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Abstract

Motivated by the spin from isospin mechanism of Jackiw-Rebbi-Hasenfratz-’t Hooft, we study two
SU(2) gauged supergravity solutions of the formMd×S2 containing non-Abelian hedgehog monopole
on the 2-sphere. Due to the presence of the monopole, the SO(3) isometry group of the 2-sphere is
not a symmetry of the configuration. Instead, a diagonal combination of the SU(2) gauge and the
SO(3) isometry of the 2-sphere is the true symmetry of the configuration. Uplifting the solutions to
Type II, the gauge-isometry diagonal symmetry becomes a diagonal combination between the SO(3)
symmetry of the 2-sphere and a SU(2) symmetry of a 3-sphere used to uplift the configuration. One
of the uplifts is supersymmetric and corresponds to the I-brane theory on a 2-sphere. The second
background is a deformation of AdS5×S5 and is not supersymmetric. We study dilaton fluctuations
on the later geometry. Due to the diagonal symmetry, the fluctuations show angular momentum
mixing between the SU(2) and SO(3) spins, mimicking the spin from isospin mechanism.
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1 Introduction

String theory and the Gauge/Gravity duality [1–5] have been fruitful for both sides of the duality.
On one hand, the construction of Type II background have provided different insights on the field
theory side. Some remarkable examples include the study of non-lagrangian field theories, such as
the 6D N = (2, 0) theory (see for example [6–8]), and the study of confinement [references] and
phase transitions [9]. On the other hand, field theory ideas have also contributed to the develop-
ment of gravitational solutions or methods to compute quantities holographically. For example,
the Gaiotto-Maldacena backgrounds [10] where constructed to holographically describe 4D N = 2
quiver field theories, while the Ryu–Takayanagi formula for entanglement entropy [11] and holo-
graphic c-theorems [12, 13] are different tools whose construction was motivated by field theory. In
this paper we follow the later approach, focusing on a field theory result and use that as inspiration
to look for supergravity solutions realising a similar phenomena.

Specifically, we focus on 4D SU(2) gauge theories in flat spacetime that allow for hedgehog mag-
netic monopoles. There is an interesting phenomena mixing global and gauge symmetries [14, 15]:
the non-Abelian field strength is not invariant under the SO(3) Lorentz symmetry, but this rather
SO(3) invariant up to an SU(2) gauge transformation. This makes it so that the true symmetry
of the configuration is a diagonal combination of the spacetime and gauge symmetry, and hence
quantum fluctuations of fields around this configuration are to be classified in representations of
this diagonal symmetry.

Consider for example a scalar in a given representation of the gauge group. Fluctuations of
this field appears as spin-0 with respect to the SO(3) symmetry, could actually have non-zero spin
depending on its representation of the SU(2) gauge group, since the conserved charge that classifies
the representation is the sum of the orbital SO(3) and internal SU(2) spin. Due to this feature,
this mechanism is known as “spin from isospin”. It was then suggested in [16] that this mechanism
could be used in the context of holography to obtain observables with fermionic quantum numbers,
using only the naive bosonic fields.

To this aim, we consider two gauged supergravities that contain at least an SU(2) factor as their
gauge group. For the gauge field, we use the same configuration as in [16], which are called Merons:
these are a simple non-Abelian configuration of the form A = λÂ, with Â pure gauge and λ ̸= 1.
These configurations are then uplifted to 10-dimensions using internal manifolds than contain a
3-sphere. At this level, the gauge-isometry mixing becomes a diagonal combination of isometries of
the external and internal manifolds, which is the closest one can get to the results of [14, 15] from
holography1. A different approach to this problem can be found in [17].

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we review generic aspects of the geometries we
consider and the Meron gauge field and its uplifts using 3-spheres. Section 3 studied the first of two
configurations containing Meron gauge fields. In this case, the theory under consideration is the
I-brane theory [18] on S2 with a SU(2) background Meron gauge field for the R-symmetry, which
was found at the level of 4D gauged supergravity in [19]. We show that the solutions preserves four
supercharges for a choice of parameters, and that the R-symmetry of the configuration is in fact the
diagonal symmetry. The second background configuration consists of a deformation of AdS5×S5 and

1This is due to the fact that in a holographic set-up, one does not have access to the gauge symmetry of the dual
theory, only to the global symmetries.
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is studied in Section 4. This solution is new, and is constructed at the level of the 5D SU(2)×U(1)
gauged supergravity. In Section 5 we study dilaton fluctations on the later background. We find a
spectrum which shows angular momentum coupling between the symmetries of the configuration,
mimicking the mechanism of [14, 15]. Section 6 contains a summary of our results, conclusions and
ideas for future research.

2 On the Meron Gauge Field and its Uplifts on S3

2.1 SU(2) Meron Field

In Yang-Mills theory, a Meron gauge field [20, 21] is defined as

A = λU−1dU. (2.1)

Although this configuration is proportional to a pure gauge one, it is in fact the simplest intrinsically
non-Abelian configuration. In fact, its field strength, F = dA+ gA ∧ A with g the gauge coupling,
is non-zero2

F = λ (1− gλ ) dU−1 ∧ dU, (2.2)

so that this configuration is only pure gauge if λ = g−1, as expected. In what follows we focus on
SU(2) gauge theories, so that U ∈ SU(2), and on spacetimes solutions of SU(2) gauged supergravities
containing a 2-sphere, that is

ds2 = gabdx
adxb + f(x)ds2(S2) . (2.3)

To parametrize the 2-sphere, it is convenient to use the embedding coordinates µi, with i = 1, 2, 3,
satisfying µiµi = 1, so that ds2(S2) = dµidµi. This allows us to choose the following hedgehog
configuration for the SU(2) Meron3

U = 2µiT i, (2.4)

where the SU(2) generators are T i = − i
2
σi, with σi the Pauli matrices, which sets the structure

constants to fijk = ϵijk. With this ansatz, the gauge field and the field strength take the form

Ai = −2λϵijkµ
jdµk, F i = −4λ(1− gλ)µivol(S2). (2.5)

At this stage, it is already possible to see the mixing of the spacetime SO(3) with the gauge
SU(2) symmetries. It is clear from (2.3) that the spacetime under consideration is invariant under
the SO(3) isometry group of the 2-sphere. However, the field strength (2.5) is not SO(3) invariant
due to factor of µi. Interestingly, under a simultaneous SO(3) and SU(2) action, the field strength is
indeed invariant, revealing the true symmetry of the system. This SO(3) invariance up to a SU(2)
transformation was discussed in [14, 15] for a different type of hedgehog configuration. There it was

argued that since the conserved charge is the sum of spin J⃗ and isospin T⃗

L⃗total = J⃗ + T⃗ , (2.6)

2We are in conventions where the coupling constant appears in the definition of the field strength instead of as a
coefficient on the kinetic term. A similar, and more detailed, discussion in the other convention can be found in [16].

3A more general ansatz can be chosen, but this is enough for our discussion.
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one should classify quantum fluctuations with respect to the quantum numbers of this symmetry.
Hence, a naive SO(3) boson could actually have fermionic quantum numbers depending on its SU(2)
representation. The proportionality factor depends on the specific theory under consideration. It is
important to also remark that the components of the Meron gauge field (2.5) are 1-forms dual to
the S2 Killing vectors.

In the following sections, we will work on gauged supergravities where the equation of motion of
the non-Abelian gauge field reduces to

d ⋆ F + g [A, ⋆F ] = 0 ⇒ λ =
1

2g
(2.7)

Below, we focus on lifts to 10D of SU(2) gauged supergravities on geometries that contain a
3-sphere. We show below that in this lifts the same isometry mixing occurs (2.6), with the gauge
symmetry replaced by the isometries of the internal manifold used to lift the configuration. Before
discussing two solutions explicitly, we discuss some general aspects of the 10D geometries resulting
from these lifts.

2.2 Uplifts using 3-spheres

Let us consider a pseudo-Rimemannian manifold (M̂, g), which is of the form

M̂ =M ⋉ [S2 ⋉ (S3 × · · · × S3)]

The manifold M is Lorentzian and the internal manifold is defined as the semi-direct product (the
metric is not block diagonal) between a 2-sphere and a set of n 3-spheres. It is convenient to use
the fact that S3 ∼= SU(2) to write the 3-spheres using the left-invariant Maurer-Cartan 1-forms
ωα = g−1

α dgα with α = 1, . . . , n. These satisfy

dωi = −1

2
ϵijkω

j ∧ ωk, (2.8)

for any α. The spacetimes that we consider are of the form4

ds2 = ds2(M) +H0 ds
2(S2) +

1

4

n∑
α=1

Hα

3∑
i=1

(ωiα + Ai)2 (2.9)

where H0, Hα are scalar fields on M . We now show how the diagonal symmetry between SO(3)
spacetime and SU(2) gauge in the lower dimensional configurations (2.6) is realised when uplifting
using 3-spheres.

4Generically, the uplifted SU(2) gauge fields appear as a fiber over the 3-sphere by means of the Maurer-Cartan
forms as ωi−gAi. Since the gauge field (2.5), together with λ = 1/2g, what enters the 10D metric is the combination
ωi + ϵijlµ

jdµk. By abuse of notation from here and below we write Ai = ϵijlµ
jdµk.
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2.2.1 Uplifted Diagonal Isometry

As stated before, the one forms Ai = ϵijkµ
jdµk are dual to the Killing vectors (J i) on the 2-sphere

(J i)b = ϵijkµ
j∂aµ

kγ̄ab, (2.10)

where a = 1, 2 are coordinates along the 2-sphere and γ̄ab is inverse metric of the unit-radius 2-sphere.
Then, the one forms Ai satisfy

LJiAj = −ϵijkAk. (2.11)

On the other hand, on each 3-sphere (without the fibration) there is a SU(2)L×SU(2)R isometry,
generated by the left (Li) and right (Ri) Killing vectors, which satisfy5[

Li, Lj
]
= −ϵijkLk,

[
Ri, Rj

]
= ϵijkR

k. (2.12)

While the R/L are invariant under the R/L action, they are charged under the opposite one. For
our purposes, we only require

LRiωj = ϵijk ω
k. (2.13)

At this point we note that this action is of the same form as (2.11), which is the key element for the
existence of the diagonal symmetry. Consider the vector

Ki = −J i +
∑
α

Ri
α, (2.14)

where we have restored the index α labelling the different 3-spheres. We now compute the Lie
derivative of the metric (2.9) along Ki

LKids2 = LKids2(M) + LKiH0 ds
2(S2) +H0LKids2(S2) +

1

4

∑
α

LKiHα

∑
i

(ωiα + Ai)2+

+
1

2

∑
α

Hα

∑
i

(ωiα + Ai)⊗ LKi(ωiα + Ai) .
(2.15)

Since the Lie derivative only has support on the 2-sphere and on the 3-spheres

LKids2(M) = LKiH0 = LKiHα = 0 . (2.16)

On the other hand, the action of the Lie derivative is linear in the vector fields LX+YZ = LXZ +
LYZ, we have that on the metric on the 2-sphere

LKids2(S2) = L−Ji+
∑

αR
i
α
ds2(S2) = L−Jids2(S2) = 0 . (2.17)

Finally, the action on the fibered 3-spheres is

LKj(ωiα + Ai) =
∑
β

LRj
(β)
ωiα + L−JjAi = ϵjil(ω

l
α + Al), (2.18)

5The L/R vectors are dual to the R/L invariant forms.
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from where the Lie derivative of the metric (2.15)

LKjds2 =
1

2

∑
α

Hα

∑
i

(ωiα + Ai)⊗ ϵjil(ω
l
α + Al) = 0 , (2.19)

Hence, Ki is a Killing vector of the fibered metric (2.9). Let us remark that the key element for this
result is that the actions of J i and Ri on their dual forms is the same, (2.11) and (2.13) respectively,
which allows one to obtain (2.18). Also, it is direct to check that[

Ki, Kj
]
= ϵijkK

k (2.20)

so that it closes as an SU(2) algebra.

With this, the complete set of isometries of the spacetime (2.9) is

Isom(M)× SU(2)× · · · × SU(2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−times

×SU(2)D (2.21)

where, the n copies of SU(2) factors correspond to the SU(2)L of each 3-sphere which is not broken
by the fibrations (as ωi invariant under Li). It is also possible to show that this is the case by
following Appendix C of [22].

When lifting to Type II, we need to ensure that the dilaton and the NS-NS and RR fluxes are
also invariant under the (2.21) for it to be a symmetry of the full configuration. For the dilaton we
just require that it does not depend on the 2- and 3-spheres. In order to construct p-forms which
are invariant under SU(2) × ... × SU(2) × SO(3)D we can use the invariant tensors δij and ϵijk to
construct SU(2) × ... × SU(2) × SO(3)D scalars using (µi, dµj, ωk). Such p-forms must be the only
ones appearing in the 10D fluxes.

2.2.2 A Possible Generalization

We can also consider a Riemaniann manifold B such that it admits a projection map π : B → S2

and there is a set of Killing vectors Ĵ i realizing the SO(3) ⊂ Isom(B). More precisely, Ĵ i is the lift
of the 2-sphere Killing vectors to B (it can possibly contain terms along directions of B which are
not of the 2-sphere). Importantly, since Ai is only takes values on the 2-sphere co-tangent space

LĴiA
j = ϵijkA

k, (2.22)

as before. When this happens, the proof on the invariance of the metric under the diagonal symmetry
is a straightforward generalization of the previous one. The metric under consideration now takes
the form

ds2(M̂) = ds2(M) +H0 ds
2(B) +

∑
α

Hα

∑
i

(ωiα + Ai)2 , (2.23)

and its invariance under Ki =
∑

αR
i
α − Ĵ i is direct.

We now focus on solutions of the form described in this section, showing one example for each
of the two constructions discussed above.
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3 I-branes on S2 with a Meron

The first family of configuration, that belongs to class of backgrounds discuss in Section 2.2.1, is
obtained by lifting the double-Meron solution of the 4D SU(2)×SU(2) gauged supergravity [19] to
Type IIB. It corresponds to a holographic dual of the I-brane theory [18] on S2 with a magnetic
monopole on the 2-sphere. In string frame, the metric is the direct product between a 2-dimensional
manifold with coordinates (t, ρ), and an internal 8-dimensional manifold

ds2 = −(1−me2Φ)dt2 +
dρ2

1−me2Φ
+ ds2(M8) , (3.1)

where the 8-dimensional manifold is of the form S2 ⋉ (S3 × S3) given by

ds2(M8) = ℓ2S2 dµ
idµi +

NB

4
hiAh

i
A +

NA

4
hiBh

i
B , (3.2)

hiα = ωiα + ϵijkµ
jdµk , α = A,B . (3.3)

and the matter fields supporting the configuration are

H3 =
NB

4
[µihiA ∧ vol(S2) +

1

3!
ϵijkh

ijk
A ] +

NA

4
[µihiB ∧ vol(S2) +

1

3!
ϵijkh

ijk
B ] , (3.4)

Φ = −C ρ . (3.5)

The dilaton slope and the S2 radius are

C2 =
1

NA

+
1

NB

+
1

NA +NB

, ℓ2S2 =
NA

4
+
NB

4
. (3.6)

The configuration is characterized by the integration constantsm,NA, NB. The constantsNA, NB

are flux of the 3-form on each 3-sphere.

1

(2π)2

∫
S3A

H3 = NB ,
1

(2π)2

∫
S3B

H3 = NA (3.7)

Notice that the configuration is symmetric under A ↔ B. The 2-dimensional manifold with co-
ordinates (t, ρ) is asymptotically flat, as ρ → +∞. For m > 0 it corresponds to a black hole
with the horizon located at ρH = log(m)/2C. Upon compactification, the 2-dimensional manifold
corresponds to a 2-dimensional black hole (similar configuration were studied in [23, 24]), and cor-
responds to the coset SL(2,R)k/U(1), with level k = C−2 [25]. The black hole temperature and the
Bekenstein-Hawking entropy are6

T =
C

2π
, S = 4π3mN

3/2
A N

3/2
B ℓ2S2 . (3.8)

From these quantities, one can show that the following relation between variation of the parameters
holds

δM = TδS + ΩAδNA + ΩBδNB , (3.9)

6These quantities are to be computed in Einstein frame
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with

M = 2π2mN
3/2
A N

3/2
B ℓ2S2C , ΩA =

S

2π

∂C

∂NA

, ΩB =
S

2π

∂C

∂NB

. (3.10)

The finite thermodynamic quantities that we have derived satisfy a Smarr formula M = TS, which
implies that the free energy vanishes identically. This is a consequence of the fact that the black
hole temperature is independent on the mass parameter m.

The symmetry of the configuration, that in general is a subgroup of the isometry group, is given
by

R× SU(2)L × SU(2)L × SO(3)D (3.11)

where R is associated to time translations, and SO(3)D is generated by a combination of SU(2)R
Killing vectors of the 3-spheres (Ri

α) and the SO(3) ones of the S2 (J i), as was explained in Section
2.2.1.

The Ricci tensor of the 8-dimensional internal manifold (3.2) can be written as

R(M8)µνdx
µ ⊗ dxν =

1

2
(dµidµi + hiAh

i
A + hiBh

i
B) +

2

NA +NB

A⊗ A

where µ labels coordinates of the 8D manifold. The vector A, given by

A =
1√

NA +NB

(NBµ
iωiA +NAµ

iωiB) , (3.12)

is a unit norm 1-form. Evidently, the space is not Einstein and the trace of the Ricci tensor is 6C2.

3.1 Supersymmetric Solution

The configuration is supersymmetric for m = 0. In this case, it might seem that the isometry group
of the 2-dimensional manifold get enhanced to Poincare, but the explicit dependence of the dilaton
in one of the coordinates breaks it, leading to the symmetry group given in (3.11).

To integrate the Killing spinors, we start with the natural set of vielbeins

e0 = dt , e1 = dρ , e2 = ℓS2dθ , e3 = ℓS2 sin θdφ , (3.13)

ei+3 = V i
A ≡

√
NB

2
hiA , ei+6 = V i

B ≡
√
NA

2
hiB , i = 1, 2, 3.

It is convenient to perform a local rotation R ∈ SO(6) ⊂ O(1, 9) on the vielbeins (3.13) as follows

ẽa = Ra
be
b , (Ra

b) =


14

12

SA −SB
12

SB SA


 14

R
R

 , (3.14)

where R ∈ SO(3) is defined in term of µi and its derivatives, SA, SB are constants. They are given
by

R =

 ∂θµ
i

1
sin θ

∂φµ
i

µi

 , SA =

√
NA

NA +NB

, SB =

√
NB

NA +NB

. (3.15)
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We consider the basis ẽa, and therefore, define the Clifford map as ẽa 7→ Γa. In Type II in the pure
NS sector, the supersymmetry conditions reduce to two independent system of equations for two
decoupled Majorana-Weyl spinors (ϵ1, ϵ2) of opposite (IIA) or same (IIB) chiralities. We take ϵ1 to
be of positive chirality, while ϵ2 is of negative/positive chirality in Type II A/B. The supersymmetry
variations are given by

δλ1 =

(
dΦ− 1

2
H3

)
/

ϵ1, δΨ1
µ =

(
Dµ −

1

4
Hµ

)
/

ϵ1,

δλ2 =

(
dΦ +

1

2
H3

)
/

ϵ2, δΨ2
µ =

(
Dµ +

1

4
Hµ

)
/

ϵ2
(3.16)

where Dµ = ∂µ+
1
4
ωabµ Γab is the spinorial covariant derivative. It is possible to obtain algebraic inte-

grability conditions from the gravitino variation. First, we start by defining the 1-form connections

W 1 =
1

4
(ωµ −Hµ)/ dx

µ, W 2 =
1

4
(ωµ +Hµ)/ dx

µ , (3.17)

which have
ΞI = dW I +W I ∧W I , I = 1, 2, (3.18)

as field strengths. With this, the gravitino variations can be written as

D(1)
µ ϵ1 = 0, D(2)

µ ϵ2 = 0, with D(I)
µ = ∂µ +W I

µ . (3.19)

We now consider the commutator of two covariant derivatives[
D1
µ,D1

ν

]
ϵ1 ≡ Ξ1

µνϵ
1,

[
D2
µ,D2

ν

]
ϵ2 ≡ Ξ2

µνϵ
2 (3.20)

since the left hand side of each of these equations is zero, then each of the components of ΞI (recall
that they are matrices due to the Clifford map) acting on the spinor defines an algebraic condition
on the spinor

Ξ1
µνϵ

1 = 0, Ξ2
µνϵ

2 = 0. (3.21)

In order to find non-trivial solutions, each of these components must have zero determinant. We
find that det(Ξ2

34) ̸= 0, which sets ϵ2 = 0. On the other hand, all the components of Ξ1 have zero
determinant. In fact, all but one of its components are zero. That component leads to the following
condition on ϵ1

(1− Γ4578)ϵ1 = 0 .

The solution is

ϵ1 = P1η , P1 ≡
1

2
(1 + Γ4578) . (3.22)

We now turn to the dilatino variation, upon using the solution (3.22), it can be recasted as

− 1

C
Γ1δλ1 =

(
1− 1√

NA +NBC
Γ1239 − 1

C

√
1

NA

+
1

NB

Γ1456

)
ϵ1 = 0 (3.23)
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This is again a projector acting on the spinor ϵ1 whose solution is

ϵ1 = P1P2η , (3.24)

P2 ≡
1

2

(
1 +

1√
NA +NBC

Γ1239 +
1

C

√
1

NA

+
1

NB

Γ1456

)
(3.25)

The two projectors commute [P1, P2] = 0, and they do not depend on coordinates which simplifies
the integration of the differential equations. We now proceed to the Killing spinor equation for ϵ1

(3.16), which comes from the gravitino variation. Upon using the projectors, it takes the form{
d +

1√
NA +NB

[
Γ39ẽ2 − (Γ29 + Γ23 cot θ1)ẽ

3
]}

ϵ1 = 0 . (3.26)

The only non-trivial equations are

∂θϵ
1 +

1

2
Γ39ϵ1 = 0 , (3.27)

∂ϕϵ
1 − 1

2
Γ23(cos θ + Γ39 sin θ)ϵ1 = 0 . (3.28)

Which can be directly integrated to find Killings spinor to be

ϵ1 = e−
θ
2
Γ39

e
ϕ
2
Γ23

P1P2η0 , (3.29)

where η0 is a constant spinor Majorana-Weyl with 16 real components. Since each projector halves
the number of independent components the background preserves 4 supercharges.

This spinor is uncharged under the SU(2)LA
× SU(2)LB

symmetry

LLi
A,B
ϵ1 = 0. (3.30)

On the other hand, writing the four independent components of the spinors as

ϵ1 =
4∑
a

χa, (3.31)

it is possible to check that the spinor is charged under the diagonal SU(2)D symmetry

LKiχa = − (Σi)
a
b χ

b, (3.32)

where the matrices Σi are

Σ1 =


0 0 0 1

2

0 0 1
2

0
0 −1

2
0 0

−1
2

0 0 0

 , Σ2 =


0 0 1

2
0

0 0 0 −1
2

−1
2

0 0 0
0 1

2
0 0

Σ3 =


0 1

2
0 0

−1
2

0 0 0
0 0 0 1

2

0 0 −1
2

0

 . (3.33)

These closed the su(2) algebra
[Σi,Σj] = ϵijkΣk . (3.34)

From here, there is a similarity transformation that maps these matrices to the ones in [26], which
explicitly shows that the Killing spinors χa transform in the 2 + 2̄ of SU(2)D.
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4 AdS3 × S2 with a Meron

In this section we derive a new solution of a 5D N = 4 SU(2)×U(1) gauged supergravity [27], which
contains a Meron configuration for the SU(2) gauge field. We then proceed to lift this solution to
Type IIB using [28]. This lift fits in the class of embeddings discusses in Section 2.2.2, and we show
explicitly the construction of the diagonal symmetry generators.

4.1 5D SU(2)×U(1) Gauged Supergravity

The bosonic sector of the theory consists of (we follow the notation of [28]): the metric tensor, two
2-forms Aαµν , a SU(2) gauge field Aaµ with gauge coupling g2, a U(1) gauge field Bµ with gauge
coupling g1, and a scalar ϕ. By setting the 2-forms Aα to zero, and focusing on the g1 = g and
g2 =

√
2g sector, the bosonic action is

L = R ⋆ 1− 3X−2dX ∧ ⋆dX − 1

2
X4G(2) ∧ ⋆G(2) −

1

2
X−2F i

(2) ∧ ⋆F i
(2)

− 1

2
F i
(2) ∧ F i

(2) ∧B(1) + 4g(gX2 + gX−1) ⋆ 1 ,
(4.1)

where X = e
− ϕ√

6 , G(2) = dB(1) and the non-Abelian field strength is given by

F i
(2) = dAi +

√
2

2
gεijkA

j ∧ Ak. (4.2)

The convention for the SU(2) generators is the same as in Section 2, T i = − i
2
σi, with structure

constants to fijk = ϵijk.

We now propose an ansatz for the spacetime. In order to have the Meron configuration, it has to
contain a 2-sphere. The three remaining directions must span a space of negative curvature. With
these requirements, the simplest possible ansatz for the background fields is

ds2 =ℓ2AdS3
ds2(AdS3) + ℓ2S2(dθ

2 + sin2 θdφ2) , (4.3a)

A(1) =λU
−1dU, (4.3b)

B(1) =qm cos θdφ , (4.3c)

ϕ =0 , (4.3d)

where λ and qm are constant and the ds2(AdS3) is of unit radius. Besides the SU(2) Meron gauge
field, we have turned on the 1-form B(1) as a monopole on the 2-sphere. This is useful since it is
what allows one to set the scalar ϕ to the minimum of the potential. More precisely, recall from
Section 2 that F i

(2) = − 1√
2g
µiVol(S2) (with g2 =

√
2g). It is direct to show that7

F i
(2) ∧ ⋆F i

(2) ∼
1

2
G(2) ∧ ⋆G(2), (4.4)

7At this point one may wonder if the Meron configuration can be gauge transformed to an Abelian monopole
configuration A1 = A2 = 0, A3 ∼ cos(θ)dφ. This gauge transformation is singular and therefore changes the
properties of the system.
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where the proportionality constant depends on λ and qm. We now turn to the scalar equation of
motion

d(X−1 ⋆ dX)− 1

3
X4G(2) ∧ ⋆G(2) +

1

6
X−2(F i

(2) ∧ ⋆F i
(2) +Aα

(2) ∧ ⋆Aα
(2)) +

4

3
g2(X2 −X−1) ⋆ 1 = 0 (4.5)

we see that exact combination of (4.4) appears, allowing one to set the scalar to the minimum,
provided the constants λ and qm are related. The equations of motion fix the constants as

qm =
1

2g
, λ =

1

2
√
2 g

, ℓ2AdS3
=

1

g2
2

7 +
√
5
, ℓ2S2 =

1

g2
1

2(1 +
√
5)
, (4.6)

leaving no free parameters.

4.2 Type IIB Uplift

In order to embed this solution in 10D, we follow [28]. The 5D solution is lifted on a 5-sphere
parametrisation that makes the SU(2)×U(1) symmetry manifest. The 10D background contains
only the metric and 5-form and reads,

ds210D = ds25D +
1

g2

[
dξ2 +

1

4
sin2 ξ (dτ + cos(θ)dφ)2 +

1

4
cos2 ξ

3∑
i=1

(
ωi −

√
2gAi

)2
]
,

F5 = (1 + ⋆10)G5,

(4.7)

where

G5 = 4gVol(M5D) +
cos2(ξ)

8
√
2g2

⋆5 F
i ∧ hj ∧ hkϵijk −

sin(ξ) cos(ξ)

2
√
2g2

⋆5 F
i ∧ hi ∧ dξ (4.8)

− sin ξ cos ξ

g2
⋆5 dB ∧ dξ ∧ (dτ − gB) .

for hi = ωi −
√
2gAi. The internal manifold with coordinates (τ, ξ, ψ, θ2, ϕ2) corresponds to a 5-

sphere which is written as the product [0, π/2] ⋉ (S1 × S3), where the interval is parameterized by
ξ and the S1 by τ , with τ ∼ τ + 4π. The S3 is written in the Hopf fibration form in terms of the
SU(2) left-invariant Maurer-Cartan forms

ω1 = cosψdθ2 + sin θ2 sinψdϕ2,

ω2 = − sinψdθ2 + sin θ2 cosψdϕ2,

ω3 = dψ + cos θ2dϕ2,

(4.9)

There is a flux of the 5-form along the 5-sphere (we work in units such that α′ = gs = 1)

N =
1

(2π)4

∫
S5
F5 =

1

4πg4
. (4.10)
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Explicitly, one can find the 4-form potential for the background

C4 = g−1Vol(AdS3) ∧
[

2

1 +
√
5
cos θdφ+ (1 +

√
5)
cos2 ξ

4
(dτ + cos θdφ+ µiωi)

]
− (4.11)

− cos3 ξ

16g4
[4 sin ξ dξ ∧ (dτ + cos θdφ) + cos ξVol(S2)] ∧ (ϵijkµ

idµj ∧ ωk − cos θ2dφ2 ∧ dψ)−

− cos2 ξ sin2 ξ

8g4
µiωi ∧ Vol(S2) ∧ dτ

Interestingly, the direct product structure of the 5-dimensional manifold of Section 4.1 allows one
to write the 10-dimensional metric as a direct product between AdS3 and a compact 7-dimensional
manifold M7

ds210D = ℓ2AdS3
ds2(AdS3) +

1

g2
ds2(M7), (4.12)

where

ds2(M7) = dξ2 + Λ2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2) +
1

4
sin2 ξ (dτ + cos(θ)dφ)2

+
1

4
cos2 ξ

3∑
i=1

(
ωi + ϵijkµ

jdµk
)2
,

(4.13)

with Λ2 = 1
2(1+

√
5)
. The range of the coordinates are ξ ∈ [0, π/2], θ ∈ [0, π], φ ∼ φ+ 2π, τ ∼ τ + 4π

and for the 3-sphere are θ2 ∈ [0, π], φ2 ∼ φ2 + 2π , ψ ∼ ψ + 4π.

The 3-dimensional submanifold obtained by fixing (ξ, θ1, φ2, ψ) to constants is a squashed 3-
sphere written in the Hopf fibration coordinates (θ, ϕ, τ), where the base manifold is the 2-sphere
and the fiber is the S1. This space corresponds to B in the notation of Section 2.2.2. The Killing
vectors on the 2-sphere J i are lifted to Killing vectors on the squashed 3-sphere as

Ĵ i = (J i)a∂a − 2gBbγ̄
ba∂τ . (4.14)

with Ba the components of B(1) along the 2-sphere. On the other hand, on the 3-sphere (θ2, φ2, ψ)
without fibrations, there are two sets of Killing vectors Li and Ri of the SU(2)R× SU(2)L symmetry.
As explained in Section 2, the fibration by ϵijkµ

jdµk mixes the SU(2)R with the isometries of the
2-sphere, while preserving the SU(2)L. The Killing vector of the diagonal symmetry is not obtained
by using (4.14), but rather

L̃i = Ĵ i − µi∂τ . (4.15)

In terms of these, the diagonal symmetry SU(2)D is generated by

Ki = Ri + L̃i,
[
Ki, Kj

]
= ϵijkK

k. (4.16)

The vectors L̃i are actually related to the generators of the SU(2)L symmetry on the squashed 3-
sphere (θ, φ, τ). This can be understand as follows: the 3D metric on this sphere be can obtained by
considering the group element g = eφT3eθT1eτT3 ∈ SU(2) and their left-invariant 1-forms, ω̂ = g−1dg.
Then, the squashed metric is obtained by

ds23D = γijω̂
iω̂j, γij = diag

(
Λ2,Λ2,

1

4
sin2(ξ)

)
. (4.17)
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Since we are using left-invariant forms to construct the metric, the SU(2)L symmetry, generated by
L̂i is preserved. On the other hand, since γij is not invariant under SU(2)R, this symmetry is broken

to U(1), generated by ∂τ . The relation between L̃i and L̂i is as follows

L̃i = SijL̂
j S =

 0 1 0
−1 0 0
0 0 −1

 ∈ O(3). (4.18)

We also find that W = µiKi is a Killing vector that generates a U(1) symmetry. With these
considerations, the isometries of M7 is

SU(2)L × SU(2)D × U(1)× U(1). (4.19)

We note that F5 is also invariant under these transformations, so they are a true symmetry of the
entire background.

Finally, we note that M7 is not Einstein. Indeed, considering the following orthonormal basis

η1 = dξ , η2 = Λdθ , η3 = Λsin θdφ , η4 =
sin ξ

2
(dτ + cos θdφ)

ηi =
1

2
cos ξ(ωi + ϵijkµ

jdµk) , i = 5, 6, 7 , (4.20)

the Ricci tensor of M7 can be written as

R(M7)IJη
I ⊗ ηJ = 4ηI ⊗ ηI + (3 +

√
5)A⊗ A+ (5−

√
5)(η2 ⊗ η2 + η3 ⊗ η3)

where I, J = 1, . . . , 7. The last factor is showing that the curvature of the S2 is different from the
S5 by a numerical factor. The 1-form A of constant norm is given by

A =
1

2
sin2 ξ(2dτ + cos θdφ)− 1

2
cos2 ξµiωi . (4.21)

Since the solution corresponds to an AdS3 vacuum, we can use the supersymmetry conditions
defined in appendix D. of [29]. It is straightforward to check from the algebraic conditions given in
that reference that the solution presented here is not supersymmetric.

5 Holographic (Iso)spin from Isospin

In this section we consider a fluctuation of the 10D dilaton, and show how the quantum numbers
of the 2-sphere are mixed with the ones of the 3-sphere used to lift the lower dimensional gauged
supergravity to 10D, mimicking the spin from isospin mechanism described in [14, 15].

5.1 Scalar Fluctuation

Since we are working in a pure 5-form sector of type II supergravity, in Einstein frame it is consistent
to consider only dilaton fluctuations. The equation of motion for this fluctuation is just the 10D
Laplacian

∇2Φ =
1

ℓ2AdS3

∇2
AdS3

Φ + g2∇2
M7

Φ = 0, (5.1)

13



where ∇2
AdS3

is the Laplacian on AdS3 of unit radius. We use a separation of variables ansatz

Φ = ΦAdS3 ΦM7 , (5.2)

where ΦAdS3/ΦM7 has only support along AdS3/M7. Then, the 10D Laplacian amounts to solving
two eigenvalue problems8

∇2
AdS3

ΦAdS3 =
2

7 +
√
5
M2ΦAdS3 , ∇2

M7
ΦM7 = −M2ΦM7 . (5.3)

The eigenvalues of the Laplacian of the internal manifold plays the role of a mass in the AdS3 equa-
tion m2 = 2

7+
√
5
M2. Then, in order for the solution to be stable, it should satisfy the Breitenlohner-

Freedman (BF) bound, which for a scalar in AdSd+1 reads m2 ≥ −d2/4. In this case, M2 must
satisfy

M2 ≥ −7 +
√
5

2
. (5.4)

5.2 Scalar Eigenfunctions of the M7 Laplacian

The Laplacian on the 7D internal manifold can be written in terms of the Casimir elements of the
isometry (4.19) as

∇2
M7

Φ = Λ−2(KiKiΦ−W 2Φ) +
4

sin2(ξ)
∂2τΦ +

4

cos2(ξ)
LiLiΦ,

+
1

cos3(ξ) sin(ξ)
∂ξ

(
cos3(ξ) sin(ξ)∂ξΦ

)
.

(5.5)

At this level, solving the eigenvalues of the Laplacian is equivalent to the quantum mechanics
problem of finding eigenstates of the Hamiltonian given by the Laplacian above. Such eigenstates
are irreducible representations of the global symmetries of the Hamiltonian, which in this case are
given by (4.19).

It is however important to recall that these SU(2) symmetries come from 3-spheres. For a round
3-sphere, with SO(4)≃SU(2)L×SU(2)R symmetry, the Laplacian eigenfunctions are labelled by the
eigenvalues of the two Casimir elements of each SU(2), ℓL and ℓR, and their respective magnetic
moments, mL and mR. For scalar eigenfunctions we have ℓL = ℓR = ℓ, which is equivalent to
LiLi = RiRi. In what follows we denote by (ℓ,mL,mR) the labels on the 3-sphere (θ2, φ2, ψ) and
(ℓ̂, m̂L, m̂R) the labels on the squashed 3-sphere (θ, φ, τ).

In the case at hand, there is a mixing of symmetries between two 3-spheres. Since the SU(2)L
symmetry of the 3-sphere (θ2, φ2, ψ) is preserved, the eigenfunctions are labelled by ℓ and mL. On
the other hand, the U(1) symmetry generated by ∂τ corresponds to the Cartan R̂3 element of the
SU(2)R of the 3-sphere (θ, φ, τ), this adds the label m̂R. The subtle point is the SU(2) generator of
the SU(2)D symmetry. On one hand, its eigenstates must satisfy

4KiKi = −k(k + 2), K3 = imk. (5.6)

8Recall from (4.6), ℓ2AdS3
g2 = 2

7+
√
5
.
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However, since Ki = L̃i + Ri, then KiKi = RiRi + ..., and since RiRi = LiLi, clearly k is related
to ℓ. Similar argument applies for mk and mR. We find that it is simpler to deal with L̃i and Ri

as if they where independent generators, and then impose that their eigenstates must satisfy (5.6).
This is similar to angular momentum coupling in quantum mechanics.

The solutions below are given in terms of eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on the two 3-spheres.
These corresponds to the 3-sphere scalar spherical harmonics, which are given by

Y ℓ
mL,mR

(θ2, φ2, ψ) = Cℓ;mL,mR
ei(mLψ+mRφ2) cosmL+mR

(
θ2
2

)
sinmL−mR

(
θ2
2

)
P

(mL−mR,mL+mR)
ℓ
2
−mL

(cos θ2) ,

Y ℓ̂
m̂L,m̂R

(θ, φ, τ) = Cℓ;m̂L,m̂R
ei(m̂Lτ+m̂Rφ) cosm̂L+m̂R

(
θ

2

)
sinm̂L−m̂R

(
θ

2

)
P

(m̂L−m̂R,m̂L+m̂R)
ℓ̂
2
−m̂L

(cos θ) ,

Cℓ;m1,m2 =

√
ℓ+ 1

2π2

√
( ℓ
2
+m1)!(

ℓ
2
−m1)!

( ℓ
2
+m2)!(

ℓ
2
−m2)!

. (5.7)

where P
(α,β)
n (x) are the Jacobi polynomials satisfying

(1− x2)
d2P

(α,β)
n (x)

dx2
+ (β − α− (α+ β + 2)x)

dP
(α,β)
n (x)

dx
+ n(n+ α+ β + 1)P (α,β)

n (x) = 0 . (5.8)

Each family of functions defined in (5.7) satisfies

LiLiY ℓ
mL,mR

= −ℓ(ℓ+ 2)

4
Y ℓ
mL,mR

, (5.9)

L̂iL̂iŶ ℓ
m̂L,m̂R

= − ℓ̂(ℓ̂+ 2)

4
Y ℓ̂
m̂L,m̂R

. (5.10)

Regularity of the solutions require

ℓ = 0, 1, 2, 3, . . . (5.11)

mL,mR ∈
{
− ℓ
2
+ n : n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , ℓ

}
(5.12)

With this, we now proceed to the study of eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on M7.

5.2.1 Zero modes on the spheres

The simplest case corresponds to ΦM7 = ΦM7(ξ). In this case, the equation for the dilaton reduces
to

1

cos3(ξ) sin(ξ)
∂ξ

(
cos3(ξ) sin(ξ)∂ξΦ

)
= −M2ΦM7 , (5.13)

with solution

ΦM7 =
c1
z

2F1

(
−1

2

√
4 +M2,

1

2

√
4 +M2; 0; cos2(ξ)

)
+ c2 2F1

(
1− 1

2

√
4 +M2, 1 +

1

2

√
4 +M2; 2; cos2(ξ)

)
,

(5.14)
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were 2F1(a, b; c; z) is the ordinary hypergeometric function. Regularity of the solution at ξ = 0 and
ξ = π/2 requires

c1 = 0, M2 = 4(p2 − 1), with p = 1, 2, 3, ... (5.15)

The mode p = 0 is excluded since 2F1 (1, 1; 2; z) = − log(1− z)/z, which is singular at z = 1 (here
z = cos2(ξ) so that z = 1 is ξ = π/2).

Having determined M2, we can explicitly check that the BF bound is satisfied since M2 > 0 for
any p.

5.2.2 Spherical Harmonics on the squashed 3-sphere

The next simplest subsector is to allow the dilaton to depend on (ξ, θ, φ, τ). Since we are not exciting
modes on the 3-sphere (θ2, φ2, ψ), effectively K

i = L̃i and W = −∂τ . The equation now reads

Λ−2L̃iL̃iΦ +

(
4

sin2(ξ)
− Λ−2

)
∂2τΦ +

1

cos3(ξ) sin(ξ)
∂ξ

(
cos3(ξ) sin(ξ)∂ξΦ

)
= −M2ΦM7 (5.16)

The first two terms correspond to the Laplacian on the squashed 3-sphere. We can then use a
decomposition in spherical harmonics

Φ = h(ξ)Y ℓ̂
m̂L,m̂R

(θ, φ, τ), (5.17)

which leads to the following equation for h(ξ)

−Λ−2

4
ℓ̂(ℓ̂+ 2)h−

(
4

sin2(ξ)
− Λ−2

)
m̂2
Rh+

1

cos3(ξ) sin(ξ)
∂ξ

(
cos3(ξ) sin(ξ)∂ξh

)
= −M2h (5.18)

with solution

h(ξ) = (−1)m̂R(1− z)−m̂R
2F1

(
1− m̂R − p, 1− m̂R + p; 2; cos2(ξ)

)
,

M2 = 4(p2 − 1) +
1

Λ2

(
1

4
ℓ̂(ℓ̂+ 2)− m̂2

R

)
, p ≥ |m̂R|+ 1,

(5.19)

where the condition p ≥ |m̂R| + 1 is imposed for regularity at the boundary. Again, all these
fluctuations are above the BF bound.

5.2.3 Solutions with angular momentum coupling

We now study solutions with non-trivial dependencies on the two 3-spheres. A general solution
of the eigenvalue problem (5.3) is a linear combination of products of the functions in (5.7), with
coefficients depending on ξ. For simplicity, let us consider a set of solutions of (5.3) that depend on
all the coordinates of the internal space but are annihilated by the operators

KiKiΦ = 0, WΦ = 0 . (5.20)

In the quantum mechanical problem, this is equivalent to finding a set of pairs of states of quantum
numbers |ℓ,m⟩ ⊗ |ℓ̂, m̂⟩ such that the total angular momentum of the system (the Ki quantum
numbers) are |k = 0,mk = 0⟩.
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It is possible to find a set of functions satisfying (5.20) labelled by ℓ,mR, m̂L. Explicitly, they
are given by

Φℓ,mR,m̂L
0 =

ℓ/2∑
n=−ℓ/2

e−
iπmR

2 Y ℓ
n,mR

(θ2, φ2, ψ)Y
ℓ
m̂L,n

(θ, φ, τ) . (5.21)

These functions also satisfy

LiLiΦℓ,mR,m̂L
0 = −ℓ(ℓ+ 2)

4
Φℓ,mR,m̂L

0 , (5.22)

∂2τΦ
ℓ,mR,m̂L
0 = −m̂2

LΦ
ℓ,mR,m̂L
0 . (5.23)

Let us consider ΦM7 = h(ξ)Φℓ,mR,m̂L
0 . Then, the eigenvalue problem for the M7 Laplacian reads

1

cos3 ξ sin ξ
∂ξ(cos

3 ξ sin ξ∂ξh)−
4m̂2

L

sin2 ξ
h− ℓ(ℓ+ 2)

cos2 ξ
h = −M2h . (5.24)

The solution of this equation is given by

h(ξ) =
1

sin2m̂L(ξ)

[
C1

cos2+ℓ(ξ)
2F1

(
a− 1− ℓ, b− 1− ℓ;−ℓ; cos2 ξ

)
+

+ C2 cos
ℓ(ξ) 2F1

(
a, b; ℓ+ 2; cos2 ξ

)]
(5.25)

a ≡ 1 +
ℓ

2
−

√
1 +

M2

2
− 2m̂L , (5.26)

b ≡ 1 +
ℓ

2
+

√
1 +

M2

2
− 2m̂L . (5.27)

where C1, C2 are integration constants. Let us analyse the regularity at ξ = 0, π
2
. Let Γ(x) be the

Euler Gamma function. For any 2F1(a, b, c; cos
2 ξ), the expansion closed to ξ = 0 goes as

2F1

(
a, b; c; cos2 ξ

)
≃ Γ(c)

(
π

90 sin(π(a+ b− c))Γ(1 + a+ b− c)Γ(−a+ c)Γ(−b+ c)
+O(ξ2)

)
,

for − a− b+ c > 0 . (5.28)

where O(ξ2) are subleading terms that do not contain Γ(c). The hypergeometric function controlled
by C1 in (5.28) has coefficient c = −ℓ, thus, this branch is ill defined at ξ = 0. We set C1 = 0. The
branch controlled by C2 has the following expansion

ξ−2m̂1

(
πΓ(2 + ℓ)

Γ(−1 + a+ b− ℓ)Γ(2− a+ ℓ)Γ(2− b+ ℓ)
+O(ξ2)

)
−

− ξ2m̂1

(
πΓ(2 + ℓ)

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(3− a− b+ ℓ)
+O(ξ2)

)
Since m̂1 ∈ {−ℓ/2, . . . , ℓ/2}, let us split the analysis in three cases:
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• For m̂1 > 0, then regularity can be obtained by imposing

2− a+ ℓ = −p , p = 0, 1, 2, . . . (5.29)

which is solved by the quantization condition

M2 = ℓ2 + 4ℓ(1 + p+ m̂1) + 4[m̂2
1 + 2m̂1(1 + p) + (2 + p)p] . (5.30)

• For m̂1 < 0, regularity at ξ = 0 is achieved by imposing a = −p, which leads to the quantization
condition

M2 = ℓ2 + 4ℓ(1− m̂1 + p) + 4(m̂2
1 − 2m̂1(1 + p) + p(2 + p)) , m̂1 < 0 .

• For m̂1 = 0 (which is only possible for even ℓ) a logarithmic branch appears, which can be
eliminated by imposing

M2 = ℓ2 + 4ℓ(1 + p) + 4p(p+ 2) ,

leading to constant behaviour near ξ = 0.

Regularity at ξ = π/2 does not requires any extra condition. In all the cases discussed above we
have M2 > 0, hence, we are always above the BF bound.

6 Conclusion

Motivated by the global-gauge symmetry mixing produced by the presence of non-Abelian hedgehog
monopoles in 4D SU(2) gauge theories discussed in [14, 15], in this paper we reviewed a particular
SU(2) non-Abelian monopole configuration known as Meron gauge fields. We showed that for this
configuration, the argument of [14, 15] applies, and also reviewed generalities of uplifts of this type
of gauge fields using 3-spheres. At this level, the global-gauge symmetry mixing becomes a diagonal
combination of the isometries of the 2-sphere where the non-Abelian monopole is valued, and the
3-sphere used to lift the configuration.

We studied two examples of Type II configurations that have the features described above. The
first case, corresponds to a deformation of the 3D theory known as I-branes. The background
corresponds to placing the theory on a 2-sphere with a Meron monopole, and it was obtained in
[19] at the level of gauged supergravity. The background corresponds to a 2-dimensional black hole
studied in [23–25] and an 8-dimensional internal manifold, formed by a 2-sphere fibered over two
3-spheres by means of the Meron gauge field. For vanishing black hole mass the configuration is
supersymmetric. We find that the Killing spinor is charged under the diagonal symmetry.

The second configuration is new and it corresponds to a solution of 5D SU(2)×U(1) gauged
supergravity. The metric is a direct product of the form AdS3 × S2, while the SU(2) gauge field is a
Meron and there is an Abelian monopole for the U(1) gauge field. When uplifted to Type IIB using
[28], the background corresponds to a deformation of AdS5×S5, where the D3-branes are wrapping
a 2-sphere. In this case, the lower dimensional 2-sphere and one of the S5 U(1) directions can be
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though as (locally) a squashed 3-sphere whose fiber shrinks. There is a second 3-sphere which the
squashed one is fibered over. The diagonal symmetry in this case mixes the SU(2)L of the squashed
3-sphere with the SU(2)R of second 3-sphere. This AdS3 configuration is not supersymmetric for
any range of the parameters.

Finally, we studied dilaton fluctuations on the uplift of the AdS3×S2 background. The equation
of motion for the fluctuation reduced to an eigenvalue equation for the Laplacian on AdS3 and
M7, where M7 corresponds to the 2-sphere fiber over the 5-sphere used to uplift the geometry to
10-dimensions. We find that for all fluctuations, the effective AdS3 mass is above the Breitenlohner-
Freedman bound, so that the non-supersymmetric background is stable with respect to dilaton
fluctuations. On M7, the eigenfunctions are labeled by quantum numbers of the global symmetries
of the manifold. We find fluctuations which show angular momentum mixing between the SU(2)
spins of two 3-spheres inside M7, mimicking the spin from isospin mechanism of [14, 15].

Going back to the AdS3 × S2 solution, from the dual 2D CFT perspective, the diagonal SU(2)
symmetry between the SO(3) global and SU(2) gauge symmetries corresponds to an symmetry of
the internal space. This is to be compared with [14, 15] where the symmetry being mixed is a global
(Lorentz) symmetry. Due to this, the diagonal symmetry does not produce a shift of the spin, in
the sense of representations of the Lorentz group, but rather a shift of the SO(3) isospin, so that we
instead have an “isospin from isospin” mechanism. Furthermore, in [14, 15] the global symmetry
is mixed with a gauge one, whereas here the internal symmetry is mixed with a second internal
symmetry. In any case, these results serve as a first approach to obtaining a background which
truly realises the results of [14, 15].

From here, there are several interesting directions to explore

• We note that the 5D SU(2) × U(1) gauged supergravity can also be uplifted to the infinite
family of Gaiotto-Maldacena solutions [10] using [30, 31]. Due to our construction, it is
guaranteed that there will be a diagonal symmetry between the 2-sphere from the gauged
supergravity, and the 2-sphere of the internal manifold of the Gaiotto-Maldacena solutions.
This shows the universality of this phenomena. It would be interesting to study this uplift as
a non-supersymmetric reduction of 4D N = 2 SCFTs.

• One possibility to obtain a solution realising a diagonal symmetry between a Lorentz symmetry
and a internal symmetry, is to interpret the AdS3 solution presented here as a IR fixed point
of a more general background of the form

ds25D = e2f(r)dx21,1 + e2g(r)ds2(S2) + dr2. (6.1)

If this solution exists, from the point of view of a 4D observer, there would really be a spin
from isospin effect. A more general profile for the SU(2) and U(1) gauge fields and a non-zero
dilaton might be necessary.

• It would be interesting to further study solutions containig a Meron gauge field, for example
the Meron gauge field on a D5-brane wraped on a 2-sphere of [32].

• The key ingredient in realizing the diagonal symmetry is that the manifolds S2 and S3 share the
same isometry algebra. A possible generalization is to consider manifolds that share a common
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subalgebra of their isometry groups, allowing one to construct 1-forms whose Lie derivatives
along this subalgebra close among themselves. In principle, this would allow the construction
of manifolds with non-trivial fibrations that can serve as internal spaces for solutions of 10- or
11-dimensional supergravity.

We hope to report on these and related topic in the future.
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