂_αΛ_{σ̇} − ∂_{σ̇}Λ_α + gκ^{τ̇} ∂_{τ̇} b_{ασ̇} + g(∂_{σ̇}κ^{τ̇} )b_{ατ̇} , (23) δ_Λb_{2σ̇} = −∂_{σ̇} Λ_2 + gκ^{τ̇} ∂_{τ̇} b_{2σ̇} + g(∂_{σ̇}κ^{τ̇} )b_{2τ̇} , (24) δ_Λb^{μ̇} = κ^{μ̇} + gκ^{ν̇} ∂_{ν̇} b^{μ̇}. (25)

We expect that U(1) gauge symmetry on D4-brane can be examined from the gauge transformations on the NP M5-brane theory [3, 4]. The gauge transformation parameter Λ_2 shall be identified with the U(1) gauge transformation parameter. This is consistent with the identification of a_{μ̇} with b_{μ̇2}. The gauge symmetry parameterized by Λ_{μ̇}, i.e. volume-preserving diffeomorphism (VPD) symmetry still appears in the D4-brane. Hence, we have gauge transformation on a_{μ̇},

δ_Λa_{μ̇} = ∂_{μ̇}λ + g(κ^{ν̇}∂_{ν̇} a_{μ̇} + a_{ν̇} ∂_{μ̇}κ^{ν̇} ). (26)

The gauge symmetry combines U(1) gauge symmetry and VPD symmetry.

3.1.1 Gauge Transformation of a_α

The field a_α was introduced by the dual transformation and its gauge transformation rule has to be solved from the requirement that the dual action to be invariant. First, we need to realize that Chern-Simons term must be gauge invariant by itself. The gauge transformation^3 of the Chern-Simons term is

δ_Λ ( ϵ^{αβ} ∂_β a_{μ̇}B̆^{μ̇}_α + g 2 ϵ^{αβ} F_{μ̇ν̇}B̆^{μ̇}_α B̆^{ν̇}_β − ϵ^{αβ}∂_{μ̇}a_βB̆^{μ̇}_α )

= ∂_{μ̇}B̆^{μ̇}_α ϵ^{αβ} [ − ∂_β λ − g ( κ^{σ̇}∂_{σ̇}a_β + a_{σ̇}∂_β κ^{σ̇} ) + δ_Λa_β ] . (27)

Hence we get δ_Λa_β = ∂_βλ + g ( κ^{σ̇}∂_{σ̇}a_β + a_{σ̇}∂_β κ^{σ̇} ) . (28)

In our formulation of the self dual gauge fields b, the components b_{μν} do not explicitly appear in the action. In [16, 17], the components b_{μν} are used to explicitly exhibit the self duality of the gauge field, and their gauge transformation are given by

δ_Λb_{μν} = ∂_μΛ_ν − ∂_ν Λ_μ + g [ κ^{ρ̇}(∂_{ρ̇}b_{μν} ) + (∂_ν κ^{ρ̇})b_{μρ̇} − (∂_μκ^{ρ̇})b_{νρ̇} ] . (29)

Identifying b_{β2} with a_β and setting ∂_2 = 0 from DDR, we get exactly the same gauge transformation rule as eq.(28) with Λ_2 = λ.

We find the gauge transformation of a_{μ̇} (eq.(26)) and a_α (eq.(28)) are of the same form (A = α, μ̇) δ_Λa_A = ∂_Aλ + g ( κ^{ν̇} ∂_{ν̇} a_A + a_{ν̇} ∂_Aκ^{ν̇} ) . (30)

Let us also give the gauge transformation of V_{ν̇}^{μ̇}, M_{μ̇ν̇}^{αβ} , W_{μ̇}^α and B̂^{μ̇}_α ,

δ_ΛV_{ν̇}^{μ̇} = gκ^{λ̇}∂˙_λV_{ν̇}^{μ̇} + g(∂_{ν̇} κ^{λ̇})V˙_λ^{μ̇}, (31)

δ_ΛM_{μ̇ν̇}^{αβ} = g [ κ^{σ̇}∂_{σ̇} M_{μ̇ν̇}^{αβ} + (∂_{μ̇}κ^{σ̇})M_{σ̇ν̇}^{αβ} + (∂_{ν̇} κ^{σ̇})M_{μ̇σ̇}^{αβ} ] , (32)

δ_ΛW_{μ̇}^α = ∂_βκ^{σ̇}M_{μ̇σ̇}^{αβ} + g [ κ^{σ̇}∂_{σ̇} W_{μ̇}^α + ∂_{μ̇}κ^{σ̇}W_{σ̇}^α ] , (33)

δ_ΛB̂^{μ̇}_α = ∂_ακ^{μ̇} + g ( κ^{ν̇} ∂_{ν̇}B̂^{μ̇}_α − B̂^{ν̇}_α ∂_{ν̇} κ^{μ̇} ) . (34)

3The gauge transformation of B̆^{μ̇}_α is the same as B^{μ̇}_α . ( δ_ΛB̆_μ^{μ̇} = ∂_μκ^{μ̇} + gκ^{ν̇} ∂_{ν̇}B̆_μ^{μ̇} − g(∂_{ν̇} κ^{μ̇})B̆_μ^{ν̇} .)

3.1.2 Covariant Variable with U(1) and VPD Symmetry

In the original NP M5-brane theory, we have the covariant field strengths^4

H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3 = ∂_{μ̇}b^{μ̇} + 1 2 g(∂_{ν̇}b^{ν̇} ∂_{ρ̇}b^{ρ̇} − ∂_{ν̇} b^{ρ̇}∂_{ρ̇}b^{ν̇} ) + g^2{b^{˙1}, b^{˙2}, b^{˙3}}, (35)

F_{μ̇ν̇} ≡ H_{2μ̇ν̇} = F_{μ̇ν̇} + g [ ∂_{σ̇}b^{σ̇}F_{μ̇ν̇} − ∂_{μ̇}b^{σ̇}F_{σ̇ν̇} − ∂_{ν̇} b^{σ̇}F_{μ̇σ̇} ] . (36)

The covariant version of F_{αμ̇} can be defined as F_{αμ̇} ≡ 1 2 ϵ_{βα}ϵ_{μ̇ν̇}˙_λH^{βν̇λ̇}. (37)

This is motivated by the intuition that F_{αμ̇} corresponds to H_{αμ̇2} in the NP M5-brane theory. Replacing B_α^{μ̇} by B̂_α^{μ̇}, we can rewrite H^{βν̇λ̇} from Eq.(13) by the other fields. (That is, we avoided to use ∂_αb^{μ̇} directly. The dependence on ∂_αb^{μ̇} only appears through B̂_αμ̇.) As a result, we have F_{αμ̇} ≡ V^{−1 ν̇}_{μ̇} { F_{αν̇} + g [ F_{ν̇}˙_δB̂^{δ̇}_α + ϵ_{αβ} ∂_{ν̇} X^I ∂^β X^I − i 2 ϵ_{αβ}Ψ̄Γ^β ∂_{ν̇} Ψ ] − g^2ϵ_{αβ}B̂^β_{ρ̇} ∂_{ν̇} X^I ∂^{ρ̇}X^I } . (38) This is also in agreement with the definition of H_{μνμ̇} defined in [16, 17].

By inspection, we can guess the covariant form of F_{αβ}. F_{αβ} = F_{αβ} + g [ − F_{αμ̇}B̂^{μ̇}_β − F_{μ̇β}B̂^{μ̇}_α + gF_{μ̇ν̇}B̂^{μ̇}_α B̂^{ν̇}_β ] , (39)

where F_{AB} ≡ ∂_Aa_B − ∂_B a_A. (40)

Unlike F_{μ̇ν̇} and F_{αμ̇}, the components F_{αβ} cannot be directly matched with the field strength H_{αβ2} on M5-brane theory because it involves the fields that does not exist in D4-brane.

4A field Φ̂ is covariant if its gauge transformation is δ_ΛΦ̂ = gκ^{μ̇}∂_{μ̇}Φ̂.

3.2 Supersymmetry Transformation

The supersymmetry transformation of fields (except for a_α and B̆^{ν̇}_β ) on D4-brane from DDR is

δ_ϵX^I = iϵΓ^I Ψ, (41) δ_ϵΨ = D_αX^I Γ^αΓ^I ϵ + D_{μ̇}X^I Γ^{μ̇}Γ^I ϵ + 1 2 gϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I Γ^2Γ^I ϵ − 1 2 F_{ν̇ρ̇}Γ^2Γ^{ν̇ρ̇}ϵ − 1 2 H_{αν̇ρ̇}Γ^αΓ^{ν̇ρ̇}ϵ − ( 1 g + H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3 ) Γ ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3ϵ − g^2 2 {X^{μ̇}, X^I , X^J }Γ_{μ̇}Γ^{IJ} ϵ + g^2 6 {X^I , X^J , X^K }Γ^{IJK}Γ^{˙1 ˙2 ˙3}ϵ, (42) δ_ϵb_{μ̇ν̇} = −i(ϵΓ_{μ̇ν̇} Ψ), (43) δ_ϵa_{μ̇} = i(ϵΓ_2Γ_{ν̇} Ψ)(δ_{μ̇}^{ν̇} + g∂_{μ̇}b^{ν̇} ) − ig(ϵΓ_2Γ^I Γ ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3Ψ)∂_{μ̇}X^I . (44)

3.2.1 Supersymmetry Transformation of α_α and B̆^{μ̇}_β

We cannot obtain the supersymmetry transformation for α_α and B̆^{μ̇}_β directly from DDR. But we find -ϵ^{αβ}∂_{μ̇}a_βB̆^{μ̇}_α this term in action (Eq.(17)) can give us some information to determine the supersymmetry transformation for B̆^{μ̇}_β . Firstly, the supersymmetry variation of −ϵ^{αβ} ∂_{μ̇}a_βB̆^{μ̇}_α will become

−ϵ^{αβ} ∂_{μ̇}δ_ϵa_βB̆^{μ̇}_α − ϵ^{αβ}∂_{μ̇}a_βδ_ϵB̆^{μ̇}_α . (45)

Because the other terms in action do not create a_α to cancel the second term of Eq.(45) from supersymmetry transformation, the only one way is to use partial integration by part to delete it (so it needs ∂_{μ̇}δ_ϵB̆^{μ̇}_α = 0). Fortunately, we have one simple candidate for δ_ϵB̆^{μ̇}_μ is ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}∂_{ν̇} δ_ϵb_μ˙_λ (We already know supersymmetry transformation for b_μ˙_λ on M5- brane.). From the above discussion, we know

δ_ϵB̆^{μ̇}_α = −iϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}ϵΓ_αΓ˙_λ∂_{ν̇} Ψ(δ_{ρ̇}^{λ̇} + g∂_{ρ̇}b^{λ̇}) + igϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}ϵΓ_αΓ^I Γ ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3∂_{ν̇} Ψ∂_{ρ̇}X^I . (46)

After many trivial but long calculations, we calculate δ_ϵS = − 1 2 igδ_ϵΨΓ^αΨ∂_{μ̇}B̆^{μ̇}_α − igϵ^{αγ} ϵΓ_2Γ_{ν̇} Ψ∂_γ b^{ν̇} ∂_{μ̇}B̆^{μ̇}_α

+igϵ^{αγ} ϵΓ_2Γ^I Γ ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3Ψ∂_γ X^I ∂_{μ̇}B̆^{μ̇}_α +ϵ^{αγ} δ_ϵa_γ ∂_{μ̇}B̆^{μ̇}_α . (47)

Hence, we can get supersymmetry transformation of a_β,

δ_ϵa_β = − 1 2 igδ_ϵΨΓ^αΨϵ_{αβ} + igϵΓ_2Γ_{ν̇} Ψ∂_βb^{ν̇} −igϵΓ_2Γ^I Γ ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3Ψ∂_β X^I , (48)

where

δ_ϵΨ = ϵΓ^I Γ^AD_AX^I + 1 2 gϵΓ^I Γ^2ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I − 1 2 ϵΓ^{ν̇ρ̇}Γ^2F_{ν̇ρ̇} − 1 2 ϵΓ^{ν̇ρ̇}Γ^αH_{αν̇ρ̇} − ϵΓ ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3 ( 1 g + H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3 )

− g^2 2 ϵΓ^{IJ} Γ_{μ̇}{X^{μ̇}, X^I , X^J } + g^2 6 ϵΓ^{˙1 ˙2 ˙3}Γ^{IJK} {X^I , X^J , X^K }. (49)

3.2.2 Linearized Supersymmetry Transformation

This theory has 16 additional fermionic symmetries δ_χ, which shifts the fermion by a constant spinor δ_χΨ = χ, δ_χX^I = δ_χb^{μ̇} = δ_χa_{μ̇} = 0. (50)

We also get this fermionic transformation of a_α,

δ_χa_α = − i 2 gχΓ^βΨϵ_{αβ} . (51)

These two supersymmetry transformations (δ_ϵ, δ_χ) are all nonlinear, which means that the supersymmetry transformations have constant spinor terms. When all fields vanish, the transformation does not vanish. This kind of SUSY is actually a broken SUSY. This result comes from the background effect. After excluding the background effect, we can linearize the supersymmetry transformation, δ ≡ 1 g δ_{χ→Γ ˙1 ˙2 ˙3ϵ} + δ_ϵ, (52)

then we get linearized supersymmetry transformation of a_α, δa_α = δa_{μ̇→α} + 1 2 δΨΓ^βΨϵ_{αβ}. (53)

On the other hand, the δΨ do not have^1_g term,

δΨ = D_αX^I Γ^αΓ^I ϵ + D_{μ̇}X^I Γ^{μ̇}Γ^I ϵ + 1 2 gϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I Γ^2Γ^I ϵ − 1 2 F_{ν̇ρ̇}Γ^2Γ^{ν̇ρ̇}ϵ − 1 2 H_{αν̇ρ̇}Γ^αΓ^{ν̇ρ̇}ϵ − H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3Γ ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3ϵ − g^2 2 {X^{μ̇}, X^I , X^J }Γ_{μ̇}Γ^{IJ} ϵ + g^2 6 {X^I , X^J , X^K }Γ^{IJK} Γ^{˙1 ˙2 ˙3}ϵ. (54)

3.2.3 Supersymmetry Transformation of B̂_α^{μ̇} Field

Since Eq.(17) is at most quadratic in B̆_α^{μ̇} so we can do Gaussian integration. Classically, it is equivalent to replace the field B̆_α^{μ̇} in action by its solution of EOM (B̂_α^{μ̇}). Now we worry the supersymmetry transformation of B̂_α^{μ̇} may be different. In fact, δ_ϵB̂_α^{μ̇} is equal to δ_ϵB̆_α^{μ̇} with the additional terms proportional to EOM of some fields. The difference what we get is,

δ_ϵB̂_α^{μ̇} = δ_ϵB̆_α^{μ̇} − 2(M^{−1})^{μ̇ν̇}_{αβ} (δ_ϵΨ|_{B̂})_{ν̇}^β(EOM of Ψ), (55)

where (δ_ϵΨ|_{B̂})_{ν̇}^β ≡ 1 2 ϵΓ^{ρ̇λ̇}Γ^βϵ_{σ̇ρ̇}˙_λV_{ν̇}^{σ̇} − gϵΓ^I Γ^β ∂_{ν̇} X^I , (56)

which is the coefficient of B̂_{ν̇}^β in δ_ϵΨ. The EOM of Ψ is

(EOM of Ψ) = i 2 Γ^α∂_αΨ + i 4 gΓ^2ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}Ψ − i 2 gΓ^αB̂_α^{μ̇}∂_{μ̇}Ψ + i 2 Γ^{ρ̇}D_{ρ̇}Ψ + i 2 g^2Γ_{μ̇}Γ^I {X^{μ̇}, X^I , Ψ} − i 4 g^2Γ^{IJ} Γ^{˙1 ˙2 ˙3}{X^I , X^J , Ψ}. (57)

This relation (55) also implies

δ_ϵ(M^{αβ}_{μ̇ν̇} B̂_β^{ν̇} − W^α_{μ̇} ) = 0, (58)

which means that we can write down a simpler form than Eq.(55). This simpler form can be understood as the δ_ϵB̆_α^{μ̇} with the additional terms proportional to EOM of fermionic field. On the other hand, the another fermionic symmetry of B̂_α^{μ̇} is easy to calculate,

δ_χB̂_α^{μ̇} = 0. (59)

After integrating out B̆_α^{μ̇} field, the supersymmetry transformation of fermion is just to replace B̆_α^{μ̇} with B̂_α^{μ̇}. Now we get all supersymmetry transformation of fields on D4-brane in the large C-field background. We hope to use the handle to open the new directions for the researches of Dp-brane in the large (p − 1)-form background in the future.

3.3 Super Algebra and Central Charges

To compute super algebra, we start to calculate the super charge of the D4-brane in the large C-field background^{5 6}. The super charge Q is calculated from the spatial integral of the time component of supercurrent J^0, where J^0 is defined by this way ϵJ^0 = −δΨΓ^0Ψ. The anticommutator of the supercharges is {Q, Q} = 2 ∫ d^4x T_{00} + 5∑ n=0 ∫ d^4x Z_n. (60)

Here, we divide it into two parts: the energy part and the central charges part.

The energy part is

T_{00} = 1 2 D_0X^I D_0X^I + 1 2 (D_aX^I )^2 + 1 4 g^2F_{μ̇ν̇} F^{μ̇ν̇} ∂_{ρ̇}X^I ∂^{ρ̇}X^I + 1 2 g^2F_{μ̇ν̇} F^{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{ρ̇}X^I ∂^{μ̇}X^I + 1 4 H_{0μ̇ν̇} H_0^{μ̇ν̇} + 1 4 (H_{1μ̇ν̇} )^2 + 1 4 (F_{μ̇ν̇} )^2 + 1 2 (H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3)^2 + g^4 4 {X^{μ̇}, X^I , X^J }^2 + g^4 12 {X^I , X^J , X^K }^2. (61)

We classify the central charges part according to the number of the scalar fields we choose to turn on. In order to compare with the BPS solutions in the next section, the momentum term (T_{0a}, a = (1, μ̇)) is included in the central charges. Let us now describe each terms of Z_n. The convention of indices here are ā = (0, μ̇).

Z_0 = H_{0μ̇ν̇} H^{μ̇ν̇a}Γ^0Γ_a − H_{0ν̇ρ̇}F^{ν̇ρ̇}Γ^2Γ^0 + F_{ρ̇}˙_λH_{1σ̇ω̇}Γ^{ρ̇}Γ^{λ̇σ̇ω̇}Γ^{12}. (62)

5In this section, we follow the methods mentioned in the papers [18, 19].

6In the papers [19, 20], the author calculates the central charges from the superalgebra of the NP M5-brane theory, and performs DDR to get the central charges of D4-brane theory in the large B-field background. He also provides more details with the interpretation of these central charges.

We find HH on M5-brane becomes FF̃ and HH on D4-brane. From the D4-brane perspective, FF̃ can be thought as the charge of a D0-brane within the worldvolume of the D4-brane and HH can be thought as a pp-wave intersected a D4-brane.

Next, we have

Z_1 = −gϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I D_0X^I Γ^2Γ^0 + 2D_0X^I D_aX^I Γ^0Γ^a + 1 3 D_aX^I H_{bcd}Γ^{abcd}Γ^I + g 6 ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I H_{bcd}Γ^{2bcd}Γ^I + D_aX^I F_{ν̇ρ̇}Γ^{a2ν̇ρ̇}Γ^I

+D_{μ̇}X^I H_0˙_{λσ̇}ϵ^{ν̇λ̇σ̇}Γ^{21μ̇ν̇} Γ^I . (63)

The (DX)H term corresponds to the charge of F1 ending on D4 solution. If we consider one scalar field is active and assume that this scalar is a function of only four of the spatial worldvolume coordinates of the D4-brane. On the other hand,^g_6 ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I H_{bcd} and D_{μ̇}X^I F_{ν̇ρ̇} terms correspond to our BPS solution with two types of magnetic charges.

When two scalar fields are turned on, we will need to consider Z_0, Z_1 and Z_2, where Z_2 is defined by

Z_2 = D_aX^I D_bX^J Γ^{ab}Γ^{IJ} + gϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I D_bX^J Γ^{2b}Γ^{IJ} + 2g^2D_{μ̇}X^I {X^{μ̇}, X^I , X^J }Γ^J

+2g^2D_0X^I {X^{ν̇}, X^I , X^J }Γ^0Γ_{ν̇} Γ^J + g^2 2 H_{0ν̇}˙_λ{X_{μ̇}, X^J , X^K }Γ^{μ̇ν̇λ̇}Γ^{JK} Γ^0 −g^2H_{1ρ̇ν̇} {X^{ν̇} , X^I , X^J }Γ^{1ρ̇}Γ^{IJ} − g^2F_{ρ̇ν̇} {X^{ν̇} , X^I , X^J }Γ^{2ρ̇}Γ^{IJ} −g^2H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3{X^{μ̇}, X^I , X^J }Γ_{μ̇}Γ^{IJ} Γ^{˙1 ˙2 ˙3}. (64)

We see the first term D_aX^I D_bX^J corresponds to the charge of the 2-brane vortex living on the D4-brane worldvolume.

We also have

Z_3 = g^2D_aX^I {X^{μ̇}, X^J , X^K }Γ^aΓ_{μ̇}Γ^{IJK} + g^3 2 ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I {X^{λ̇}, X^J , X^K }Γ^2Γ˙_λΓ^{IJK}

−g^2D_āX^I {X^I , X^J , X^K }Γ^āΓ^{JK} Γ^{˙1 ˙2 ˙3} − g^2 6 H_{1ρ̇}˙_λ{X^I , X^J , X^K }Γ^{1ρ̇λ̇}Γ^{IJK} Γ^{˙1 ˙2 ˙3} − g^2 6 F_{ρ̇}˙_λ{X^I , X^J , X^K }Γ^{2ρ̇λ̇}Γ^{IJK} Γ ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3 + g^4{X^I , X^J , X^{μ̇}}{X^I , X^K , X^{ν̇} }Γ_{μ̇ν̇} Γ^{JK} (65) and Z_4 = − g^2 3 D_1X^I {X^J , X^K, X^L}Γ^1Γ^{IJKL}Γ^{˙1 ˙2 ˙3} − g^3 6 ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}∂_{μ̇}X^I {X^J , X^K , X^L}Γ^2Γ^{IJKL}Γ ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3 +g^4{X^{μ̇}, X^I , X^J }{X^I , X^K , X^L}Γ_{μ̇}Γ^{JKL}Γ ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3 − g^4 4 {X^{μ̇}, X^I , X^J }{X_{μ̇}, X^K , X^L}Γ^{IJKL}. (66) The charge^{g2}_3 D_1X^I {X^J , X^K , X^L} is equipped with 3-bracket on D4-brane. The geometry of the M5-brane is similar with the situation of the C-field modified Basu-Harvey equation as a boundary condition of the multiple M2-brane theory [14].

Finally, the last of Z_n is

Z_5 = − g^4 4 {X^I , X^J , X^K }{X^I , X^L, X^M }Γ^{JKLM} . (67) This term is relevant only if we turn on all scalars X^6, · · · , X^{10}.

4 BPS Solutions

In this paper, we only consider pure bosonic solitons, namely those with the fermion field Ψ = 0. The BPS condition is therefore simply that the supersymmetry transformation of Ψ (eq.(54)) vanishes for some supersymmetry parameters ϵ. We systematically study BPS solutions by classifying them according to the number of scalars that are turned on.

Most of these BPS solutions are directly derived from the NP M5-brane by DDR. So we do not write down the details of these solutions. We divide two parts of this section here. In the first part, we mention the BPS solutions on D4-brane which are derived from the NP M5-brane directly and discuss the instanton solution particularly. The next part is to discuss the BPS solutions after we turn on one scalar field (X^6). This solution is called BPS solution with two types of magnetic charges, which can be understood as D2 ending on D4 in geometric viewpoint. This solution can be related to self-dual string solution on M5-brane from “non-linear superpositions”. In order to emphasize it, we put this solution in a new section.

4.1 Solutions via DDR from the NP M5-brane BPS States

Some solutions are easy to be derived from the NP M5-brane by DDR, so we do not write down the details from these solutions. From the NP M5-brane theory, we have obtained M-waves, the self-dual string (M2 ending on M5), tilted M5-brane, holomorphic embedding of M5-brane and the intersection of two M5-branes along a 3-brane BPS solutions. We classify these solutions in the previous paper [7] with the number of scalar fields we turn on. When we turn off all scalar fields, we get M-waves (Light-Like) BPS solutions. If we turn on one scalar field X^6, we get the self-dual string (M2 ending on M5) and tilted M5-brane BPS solutions. When we turn on two scalar fields X^6 and X^7, we get holomorphic embedding of M5-brane and the intersection of two M5-branes along a 3-brane BPS solutions.

After doing double dimensional reduction, it directly obtains these BPS solutions on D4-brane from the above solutions. We can obtain pp-wave, F1 ending on D4 solution, tilted D4-brane, holomorphic embedding of D4-brane and the intersection of two D4- branes along a 2-brane. The light-like BPS solutions in M5-brane theory give the pp-wave BPS solutions and the trivial instanton solution on D4-brane^7. The BPS solutions with turning on one scalar field X^6 on M5-brane can be related directly to the F1 ending on D4 and the tilted D4-brane BPS solutions in D4-brane theory. Finally, the BPS solutions with two scalar fields on M5-brane can be reduced to the holomorphic embedding of D4- brane and the intersection of two D4-branes along a 2-brane BPS solutions in D4-brane theory.

4.1.1 Instanton Solution

Even if these solutions can easily be derived from BPS solutions in the NP M5-brane theory. There is still an interesting issue about the BPS stares of D0-brane (instanton)^8 exists whether or not. In these solutions, we do not have a non-trivial instanton solution in the large C field background after we do DDR. To emphasize the reason, we show the detail calculation on this solution. The instanton solution on D4-brane can be related to the light-like BPS solution in the previous paper [7]. The BPS solution satisfies the BPS

7The reason for this instanton solution is trivial will be given latter.

8We call “instanton” because we use the same terminology of D(-1) solutions in D3-brane case.

condition Γ^{02}ϵ = ±ϵ. After DDR, the BPS conditions are H_{0μ̇ν̇} = ±F_{μ̇ν̇} , (68) H_{1μ̇ν̇} = 0, (69) H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3 = 0. (70) This solution preserves^1_2 SUSY, which can be thought as a D0-brane. The energy density is bound by |^1_2 H_{0μ̇ν̇} F^{μ̇ν̇} |, and it is consistent with the central charge Z_0.

Firstly, we impose a gauge fixing condition b^{˙1} = b^{˙2} = b^{˙3} = 0. (71) From H_{1μ̇ν̇} =0, we obtain B̂_1^{μ̇} = 0. (72) From H_{0μ̇ν̇} = ±F_{μ̇ν̇} , we obtain B̂_0^{μ̇} = ∓1 2 ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇}F_{ν̇ρ̇}. (73) Let us consider the equation of motion eq.(18) without turning on scalar, −B̂^α_{μ̇} + ϵ^{αβ} F_{βμ̇} + gϵ^{αβ}F_{μ̇ν̇}B̂_β^{ν̇} = 0. (74) This implies B̂_{0μ̇} = −F_{1μ̇}. (75) We can get the following relation, F_1 ˙_1 = ±F ˙_2 ˙_3, F_1 ˙_2 = ±F ˙_3 ˙_1, F_1 ˙_3 = ±F ˙_2 ˙_1. (76) As U(1) gauge theory, we do not have non-trivial instanton solutions^9. So we do not have non-trivial instanton solutions in the large C-field background^{10}.

9In five dimensional theory, these relations can be understood as self-duality equations with static gauge fields and temporal gauge a_0 = 0.

10In fact, our effective theory is well defined in a special scaling limit [8], it is still possible that instanton solutions exist in other limits.

This BPS solution of M5-brane is a wave which travels at the speed of light on x_2 direction. If we do DDR on this direction, we will obtain the trivial solution on D4- brane in the large C-field background. However, we propose the next possible instanton solution from combining Γ^{02}ϵ = ±ϵ and Γ^{026} = ±ϵ. This solution preserves^1_4 SUSY with D0-brane and F1-string ending on D4-brane interpretation.

4.2 BPS Solution with Two Types of Magnetic Charges

After turning on one scalar X^6, we have a new solution which is related to the solution of the NP M5-brane theory with the “non-linear” way. The BPS condition which we consider is Γ^{016}ϵ=±ϵ. This solution preserves^1_2 SUSY, and the geometric picture is D2 ending on D4. The energy density is bounded by | 1 2 ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇} ( F_{ν̇ρ̇}D_{μ̇}X^6 − gF_{ν̇ρ̇}H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3∂_{μ̇}X^6 ) |, (77)

and it is consistent with the central charges on D4-brane.

This solution up to first g order is^{11},

X^6 = ± [ m_2 a + g m_1m_2 a^4

+ O(g^2) ] , (78)

b^{μ̇} = − m_1 a^3 x^{μ̇} + g ( − m^2_1 a^6 + m^2 a^4 ) x^{μ̇} + O(g^2), (79) F_{ν̇ρ̇} = −ϵ_{ν̇ρ̇μ̇} m_2 a^3 x^{μ̇} + O(g^2), (80)

where the notation a is √ x^2_{˙1} + x^2_{˙2} + x^2_{˙3}.

From this solution, we can know it contains two types of magnetic charges. The one (Q_{M2}=-4πm_2, where m_2=^{k2}_{(2π) 32 T 25} D4 ) is from F^{μ̇ν̇} and another (Q_{M1}=-4πm_1, where

m_1=^{k1}_{(2π) 32 T 35} D4 ) is from H ˙_1 ˙_2 ˙_3. And we see two charges have the interaction from the re-

sults of the first-order expansion. The reason is due to F_{ν̇ρ̇}. This field strength offers interaction between a^{μ̇} and b^{ν̇} from the first-order term. This interaction is due to the strength of Nambu-Poisson bracket so this interaction disappears if g=0. We also find an interesting connection between this solution and solution of Ref. [21], which is called

11Here, B̆_α^{μ̇} = 0.

Furruchi-Takimi (FT) solution in this paper. We find this solution is just a “non-linear superposition” of FT solution, if we integrate FT solution with respect to x_2^{12}, ∫ X^{6(F T )}

(0) dx_2 = ∫ m r^2 dx_2 = mπ a , (81) ∫ H^{(F T )}_{(0) ˙1 ˙2 ˙3}dx_2 = ∫ −2mx_2 r^4 dx_2 = 0, (82)

where X^6_{(0)}^{(F T )} and H^{(F T )}_{(0)} are the zero-order of FT solutions. When m_2=mπ, two solutions are the same. We can interpret our zero-order solutions are just linear superposition of the zero-order of FT solutions. If we examine the first-order solutions, we find two solutions cannot be the same from integration. Due to the strength of Nambu-Poisson bracket breaks the linear superposition effect, we interpret this soliton solution is a “nonlinear superposition” of FT solution.

We also find an ansatz from the perturbative solutions.

b^{μ̇} = f (a) x^{μ̇}, X^6 = h (a) , F^{μ̇ν̇} = ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇} C a^3 x_{ρ̇}, (83)

where C is an arbitrary constant. From the perturbation, we observe F^{μ̇ν̇} should be a function of a. And we have dF = 0 this restriction. The only one possible ansatz should be monopole solution for field strength. It creates a source on the origin. The function of f(a) and h(a) need to satisfy df da = − a^4f(3 + 3gf + g^2f^2)(gf + 1)^2 + gC^2(gf + 1) a (a^4(gf + 1)^4 + C^2g^2)

, (84) dh da = Ca^2 a^4(1 + gf)^4 + C^2g^2

. (85)

If we want f and h are smooth function, we need gf(0)+1=0 this constraint on the origin. We find the only one smooth solution on this boundary condition, but it does not

12We do integration before we perform DDR on x_2 this direction so the range of x_2 is from −∞ to ∞.

have finite energy.

b^{μ̇} = − 1 g x^{μ̇}, X^6 = a^3 3Cg^2 + E Cg^2 , F^{μ̇ν̇} = ϵ^{μ̇ν̇ρ̇} C a^3 x_{ρ̇}, (86)

where E is an arbitrary constant. We think this ansatz is not good enough to probe the non-perturbative soliton solution and this solution should be the tilted D4-brane BPS solution. But it is still an interesting problem to find an exact solution to describe this soliton solution near origin in the future.

5 Conclusion and Discussion

In this paper, we give more details of the low energy effective theory for D4-brane in the large C-field background. When theory couples with matter fields, there are not only U(1) and VPD gauge symmetry but also supersymmetry. We obtain the supersymmetry transformation of all fields in the low energy effective theory. In the previous paper [8], we did not point out how to calculate the supersymmetry transformation law after the duality transformation. After the duality transformation, the interpretation of B_α^{μ̇} field was changed. We should treat the field B_α^{μ̇} to be the new field B̆_α^{μ̇} in the dual action. So the divergence of B̆_α^{μ̇} does not vanish. (∂_{μ̇}B̆_α^{μ̇} ≠ 0.) This property helps us to find the supersymmetry transformation of a_α, which comes from the duality transformation. After obtaining all supersymmetry transformation laws, we also check the Lagrangian being supersymmetrical invariant. Now, the full supersymmetry of this effective action is completely understood in this work.

Moreover, we are also interested in the topological quantities of this theory so we calculated the central charges from supercurrent. These central charges let us know the possible topological solutions. In the last section, we studied BPS solutions of the effective field theory for D4-brane in the large C-field background. The large C-field background turns on new interactions on the D4-brane worldvolume through the Nambu-Poisson structure, and modifies some of the BPS configurations. Most of them correspond to the double dimensional reduction of the BPS solutions in the NP M5-brane theory so we just mention them without details. On the other hand, we also found a new perturbative solution which was not directly related to the self-dual string BPS solution in the NP M5-brane theory [7, 21] after we do DDR. It is related to the self-dual string solution with “non-linear superpositions”. This geometric picture can be easily understood as D2 ending on D4.

We did not find the instanton solutions in this effective theory. Originally, we are interested in the topological quantities because of the well-known U(1) instanton solution of D-brane in the large NS-NS B-field background [12, 22]. We wonder if there is a similar U(1) instanton solution in the large C-field background. However, we cannot find it in^1_2 BPS states. But this solution may survive in^1_4 BPS solutions.

Finally, it is still an open question: how to generalize our work to all Dp-brane in all R-R field backgrounds with matter fields. If the generalization is successful, it is possible to find new BPS states. These work help us to understand more about the geometrical structure of the Nambu-Poisson gauge theory and open the new direction on Dp-brane in the R-R field background.

Acknowledgment

The authors thank Prof. Pei-Ming Ho. This paper can be finished because of his encouragement and many useful suggestions. The authors also thank Wei-Ming Chen, Kazuyuki Furuuchi, Hiroshi Isono, Sheng-Lan Ko and Tomohisa Takimi for useful discussions. Without their discussions, it is possible to lose some interesting ideas. The authors are supported in part by the National Science Council, Taiwan, R.O.C.

References

[1] E. Witten, “String theory dynamics in various dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B 443, 85 (1995) [arXiv:9503124 [hep-th]].

[2] P. K. Townsend, “The eleven-dimensional supermembrane revisited,” Phys. Lett. B 350, 184 (1995) [arXiv:9501068 [hep-th]].

[3] P. M. Ho and Y. Matsuo, “M5 from M2,” JHEP 0806, 105 (2008) [arXiv:0804.3629 [hep-th]].

[4] P. M. Ho, Y. Imamura, Y. Matsuo and S. Shiba, “M5-brane in three-form flux and multiple M2-branes,” JHEP 0808, 014 (2008) [arXiv:0805.2898 [hep-th]].

[5] P. M. Ho, “A Concise Review on M5-brane in Large C-Field Background,” Chin. J.

Phys. 48, 1 (2010) [arXiv:0912.0445 [hep-th]].

[6] E. Bergshoeff, D. S. Berman, J. P. van der Schaar and P. Sundell, “A noncommutative M-theory five-brane,” Nucl. Phys. B 590, 173 (2000) [arXiv:0005026 [hep-th]];

[7] P. -M. Ho, C. -T. Ma and C. -H. Yeh, “BPS States on M5-brane in Large C-field Background,” JHEP 1208, 076 (2012) [arXiv:1206.1467 [hep-th]].

[8] P. M. Ho and C. H. Yeh, “D-brane in R-R Field Background,” JHEP 1103, 143 (2011). [arXiv:1101.4054 [hep-th]].

[9] R. G. Leigh, “Dirac-Born-Infeld Action from Dirichlet Sigma Model,” Mod. Phys.

Lett. A 4, 2767 (1989).

[10] C. S. Chu and P. M. Ho, “Noncommutative open string and D-brane,” Nucl. Phys.

B 550, 151 (1999) [arXiv:9812219 [hep-th]]; C. S. Chu and P. M. Ho, “Constrained quantization of open string in background B field and noncommutative D-brane,” Nucl. Phys. B 568, 447 (2000) [arXiv:9906192 [hep-th]].

[11] V. Schomerus, “D-branes and deformation quantization,” JHEP 9906, 030 (1999) [arXiv:9903205 [hep-th]].

[12] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, “String theory and noncommutative geometry,” JHEP 9909, 032 (1999) [arXiv:9908142 [hep-th]].

[13] Y. Matsuo and Y. Shibusa, “Volume preserving diffeomorphism and noncommutative branes,” JHEP 0102, 006 (2001) [arXiv:0010040 [hep-th]]; M. Sakakibara,

“Remarks on a deformation quantization of the canonical Nambu bracket,” Prog. Theor. Phys. 104, 1067 (2000).

[14] C. -S. Chu and D. J. Smith, “Towards the Quantum Geometry of the M5- brane in a Constant C-Field from Multiple Membranes,” JHEP 0904, 097 (2009) [arXiv:0901.1847 [hep-th]].

[15] J. Huddleston, “Relations between M-brane and D-brane quantum geometries,” [arXiv:1006.5375 [hep-th]].

[16] P. Pasti, I. Samsonov, D. Sorokin and M. Tonin, “BLG-motivated Lagrangian formulation for the chiral two-form gauge field in D=6 and M5-branes,” Phys. Rev. D 80, 086008 (2009) [arXiv:0907.4596 [hep-th]].

[17] K. Furuuchi, “Non-Linearly Extended Self-Dual Relations From The Nambu-Bracket Description Of M5-Brane In A Constant C-Field Background,” JHEP 1003, 127 (2010) [arXiv:1001.2300 [hep-th]].

[18] Neil Lambert, Constantinos Papageorgakis and Maximilian Schmidt-Sommerfeld, “M5-Branes, D4-Branes and Quantum 5D super-Yang-Mills,” JHEP 1101, 083 (2011) [arXiv:1012.2882 [hep-th]].

[19] A. M. Low, “Worldvolume Superalgebra Of BLG Theory With Nambu-Poisson Structure,” [arXiv:0909.1941 [hep-th]].

[20] A. M. Low, “Aspects of Supersymmetry in Multiple Membrane Theories,” [arXiv:1012.2707 [hep-th]].

[21] Furuuchi Kazuyuki and Takimi Tomohisab, “String solitons in the M5-brane worldvolume with a Nambu-Poisson structure and Seiberg-Witten map,” JHEP 0908, 050 (2009) [arXiv:0906.3172 [hep-th]].

[22] N. Nekrasov and A. Schwarz, “Instantons on noncommutative R^4, and (2,0) superconformal six dimensional theory,” Commun. Math. Phys 198, 689 (1998) [arXiv:9802068 [hep-th]].