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Abstract: Using twistor string theory, we engineer a gravitational holographic dual of

the self-dual sector of N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory. This provides a top-down example

of holography at zero ’t Hooft coupling. Our holographic dictionary operates at the level

of D-branes wrapping twistor lines and generalizes the D-instanton prescription used to

compute scattering amplitudes. As an application, we study the correlators of determinant

operators that act as generating functions of half-BPS operators in the self-dual theory.

We show that these correlators are dual to configurations of giant gravitons in the bulk.
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1 Introduction

Holographic dualities have revolutionized our conception of quantum gravity. The various

AdS/CFT correspondences introduced in [1] provide a sharp tool to translate gravitational

questions into large N gauge theory questions and vice versa. Often, a question that is

hard to answer on one side of the duality becomes amenable to conventional methods on
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the other side. Over the years, this technique has been applied to analyze many physical

observables ranging from CFT correlation functions to black hole entropy [2–6].

Most precision tests of the AdS/CFT correspondence rely on matching protected quan-

tities in the boundary gauge theory to perturbative observables in the bulk. When work-

ing with non-protected quantities, one needs to deal with the additional complication of a

highly nontrivial ’t Hooft coupling dependence. The gauge theory side of the duality often

operates at strong ’t Hooft coupling, so its non-protected observables cannot be computed

perturbatively. To compute such quantities, one often resorts to other harder techniques

such as integrability [7].

In recent years, research on twisted holography has generated many toy models of

holography that capture precisely the protected BPS subsectors of their more physical

counterparts [8–12]. These dualities arise by twisting both the gauge and gravitational

sides of standard AdS/CFT dualities. Importantly, they can also be intrinsically defined as

open-closed dualities of topological string theories in the spirit of [13, 14] without resorting

to twisting. So they provide a self-contained subsector in which holography can be tested

and proved in a systematic manner.

However, despite their success, twisted holographic dualities rarely give us a handle

on non-BPS observables. This motivates the search for simpler versions of holography in

which non-BPS quantities do exist, but they can be computed at weak or zero ’t Hooft

coupling while retaining a holographic description. Such constructions would naturally fill

the gap between twisted holography and physical holography. In this work, we propose

such a duality.

A common approach to holography at weak coupling has been the exploration of the

tensionless limit of the AdS/CFT correspondence in string theory. This has blossomed

into a highly successful paradigm for AdS3/CFT2. For example, it gives rise to a precise

worldsheet dual of the symmetric product CFT SymN (T 4) in its free limit [15–17]. This

raises the natural question: can we also construct holographic duals of higher-dimensional

conformal field theories at weak coupling?

In the duality relating type IIB strings on AdS5 × S5 to N = 4 super Yang-Mills

(sYM) theory, as one sends the string length α′ →∞, the ’t Hooft coupling λ→ 0. There

are multiple ways of taking the zero coupling limit of gauge theory. The standard λ → 0

limit gives rise to free super Yang-Mills theory, but its bulk dual inhabits a highly stringy

regime involving infinitely many massless higher-spin particles [18–22]. This proves to be

extremely hard to bring under control.

Fortunately, there are alternatives. In [23], Witten proposed a chiral free limit taken

after rescaling the fields of the N = 4 vector multiplet by suitable factors of the gauge

coupling. This corresponds to the self-dual limit of N = 4 sYM. As our main result, we

will find that the gravitational dual of this theory is a topological string theory with a

conventional target space description defined on a semiclassical bulk. It will be a twistor

string theory.

Self-duality and holography. The self-dual sector of four-dimensional gauge theory

has always been a fascinating arena to study quantum field theory in a controlled setting.
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Self-dual Yang-Mills (sdYM) arises from standard Yang-Mills through a zero-coupling limit

if, as we review in section 2.1, the limit is implemented in a chiral manner so that the theory

retains a chiral subset of its interaction vertices. This allows it to feature rich nonlinear

dynamics even in the absence of a Yang-Mills coupling. At the same time, it boasts an

integrable structure that allows one to explore many perturbative and non-perturbative

phenomena in fine detail. Owing to these features, the self-dual limit of N = 4 sYM

provides a tantalizing alternative to free sYM for studying and proving a simplified model

of holography.

The tensionless string dual of free N = 4 sYM was recently investigated by Gaberdiel

and Gopakumar in [24, 25]. It had the feature of exhibiting a stringy, non-geometric regime

that could not be captured by a target space effective supergravity theory. Instead, it was

described in terms of a worldsheet sigma model. The target space of this sigma model was

not AdS5 × S5, but was instead closely related to the twistor space of AdS5 [26]. A target

space string field theory description of this sigma model remains to be found.

This string theory in twistor space is reminiscent of Witten and Berkovits’ twistor

string theories [23, 27] and their more recent ambitwistor cousins [28, 29]. However, in

contrast to the proposal of Gaberdiel and Gopakumar, twistor strings are usually known

to describe self-dual, rather than free, N = 4 sYM. This motivates us to look for a closed

string dual of the self-dual theory instead of the free theory.

There are a multitude of reasons to be interested in this. For one, it pushes us to

develop a precise understanding of the string field theory of twistor strings that has been

lacking in the literature. We also foresee a variety of interesting applications of our duality

to holographic computations of the amplitudes and correlators of N = 4 sYM perturba-

tively around its self-dual sector. For example, a concrete application that is the focus of

section 6 is the duality between half-BPS determinant correlators and giant gravitons in

the bulk.

In the rest of this section, we discuss each of these ideas in turn, while taking the

opportunity to briefly describe the results of this paper.

A fresh look at twistor strings. The highlight of twistor string theory was the discov-

ery of worldsheet formulae for scattering amplitudes [23, 27, 30]. It reproduced all tree-level

amplitudes of N = 4 sYM in a perturbative expansion around its self-dual sector. How-

ever, its closed string sector was generally believed to describe conformal gravity instead of

Einstein gravity [31].1 In this work, we revisit certain subtleties of the open string sector

of the B-model in twistor space that drastically change this conclusion (see also [33]).

The topological B-model on a Calabi-Yau manifold X is an N = (2, 2) supersymmetric

sigma model twisted by a nilpotent supercharge Q [34]. The fields of its worldsheet theory

consist of bosonic target space complex coordinates xi, x̄ı̄, as well as a set of fermionic

0-forms θi, ψ
ı̄ and 1-forms ρi. The supercharge Q acts on these as

Qxi = 0 , Qx̄ı̄ = ψı̄ , Qψı̄ = Qθi = 0 , Qρi = dxi (1.1)

1A closed twistor string that reproduces the amplitudes of Einstein supergravity was subsequently dis-

covered in [32], but finding its target space effective action on twistor space has remained an open problem.
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and is taken to be the BRST operator of the worldsheet sigma model. The fermions θi and

ψı̄ transform as the worldsheet pullbacks of target space (1, 0)-vectors ∂i and (0, 1)-covectors

dx̄ı̄ respectively, while Q generates the action of the ∂̄-operator on X. So operators in Q-

cohomology of the worldsheet sigma model are in 1:1 correspondence with the Dolbeault

cohomology groups H0,p(X,∧qTX) of the target space, summed over (p, q). In passing

to the topological string, as explained in [35], coupling to worldsheet topological gravity

requires that the operators must additionally preserve the Calabi-Yau volume form Ω and

so are divergence-free. These constitute the fields of the target space theory.

One of the novelties of twistor string theory was that its target space was taken to be a

Calabi-Yau supermanifold. This was (a certain subspace of) complex projective superspace

P3|4 known as supertwistor space, described by four bosonic homogeneous coordinates ZA

and four fermionic homogeneous coordinates ηI . Branes filling this supertwistor space

engineer a twistor uplift of the self-dual sector of N = 4 sYM on R4. Witten further

argued that D-instanton perturbation theory in this setting generates an expansion of

full sYM around its self-dual sector [23]. In Berkovits’ formulation and in the heterotic

formulation, these D-instantons were instead viewed as worldsheet instantons [27, 36].

As for a bosonic Calabi-Yau, worldsheet B-twisted supersymmetry tells us that each

bosonic field ZA is accompanied by a spin-0 superpartner εA, whose zero-mode represents

the tangent vector ∂/∂ZA. Likewise, on a Calabi-Yau supermanifold, each fermionic co-

ordinate ηI of the target space comes with a bosonic superpartner we shall call WI and

whose zero-mode represents ∂/∂ηI . In particular, under scalings (ZA, ηI) 7→ r(ZA, ηI) of

the homogeneous coordinates of supertwistor space, (εA,WI) 7→ r−1(εA,WI) so each have

weight −1. The (εA,WI) play no role in studying open strings on branes filling super-

twistor space, because the standard Dirichlet boundary conditions εA|∂Σ = 0 = WI |∂Σ of

the B-model ensure that these fields vanish on-shell (or in BRST cohomology) throughout

the worldsheet Σ. However, they do appear in the closed string sector.

In [31], it was argued that closed twistor string theory also lives on supertwistor space

and describes the twistor uplift of N = 4 conformal supergravity on R4. From the B-model

perspective, this conclusion was reached in part because the Beltrami differential arising as

a state in the B-model on supertwistor space could be identified with an N = 4 conformal

supergraviton multiplet on R4 via the Penrose transform. This posed a big hurdle for the

application of twistor string techniques to loop amplitudes, which were expected to receive

unwelcome contributions from conformal graviton loops. Some of these setbacks have been

partially overcome (see e.g. [28, 32, 37–40]) by modifying the worldsheet theory in various

ways, but unlike the B-model, the target space effective actions and brane dynamics of

these theories remain underdeveloped.

The true nature of closed twistor string theory turns out to be much more nuanced.

Zero modes of the extra spin-0 worldsheet bosons WI give rise to four extra complex,

bosonic dimensions of the target space. So closed strings do not see the target as a complex

3-fold like twistor space PT, but instead as a complex 7-fold. Since theWI each have scaling

weight −1, this 7-fold is the total space of the rank 4 vector bundle O(−1)⊕4 → PT, with
ZA and WI acting as coordinates on its base and fibers respectively.

One way to understand the emergence of these additional fiber directions from the su-
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pertwistor perspective is to note that higher polyvectors on a supermanifold space should

be graded anti-symmetric, so in particular they are symmetric functions of the WI . Un-

like for polyvectors on a bosonic manifold, where ∧qTX vanishes if q > dimC(X), on a

supermanifold the range of q does not need to truncate. We can combine the polyvectors

H0,∗(PT,∧qTP3|4) which point along the fermionic tangent directions of P3|4 to obtain a

vertex operator

V(Z,W ) = V (Z) + V I(Z)WI +
1

2
V IJ(Z)WIWJ + · · ·

which behaves just as a vertex operator on the bosonic 7-fold X = O(−1)⊕4. This be-

haviour of the higher polyvectors on supertwistor space was overlooked in the original

constructions, which focussed mostly on the supertwistor Beltrami differential. Allowing

vertex operators that also depend on the zero modes of the fermionic fields ηI and εA can

then be interpreted as giving the standard polyvectorsH0,∗(X,∧qTX) on this bosonic 7-fold

X. (As we discuss in sections 2.2 and 3.1, following [41] these in turn can be interpreted

as (0, ∗)-forms whose coefficients are functions on a 7|7-dimensional supermanifold ΠT ∗
X .)

In section 3.1, we discuss closed twistor string theory as a B-model on this 7-complex-

dimensional target. Topological strings do not possess a critical dimension (in the usual

sense of a worldsheet conformal anomaly), so the high dimensionality poses no risk. The

closed string field theory of the B-model is a higher-dimensional generalization of Kodaira-

Spencer gravity [42] that we refer to as BCOV theory following [43]. Closed string excita-

tions are not restricted to WI = 0, but can instead propagate into the bulk of O(−1)⊕4.

The conformal gravitons of Berkovits & Witten [31] are recovered when they are restricted

to the zero section WI = 0, much as how Einstein gravity in the bulk of AdS5 restricts to

conformal gravity on the boundary [44, 45]. But in general, closed twistor strings are not

confined to twistor space at all!

In this work, we wrap the zero section of O(−1)⊕4 → PT with N D5 branes. The

theory living on these N D5s is precisely the holomorphic super Chern-Simons theory

that describes N = 4 sdYM on R4. In section 3.2 we study the backreaction of the D5s

on the closed string sector in the large N limit. Unlike twisted holography on a 3-fold

[10], the backreaction on a 7-fold is not a Beltrami differential, but rather a higher-form

flux given by a (0, 3)-form valued in (3, 0)-vectors, see equation (3.25). Thus the complex

structure of O(−1)⊕4 → PT is not deformed, though there is a sense in which the associated

supergeometry does become deformed as we briefly explore in section 3.3. This motivates

our holographic conjecture:

U(N) N = 4

sdYM on R4

N→∞
= B-model on X̃ with

N units of flux

where X̃ denotes the total space of O(−1)⊕4 → PT with its zero section removed.

A non-standard holographic dictionary. The key novelty of this approach is that it

doesn’t directly engineer 4d N = 4 sdYM as a brane worldvolume theory, but only its 6d
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twistor uplift. Consequently, our duality obeys the rules of a standard holographic duality

relating a 6d theory to a gravitational theory in 14 real dimensions. But the dictionary

relating the 4d theory to the 14d theory proves to be much more involved.

Single-trace local operators of the 6d theory are in 1:1 correspondence with single-

particle states of the 14d BCOV theory. The 6d theory is related to the 4d theory by

compactification along the fibers of the twistor fibration P1 ↪→ PT → R4. But 6d local

operators rarely descend to 4d local operators under the compactification. This is because

the standard 6d local operators of interest are 0-forms on PT, but physical fields of the 4d

theory arise as Penrose transforms of the (0, 1)-form fields of the theory on PT. Instead,

local operators on R4 are often uplifted to PT as non-local operators, which has proven to

be a helpful technique for computing their form factors in the past [46–53].

We discuss this subtlety in detail in section 4. In section 4.1, we review the construc-

tion of the holographic dictionary in twisted holography, and explain its shortcomings for

our purposes. One of the key cases that can nevertheless be handled by this standard

holographic dictionary is that of conserved currents. In section 4.2, we derive a dictionary

relating (0, 1)-form-valued BCOV states and superconformal symmetry currents of the 6d

theory. If a symmetry of the 6d theory is induced by a symmetry of the 4d theory, then

the corresponding Noether current of the theory on PT necessarily descends to the Noether

current of the same symmetry on R4.

In section 4.3, we describe the computation of the pushforward of 6d symmetry currents

to 4d currents. This furnishes a dictionary between superconformal currents of the 4d

theory and the corresponding BCOV states. For example, the 4d stress tensor is dual to

complex structure deformations of the 7-fold that point along twistor space, while the R-

symmetry currents are dual to complex structure deformations transverse to twistor space.

We do not attempt to compute the correlators of such currents, but anticipate that they

will be dual to Witten diagrams of BCOV states in the large N expansion.

Determinants and giant gravitons. This begs the question: what is the bulk dual of a

general local operator on R4? We content ourselves with studying the cases of Lagrangian

insertions and half-BPS operators. It turns out that answering this question thrusts us

headfirst into the realm of determinant operators and giant graviton branes.

In section 5, we develop a dictionary relating certain brane configurations in the bulk to

local operators of N = 4 sdYM. We begin with the classical case of Witten’s D-instantons,

which were originally thought to be D1 branes in twistor space. In section 5.1, we show that

the D-instantons actually arise as D9 branes wrapping a twistor line in PT as well as all four

of the O(−1)⊕4 fibers above it. The 5-9 and 9-5 strings engineer certain current algebra

systems that were used by Nair [54] and Witten [23] to compute MHV gluon amplitudes.

When the bulk fields are decoupled, integrating out the 5-9 and 9-5 strings inserts a

determinant operator in the path integral of N = 4 sdYM. This is not gauge invariant by

itself, but its gauge anomaly can be cancelled by dressing it with the gravitational field

sourced by the D9 brane. Integrating this determinant over chiral superspace produces an

insertion of the non-self-dual interaction Lagrangian Lint that deforms the self-dual theory

into full N = 4 sYM. This determinant has previously been used to motivate the twistor
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action of N = 4 sYM [55]. One can also sew together such determinants to form a null-

polygonal Wilson loop whose expectation value computes planar N = 4 sYM amplitudes

via the Amplitude/Wilson loop duality [52]. In this sense, our holographic conjecture

also allows us to find the gravitational duals of observables at weak but nonzero ’t Hooft

coupling. We briefly comment on this application in section 7.

In the rest of the paper, we focus on half-BPS operators in N = 4 sdYM. Following the

work of Caron Huot, et al. [56], we organize half-BPS operators into generating functionals

that take the form of determinant operators. For instance, bosonic half-BPS operators

can be arranged into a bosonic determinant det(1 + y · Φ), where ΦIJ = −ΦJI are the

six scalars of the N = 4 vector multiplet. Every half-BPS sector is labeled by a null

vector yIJ ∈ ∧2C4 = C6, with y · Φ acting as its sole letter. When such a determinant is

expanded out, it produces a generating functional for the chiral primaries Tr(y · Φ)n. So

the correlators of such chiral primaries can be extracted as coefficients in the y-expansion

of determinant correlators.

In section 5.2, we show that such a half-BPS determinant operator is dual to a giant

graviton D5′ brane that intersects the D5s wrapping twistor space in a twistor line and

wraps two out of the four fibers of O(−1)⊕4 above it. In this case, the theory living on the

brane intersection is a current algebra system on a superline P1|2. This coincides precisely

with the P1|2 model of [56]. Decoupling the bulk modes and integrating out the 5-5′ and

5′-5 strings inserts determinants such as det(1+y ·Φ) in the path integral of N = 4 sdYM,

as desired. This establishes a highly efficient holographic dictionary between half-BPS local

operators and giant graviton branes in the 14d bulk.

In section 6, we study the correlator of bosonic determinant operators det(1+yi ·Φ)(xi)
for i = 1, . . . , k, with an eye toward finding its holographic description. The correlators of

half-BPS operators in a shared half-BPS sector are protected. But beyond two and three

points, correlators of half-BPS operators in different half-BPS sectors are in general not

protected. These are fairly hard to compute in the standard AdS5/CFT4 duality. But

owing to the absence of a ’t Hooft coupling, in the self-dual theory, they can be reduced at

arbitrary multiplicity to the saddle point expansion of a matrix integral [56]. In the non-

self-dual theory, this matrix model is expected to get further loop corrections perturbative

in the Yang-Mills coupling [57].

In section 6.1, we briefly review this matrix model. It is a one-matrix model governing

a k×k matrix ρij , but with a GLk(C) “gauge” symmetry that has been completely broken

down to its maximal torus. In section 6.2, we work out the open string field theory living

on a stack of k giants. To begin with, the giants are taken to be coincident. Inspired by

the broken GLk(C) symmetry, the ith giant is then sent to its desired fiber over the ith

superline P1|2 by Higgsing this theory. Having separated the giants, we backreact by the

D5s wrapping twistor space. This adds a potential energy to the theory on the giants,

which allows the open strings stretching across non-intersecting giants to carry nontrivial

massless states.

In section 6.3, we construct a map from saddles of the equations of motion of ρij to

open string configurations on the giants in the presence of said backreaction. Remarkably,

we find a very explicit bulk interpretation of the ρij : they comprise the states of the
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strings stretching from the ith giant to the jth giant. Such open string configurations act as

nontrivial vacua of the giants, which is the sense in which the backreaction deforms their

“geometry” in this higher-dimensional context. Our computation of the correlators of D5′

giants is to be contrasted with the case of D1′ giants that occur in twisted holography on

SL2(C) [58], whose bosonic geometry genuinely deforms in the presence of backreaction. We

review the SL2(C) case in appendix A, while also developing a novel, systematic technique

for handling backreaction in that setup.

2 N = 4 self-dual Yang-Mills

In this section, we provide a a brief review of the self-dual (sd) sector of U(N) N = 4

super Yang-Mills (sYM) theory. We will refer to this as N = 4 sdYM. We discuss how it

arises as a particular free limit of the non-self-dual theory [23, 59, 60]. Following this, we

describe its twistor string uplift, which will be used in later sections to engineer its large

N holographic dual.

2.1 A chiral free limit

Let us begin by considering U(N) gauge theory on R4 in Euclidean signature. Self-dual

Yang-Mills (sdYM) theory describes a gauge field A ∈ Ω1(R4, u(N)) whose field strength

F = dA+A2 satisfies the self-duality equation,

F = ∗F , (2.1)

where ∗ denotes the Hodge dual with respect to the Euclidean metric. Let F± = (F±∗F )/2
denote the self-dual (sd) and anti-self-dual (asd) parts of F . The self-duality equation arises

as the equation of motion of the action

SsdYM[A,B] = −
∫
R4

TrB ∧ F− , (2.2)

where B ∈ Ω2
−(R4, u(N)) is an asd 2-form Lagrange multiplier.

This theory may be interpreted as a free limit of regular gauge theory taken in a chiral

manner. To see this, one starts with the Yang-Mills action (including the θ-term)

SYM[A] = − 1

2g2YM

∫
R4

TrF ∧ ∗F +
iθ

16π2

∫
R4

TrF ∧ F . (2.3)

It is useful to express this in terms of F±,

SYM[A] =
iτ+
8π

∫
R4

TrF 2
+ +

iτ−
8π

∫
R4

TrF 2
− , (2.4)

where wedge products are suppressed for clarity, and we have introduced the complex gauge

couplings

τ± =
θ

2π
± 4πi

g2YM

. (2.5)

If θ and gYM are real, then τ− becomes the complex conjugate of τ+.
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To construct a chiral free limit, we generalize this to the case when τ± are independent

complex couplings. Next, we integrate in our asd 2-form B to express the Yang-Mills action

as

SYM[A,B] =
iτ+
8π

∫
R4

TrF 2
+ −

∫
R4

Tr

(
BF− −

2πi

τ−
B2

)
. (2.6)

We recover the action (2.2) of sdYM from this in the limit

τ+ → 0 , τ− →∞ . (2.7)

Thus, the self-dual theory arises as a chiral limit of the non-self-dual theory. Since sdYM

does not possess a coupling constant, it acts as a chiral free limit. This makes it a desirable

target for studying holography in a simplified setting.

At the same time, we can study the non-self-dual theory perturbatively around its

self-dual limit by sending τ+ → 0 while keeping τ− large but finite. This produces the

Chalmers-Siegel action for Yang-Mills [61],

SYM[A,B]
∣∣
τ+=0

= −
∫
R4

Tr

(
BF− +

g2YM

4
B2

)
, (2.8)

having eliminated θ by solving τ+ = 0. Since the θ-term is topological, the choice of θ that

sets τ+ = 0 yields the same perturbative physics as the choice θ = 0. This idea lies at the

core of the highly successful MHV formalism that governs scattering amplitudes [62–64].

At this stage, it is convenient to pass to spinor notation. The isometry group of R4

with the flat Euclidean metric is SO(4) ∼= (SU(2) × SU(2))/Z2. Let α = 0, 1 and α̇ = 0̇, 1̇

index the fundamental representation of these two SU(2) factors, i.e. be indices for left- and

right-Weyl spinors of SO(4). We will raise and lower them using 2d Levi-Civita symbols

following the conventions of [65]: λα = ϵαβλβ, κβ = καϵαβ, and similarly for dotted indices.

Spinor inner products are indicated by angle or square brackets: ⟨λκ⟩ = λακα, [µρ] = µα̇ρα̇,

etc.

The spinor equivalents of Fµν
± , Bµν are of the form Fαα̇ββ̇

+ = ϵαβF α̇β̇, Fαα̇ββ̇
− = ϵα̇β̇Fαβ

and Bαα̇ββ̇ = ϵα̇β̇Bαβ respectively. In terms of these, the Chalmers-Siegel formulation (2.8)

of Yang-Mills theory can be written as

SYM[A,B]
∣∣
τ+=0

=

∫
R4

d4x Tr

(
BαβFαβ +

g2YM

4
BαβBαβ

)
. (2.9)

Self-dual Yang-Mills is obtained by sending the Yang-Mills coupling to zero.

Such a chiral free limit readily generalizes to N = 4 sYM. The N = 4 vector multiplet

consists of a gauge field Aαα̇, four gauginos Ψ̃Iα̇,Ψ
I
α of either helicity ±1/2, and six scalars

ΦIJ . Continuing to work with the θ angle that sets τ+ to zero, the N = 4 sYM action is

given by

SN=4 = −
1

g2YM

∫
R4

d4x Tr

(
FαβFαβ + 4 Ψ̃Iα̇D

αα̇ΨI
α +

1

2
Dαα̇ΦIJ Dαα̇Φ

IJ

+ 4ΦIJΨ̃Iα̇Ψ̃
α̇
J + 4ΦIJΨ

I
αΨ

Jα − 2ΦIJΦ
JKΦKLΦ

LI

)
, (2.10)
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where we have raised SU(4) R-symmetry indices using the Levi-Civita symbol ϵIJKL,

ΦIJ :=
1

2
ϵIJKLΦKL . (2.11)

As in the non-supersymmetric case, we can again integrate in the asd field Bαβ.

To obtain the self-dual limit, as explained in [23] one rescales some of the fields by

appropriate factors of gYM and sends gYM → 0. In detail, assign the fields Aαα̇, Ψ̃Iα̇, ΦIJ ,

ΨI
α, Bαβ the R-charges r = 0,−1,−2,−3,−4 respectively. If we rescale Ψ̃Iα̇, ΦIJ , Ψ

I
α by

the corresponding factors of (gYM/2)
−r/2, the N = 4 sYM action splits as a sum of two

terms,

SN=4 = S−4 +
g2YM

4
S−8 . (2.12)

The first term has total R-charge r = −4,

S−4 =

∫
R4

d4x Tr

(
BαβFαβ − Ψ̃Iα̇D

αα̇ΨI
α −

1

8
Dαα̇ΦIJ Dαα̇Φ

IJ − ΦIJΨ̃Iα̇Ψ̃
α̇
J

)
, (2.13)

while the second term has R-charge r = −8,

S−8 =

∫
R4

d4x Lint =

∫
R4

d4x Tr

(
BαβBαβ − ΦIJΨ

I
αΨ

Jα +
1

2
ΦIJΦ

JKΦKLΦ
LI

)
. (2.14)

S−4 describes the self-dual sector of N = 4 sYM, which we will abbreviate as N = 4 sdYM.

It is obtained in the chiral free limit gYM → 0. The second term containing S−8 describes

perturbations away from self-duality.

2.2 Open twistor string theory

The crucial property of N = 4 sdYM – as opposed to free N = 4 sYM – that allows us to

find an intrinsic definition of its holographic dual is its twistor string embedding. Twistor

string theory was constructed by Berkovits and Witten in [23, 27, 31]. Over the years, it has

been adapted to generate a variety of worldsheet formulae for scattering amplitudes. The

reader may consult the review [66] for a comprehensive list of references. In this section,

we outline some of its salient aspects, while adapting it to a more modern formulation.

Twistor geometry. Let P3 denote complex projective 3-space with homogeneous coor-

dinates ZA. Split these coordinates as ZA = (µα̇, λα). The twistor space of Euclidean R4

is the subspace of P3 obtained by excising the “line at infinity” P1 = {λα = 0},

PT = P3 − P1 . (2.15)

Let xαα̇ be the spinor equivalent of Cartesian coordinates xµ ∈ R4. Every spacetime point

xαα̇ corresponds to a projective line P1
x ⊂ PT cut out by Penrose’s incidence relations [67],

P1
x : µα̇ = xα̇αλα . (2.16)

For xα̇α obeying Euclidean reality conditions, these lines are found to be invariant under

the fixed-point-free, antiholomorphic involution

µα̇ 7→ µ̂α̇ := (−µ1̇, µ0̇) , λα 7→ λ̂α := (−λ1, λ0) . (2.17)
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For every twistor ZA, this determines a point x ∈ R4 that corresponds to the line passing

through ZA and ẐA = (µ̂α̇, λ̂α). Consequently, PT fibers over R4, with the fiber over x

being P1
x. A helpful introduction to this geometry may be found in [65].

We can describe supertwistor space in a similar manner. One starts with projective

superspace P3|4 with four bosonic coordinates ZA and four fermionic coordinates ηI defined

up to C∗ rescalings of the supertwistor ZA = (ZA|ηI). Supertwistor space is obtained by

excising the subset P1|4 = {λα = 0},

PT = P3|4 − P1|4 . (2.18)

The on-shell superspace of 4d N = 4 supersymmetry consists of left- and right-moving

Grassmann coordinates θαI , θ̃α̇I . In Euclidean signature, these are independent complex

variables, and θ̃α̇I should not be confused with the hermitian conjugates of θαI . To accom-

modate the Grassmann dependence, the incidence relations are generalized to [68]

P1
x,θ : µα̇ = (xα̇α + θ̃α̇I θ

αI)λα , ηI = θαIλα . (2.19)

These projective lines (as well as their bosonic counterparts) are commonly referred to as

twistor lines. As written, they are adapted to chiral superspace, and we will simplify them

by working on the slice θ̃α̇I = 0 throughout this work.

The excision of the line {λα = 0} equips PT with the structure of a vector bundle over

a Riemann sphere P1 carrying homogeneous coordinates λα. It can be identified with the

rank 2 holomorphic vector bundle O(1)⊕O(1)→ P1, with fiber coordinates µα̇. Similarly,

supertwistor space PT can be viewed as the total space of O(1)⊕2 ⊕ΠO(1)⊕4 → P1.

Twistor strings. The utility of twistor theory arises from the fact that we can uplift

4d self-dual theories to 6d holomorphic theories on twistor space. Famously, twistor string

theory engineers the twistor uplift of N = 4 sdYM as an open topological string theory

[23]. To describe this construction, we will follow the modern treatment of [33].

We will study the B-model on the Calabi-Yau 7-fold O(−1)⊕4 → PT. As before, let

ZA denote homogeneous coordinates on PT, and letWI denote complex coordinates on the

C4 fibers of O(−1)⊕4. These are defined up to the scaling equivalence

(ZA,WI) ∼ (tZA, t−1WI) ∀ t ∈ C∗ . (2.20)

By virtue of being Calabi-Yau, this 7-fold comes equipped with the weightless volume form

Ω = D3Z ∧ d4W , (2.21)

where D3Z = 1
3! ϵABCDZ

AdZB ∧ dZC ∧ dZD is a weight +4 volume form on PT and d4W

is a weight −4 volume form on the fibers.

As reviewed in the introduction, in the B-model the bosonic fields (ZA,WI) are ac-

companied by two sets of fermionic worldsheet scalars. Zero-modes of the first set (εA, η
I)

represent a basis of the holomorphic tangent bundle TX , while the second set (which we

shall mostly suppress) similarly give a basis of the antiholomorphic cotangent bundle T
∗
X .
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Expanding in powers of these fermions, the BRST-cohomology of the worldsheet CFT then

corresponds to the Dolbeault cohomology groups H0,p(X,∧qTX).

In the open string sector, worldsheet boundary conditions compatible with B-twisted

supersymmetry require that fermions representing holomorphic tangent vectors along the

brane and (0,1)-forms transverse to the brane are both set to zero. Fermions representing

the holomorphic normal directions and (0,1)-forms along the brane are not required to

vanish. In particular, if we wrap the 6-real-dimensional zero section of O(−1)⊕4 → PT
with N D5-branes, then we must set εA, but not η

I , to zero. The open string field on the

branes is then

A(Z, Z̄, η) = a(Z, Z̄) + ψ̃I(Z, Z̄)η
I +

1

2
φIJ(Z, Z̄)η

IηJ +ψI(Z, Z̄)η3I + b(Z, Z̄) η
4 , (2.22)

where η3L = ϵIJKL η
IηJηK/3! and η4 = ϵIJKL η

IηJηKηL/4!. That is, in the BV formalism

the off-shell string field can be viewed as a superfield

A ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(PT, glN (C))

on supertwistor space PT. This is a (0, ∗)-polyform on PT with coefficients that are

functions of both ZA and ηI .2. In particular, the physical gauge field is the (0,1)-form

component of A. The generators dẐA of (0, ∗)-forms are taken to be Grassmann odd (e.g.

they arise from worldsheet fermions), so to ensure the physical gauge field has the usual

statistics we must take the overall Grassmann parity of A to be odd. A should be invariant

and basic under scalings (ZA, ηI) 7→ (rZA, rηI).

The open string field theory living on the D5 branes is a holomorphic Chern-Simons

theory with action

ShCS[A] =
∫
PT

D3|4Z Tr

(
1

2
A ∂̄A+

1

3
A3

)
, (2.23)

where D3|4Z = D3Z d4η is a weightless volume form (Berezinian) on supertwistor space.

This is exactly the (BV form of the) string field theory for perturbative open strings used in

the original twistor string [23], but here obtained from D5 branes wrapping bosonic twistor

space inside the bosonic Calabi-Yau 7-fold O(−1)⊕4. From the bosonic perspective, we

view A as a polyform valued in antisymmetric powers of the normal bundle NPT/X to

PT inside X, so that the Chern-Simons form is likewise ∧∗NPT/X -valued. The Berezinian

D3|4Z then amounts to saying that we contract this Chern-Simons form into the bosonic

Calabi-Yau form Ω before integrating over the D-brane locus.

As usual, this action has a GLN (C) gauge symmetry, which is a complexified3 uplift

of the U(N) gauge symmetry of N = 4 sdYM. In the BV formalism, the associated target

2More generally, suppose M is a supermanifold equipped with the structure of a vector bundle M → M0

on a bosonic base M0 with fermionic fibers. Then by a (0, p)-form on M , we will mean a (0, p)-form on M0

with coefficients that are functions of both the bosonic and (holomorphic) fermionic coordinates of M .
3The reduction of the gauge group from GLN (C) to its real form U(N) follows from an extension of

Euclidean reality conditions (2.17) to Lie algebra-valued fields. We will mostly be content to continue

working with the complex gauge group GLN (C).
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space BRST operator acts on the polyform field A as

QA = ∂̄A+A2 . (2.24)

Nilpotence of Q then arises as a Bianchi-type identity. We can expand A in (0, p)-forms of

definite degree as

A = A0 +A1 +A2 +A3 , (2.25)

where Ap is a (0, p)-form on PT. The components of Ap are functions of the supertwistor

coordinates (ZA, ηI) and have Grassmann parity (−1)p+1. The BRST variations of A0 and

A1 read

QA0 = A2
0 =

1

2
[A0,A0] , QA1 = ∂̄A0 + [A1,A0] , (2.26)

allowing us to interpret the 0-form field A0 as containing the ghosts of GLN (C) gauge

symmetries. In turn, the physical (0, 1)-form field A1 has its standard BRST variation.

For completeness, let us write out the superfield expansion of the physical field as

A1 = a+ ψ̃Iη
I +

1

2
φIJη

IηJ + ψIη3I + b η4 , (2.27)

which will be used later. In particular, the field a plays the role of a GLN (C) gauge field,

and the other component fields in the A1 supermultiplet are valued in the adjoint. The

remaining fields A2,A3 comprise the BV antifields of the physical fields and the ghosts

respectively.

That open strings on D5 branes wrapping PT ⊂ O(−1)⊕4 are the same thing as open

strings on D-branes filling the supermanifold PT has been pointed out previously in [33].

As in the AKSZ formalism [41], instead of identifying zero-modes of the fermionic fields

(εA, η
I) with a basis of TX and using them to form polyvectors, we can just view them as

coordinates on the fibers of the parity-reversed holomorphic cotangent bundle ΠT ∗
X , where

the parity-reversal operation Π recognises that these coordinates are fermionic. Likewise

the fermions representing (0, p)-forms on X can be thought of a coordinates on ΠTX . Thus

the space Ω0,∗(X,∧∗TX) can equally be thought of as a space of functions on the total space

of the bundle ΠT ∗
X ⊕ΠTX → X, where we are taking the fiberwise direct sum.

Concentrating as usual on holomorphic directions, let π : X → PT be the projection

that forgets the fiber coordinates WI . Then in our case the holomorphic tangent bundle

TX is defined by the exact sequence

0→ TX/PT → TX → π∗TPT → 0 , (2.28)

where TX/PT ∼= OPT(−1)⊕4 is the vertical tangent bundle. Dualising to the cotangent

bundle and applying the parity reversal gives

0→ Π(π∗T ∗
PT)→ ΠT ∗

X → Π(O(1)⊕4
PT)→ 0 . (2.29)

Explicitly, if we use homogeneous coordinates (ZA,WI) ∼ (rZA, r−1WI) onX and fermionic

coordinates (εA, η
I) ∼ (r−1εA, rη

I) on the fibers, then ΠT ∗
X is defined by the relation

ZAεA −WIη
I = 0 . (2.30)
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(Π(π∗T ∗
PT) is the subbundle given by ηI = 0 while the projection to Π(O⊕4

PT (1)) forgets

the ηIs.) The relation (2.30) amounts to the requirement that forms are basic, i.e. have

no component along the Euler vector field ZA∂A − WI∂
I associated to scalings of the

homogeneous coordinates. From the worldsheet perspective, this constraint arises as a

superpartner to the constraint that, after twisting, the worldsheet fields must lie in the

minimum of the worldsheet superpotential defining X as a symplectic quotient.

The coordinates (ZA,WI | εA, ηI) may be split into a supertwistor and a parity-reversed

dual supertwistor,

ZA = (ZA|ηI) , WA = (εA|WI) . (2.31)

ΠT ∗
X is cut out by the parity-reversed quadric

Z ·W ≡ ZAεA −WIη
I = 0 . (2.32)

In this notation, we can also introduce a convenient weightless volume form on ΠT ∗
X ,

Ω = Res
Z·W=0

D3|4Z d4|4W
Z ·W

. (2.33)

Finally, supertwistor space is recovered as the submanifold

PT = {WA = 0} ⊂ ΠT ∗
X . (2.34)

We discuss this supergeometry further in section 3.3.

Reduction to spacetime. Details of the reduction to R4 of the N = 4 holomorphic

Chern-Simons action (2.23) can be found in [55, 69]. Taking the perspective emphasised

in [46, 70], in essence, the idea is that since PT ∼= S2 ×R4 as a smooth 6-manifold, we can

envisage performing a Kaluza-Klein expansion of the twistor fields. Since the Chern-Simons

action does not involve any metric on PT, we are free to gauge fix by choosing a metric

that makes vol(S2) arbitrarily small. With this gauge fixing, all but the lightest KK modes

(representing cohomology along the S2 fibers) decouple, showing that the holomorphic

theory on PT is gauge equivalent to a four-dimensional theory. Understanding some of the

details of this reduction will enable us to relate twistor space operators to local operators

on R4, so let us briefly collect the facts that will use later. For our purposes, it will suffice

to keep only the physical (0, 1)-form fields A1 and set the ghosts and antifields to zero.

Working on the slice θ̃α̇I = 0, we first introduce a basis of (0, 1)-forms on PT that are

adapted to the fibration PT→ R4. We let

ē0 =
⟨λ̂ dλ̂⟩
∥λ∥4

, ēα̇ = − λ̂αdx
α̇α

∥λ∥2
, (2.35)

be our basis, while

∂̄0 = ∥λ∥2λα
∂

∂λ̂α
, ∂̄α̇ = λα∂α̇α (2.36)

form the corresponding dual basis of (0, 1)-vectors. The factors of ∥λ∥2 = ⟨λ̂λ⟩ = |λ0|2 +
|λ1|2 in these expressions ensure that these differential forms have zero homogeneity in λ̂α.
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Twistor space has a larger gauge redundancy than R4 as gauge transformations involve

a choice of a smooth u(N)-valued function of 6 real variables. It is this larger redundancy

that allows a six-dimensional theory to be equivalent to a four-dimensional one. We can

fix the additional redundancy by demanding the (0, 1)-parts of A are harmonic along the

S2 fibers of PT → R4 with respect to the Fubini-Study metric on S2 ∼= P1, as in [71].

This leaves the standard gauge redundancy on R4 unfixed. In this gauge, the component

physical fields in (2.27) can be expressed as

a = aα̇ē
α̇ , (2.37)

ψ̃I = ψ̃Iα̇ē
α̇ , (2.38)

φIJ = ΦIJ ē
0 + φIJα̇ē

α̇ , (2.39)

ψI =
2 λ̂αΨI

αē
0

∥λ∥2
+ ψI

α̇ē
α̇ , (2.40)

b =
3 λ̂αλ̂βBαβ ē

0

∥λ∥4
+ bα̇ē

α̇ , (2.41)

where ΦIJ ,Ψ
I
α, Bαβ are identified with some of the familiar spacetime fields of the N = 4

vector multiplet. The extra data aα̇(x, λ), ψ̃Iα̇(x, λ), φIJα̇(x, λ), ψ
I
α̇(x, λ) and bα̇(x, λ) are

not fixed by this gauge choice alone. Instead, we can determine their on-shell values by

solving the vertical equations of motion, which amounts to finding their lowest KK modes.

This leads to [55, 65, 72]

aα̇ = λαAα̇α , (2.42)

ψ̃Iα̇ = Ψ̃Iα̇ , (2.43)

φIJα̇ =
λ̂αDα̇αΦIJ

∥λ∥2
, (2.44)

ψI
α̇ =

λ̂αλ̂βDα̇αΨ
I
β

∥λ∥4
, (2.45)

bα̇ =
λ̂αλ̂βλ̂γDα̇αBβγ

∥λ∥6
, (2.46)

where Dα̇α = ∂α̇α + Aα̇α is the covariant derivative on R4. Inserting (2.37)-(2.46) into

the Chern-Simons action, all the dependence on the S2 fibers becomes explicit and one

can integrate them out. Doing so, one obtains the action (2.13) for N = 4 sdYM (see

[55, 65, 72] for further details).

The spectrum of local operators is to be constructed modulo the equations of motion.

In the holomorphic Chern-Simons theory (neglecting the antifields) this is

∂̄A1 +A2
1 = 0 (2.47)

stating that we have a holomorphic bundle on PT. Expanding out in terms of component

fields (2.27) this becomes

∂̄a+ a2 = 0 , (2.48)
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∂̄aψ̃I = 0 , (2.49)

∂̄aφIJ + [ψ̃I , ψ̃J ] = 0 , (2.50)

∂̄aψ
I + [ψ̃J , φ

IJ ] = 0 , (2.51)

∂̄ab+ [ψI , ψ̃I ] +
1

4
[φIJ , φIJ ] = 0 , (2.52)

where ∂̄aψ̃I = ∂̄ψ̃I + [a, ψ̃I ], etc. denote covariant derivatives acting in the adjoint. In

particular, (2.48) gives a standard holomorphic bundle on PT which is equivalent to a self-

dual YM bundle on R4 by the Penrose-Ward construction [73]. We used the vertical parts

of these equations of motion – in other words the equations ēα̇∧ (∂̄A1+A2
1) = 0 – to arrive

at (2.42)-(2.46). The remaining equation is ē0∧ (∂̄A1+A2
1) = 0 which yields the equations

Fαβ = 0 , (2.53)

Dαα̇Ψ̃
α̇
I = 0 , (2.54)

D2ΦIJ − 2 [Ψ̃Iα̇, Ψ̃
α̇
J ] = 0 , (2.55)

Dαα̇Ψ
Iα + [ΦIJ , Ψ̃Jα̇] = 0 , (2.56)

Dβα̇B
β
α + [ΨI

α, Ψ̃Iα̇]−
1

4
[ΦIJ , Dαα̇ΦIJ ] = 0 . (2.57)

on the fields on R4. These agree with the equations of motion of the action (2.13) describing

N = 4 sdYM.

3 The gravitational dual

In the previous section, we introduced the B-model topological string on the Calabi-Yau

7-fold X = O(−1)⊕4 → PT. We reviewed how the open string field theory on a stack of

N D5 branes wrapping the zero section PT engineers the twistor action of U(N) N = 4

sdYM. In this section, we describe the closed string theory of this B-model. At large

N , the D5 branes get replaced by their backreaction. This allows us to conjecture a

holographic duality between N = 4 sdYM and closed twistor string theory in the presence

of the backreaction. It provides a chiral analog of the more standard AdS/CFT dualities

introduced by Maldacena [1].

3.1 Closed twistor string theory

In the past, perturbative closed twistor strings have been argued to describe models of

self-dual conformal supergravity on R4 [31]. In our context, in principle this could be done

by restricting the closed string excitations to the zero section of X, for instance, by an

appropriate compactification of the O(−1)⊕4 fibers. However, we instead want to study

the backreaction of branes wrapping the zero section PT, so we want the directions normal

to PT to remain non-compact. This entails that the closed string theory be a theory living

in the full 7-complex-dimensional geometry X. It is a (topological) string theory in 14 real

dimensions!
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The closed string field theory of our B-model is the BCOV theory of [43]. This is a

higher-dimensional generalization of the theory of Kodaira-Spencer gravity introduced by

Bershadsky, Cecotti, Ooguri and Vafa in [42]. As mentioned above, the spectrum of BCOV

theory consists of (0, q)-forms valued in (p, 0)-polyvectors. Let

PVq,p(X) := Ω0,p(X,∧qTX) , (3.1)

where TX denotes the holomorphic tangent bundle of X. The complete closed string

spectrum of BCOV theory on X can be packaged as a field

Ψ ∈
⊕
p,q

PVq,p(X) . (3.2)

Contracting with the Calabi-Yau volume form on X allows us dualize polyvectors into

differential forms as

Ψ⌟Ω ∈
⊕
p,q

Ω7−q,p(X) . (3.3)

This provides an isomorphic presentation of the spectrum. We can use this isomorphism to

define a divergence operator ∂Ω : PVq,p → PVq−1,p by (∂ΩΨ)⌟Ω = ∂(Ψ⌟Ω), where ∂ is the

standard holomorphic exterior derivative. The level-matching constraint of the worldsheet

theory of the closed string B-model translates into the constraint that Ψ be divergence-free

[35, 42], so

∂(Ψ⌟Ω) = 0 . (3.4)

In particular, for p = q = 1 this is the requirement that the target space Beltrami differ-

ential β ∈ Ω0,1(X,TX) Lie derives the Calabi-Yau volume form.

An equivalent but occasionally more convenient description of the same spectrum can

be formulated in terms of the target superspace ΠT ∗
X . The Grassmann coordinates (εA, η

I)

along the fibres of ΠT ∗
X → X can be reinterpreted as frames of the holomorphic tangent

bundle by making the identifications

∂

∂ZA
↔ εA ,

∂

∂WI
↔ ηI (3.5)

in all polyvectors. With this identification, polyvectors on X can be treated as functions on

ΠT ∗
X , as in [41]. For instance, a polyvector βA∂A+βI∂

I can be represented as βAεA+βIη
I .

Wedge products of vectors become ordinary products of Grassmann variables. We will

use the two formulations interchangeably. For example, in the second formulation the

divergence operator is written as

∂Ω =
∂

∂εA

∂

∂ZA
+

∂

∂ηI
∂

∂WI
. (3.6)

in terms of coordinates on ΠT ∗
X . In particular, this makes it clear that ∂2Ω = 0 so that the

divergence operator ∂Ω is a nilpotent.

The divergence-free constraint is hard to impose in a local manner, so one often uses

nilpotence to replace the condition that Ψ ∈ ker ∂Ω by the assumption that Ψ ∈ im ∂Ω.

That is, at least locally on X there exists a potential Γ satisfying

Ψ = ∂ΩΓ . (3.7)
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Intuitively, Ψ is analogous to RR form field strengths in type IIB string theory, and Γ is

analogous to their RR form gauge potentials. One consequence of this assumption is that

Ψ does not have any components valued in PV7,∗(X), as any such components would have

belonged to the image of PV8,∗(X) under ∂Ω, which is trivial since PVq,∗(X) = 0 for q ≥ 8.

The classical action of BCOV theory is a mildly non-local functional of the closed

string field Ψ,

SBCOV =

∫
X
Ω ∧

(
1

2
∂−1
Ω Ψ ∂̄Ψ+

1

3!
Ψ3

)
⌟Ω . (3.8)

It may be written as a local action for the potential Γ if needed. Its fields are taken up to

the (infinitesimal) gauge transformations

δΨ = ∂̄f + [Ψ,f ] , (3.9)

where f ∈ im ∂Ω is another polyvector-valued polyform. Occasionally, it is helpful to write

this action as an integral over the superspace ΠT ∗
X ,

SBCOV =

∫
ΠT ∗

X

Ω ∧
(
1

2
∂−1
Ω Ψ ∂̄Ψ+

1

3!
Ψ3

)
, (3.10)

where Ω is the volume form on ΠT ∗
X given in (2.33). In this expression, Ψ is treated as

a superfield in εA, η
I instead of as a polyvector in the span of ∂A, ∂

I . This rewriting puts

closed twistor string theory on the same footing as the supertwistor action (2.23) describing

the open twistor string.

The equation of motion following from the BCOV action is a Maurer-Cartan equation,

∂̄Ψ+
1

2
[Ψ,Ψ] = 0 . (3.11)

In this equation, [−,−] denotes the Schouten bracket of polyvector fields.4 On a pair of

polyvectors Ψ,Ψ′ of definite Grassmann degree, this is given by

[Ψ,Ψ′] = ∂Ω(Ψ ∧Ψ′)− ∂ΩΨ ∧Ψ′ − (−1)degΨΨ ∧ ∂ΩΨ′ . (3.12)

If both Ψ,Ψ′ are divergence-free, then this reduces to the simple expression:

∂ΩΨ = ∂ΩΨ
′ = 0 =⇒ [Ψ,Ψ′] = ∂Ω(Ψ ∧Ψ′) . (3.13)

This allows one to recover (3.11) from a variation of (3.8). Since (3.11) is a local field

equation, perturbative BCOV theory remains perfectly well-defined.

It is helpful to make this equation more explicit. To do this, let us write Ψ as a sum

of polyvectors of increasing degree,

Ψ = α+ β + γ + ξ + γ̃ + β̃ + α̃ , (3.14)

where α ∈ PV0,∗, β ∈ PV1,∗, γ ∈ PV2,∗, ξ ∈ PV3,∗, γ̃ ∈ PV4,∗, β̃ ∈ PV5,∗ and α̃ ∈ PV6,∗.

The total field Ψ is taken to be graded even, and the frames {dẐA, . . .} of (0, p)-forms

4The distinction between the Schouten bracket in the closed string case and the Lie algebra bracket in

the open string case will hopefully be clear from context.
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and frames {εA, . . .} of (q, 0)-vectors are understood as being Grassmann odd. This allows

one to read off the Grassmann parity of the coefficients of each component field in this

expansion. Similarly, the operator ∂̄ is viewed as being Grassmann odd.

The Schouten bracket [v, w] of two fields v ∈ PVk,r(X), w ∈ PVl,s(X) belongs to

PVk+l−1,r+s(X). Therefore, the classical equations (3.11) expand out to give

∂̄α+ [β, α] = 0 , (3.15)

∂̄β + [α, γ] +
1

2
[β, β] = 0 , (3.16)

∂̄γ + [α, ξ] + [β, γ] = 0 , (3.17)

∂̄ξ + [α, γ̃] + [β, ξ] +
1

2
[γ, γ] = 0 , (3.18)

∂̄γ̃ + [α, β̃] + [β, γ̃] + [γ, ξ] = 0 , (3.19)

∂̄β̃ + [α, α̃] + [β, β̃] + [γ, γ̃] +
1

2
[ξ, ξ] = 0 , (3.20)

∂̄α̃+ [β, α̃] + [γ, β̃] + [ξ, γ̃] = 0 . (3.21)

As a simple situation, consider the case when only a field β ∈ PV1,1(X) is turned on.

Such a field is a Beltrami differential and represents a complex structure deformation of

X. In the absence of α, γ, we see that its equation of motion reduces to ∂̄β + 1
2 [β, β] = 0.

When this is obeyed, the deformed dbar operator ∂̄β ≡ ∂̄ + [β,−] describes an integrable

almost complex structure. This is the sense in which BCOV theory can be thought of as

a “gravitational” theory. The divergence-free constraint ensures that β Lie derives the CY

volume form so that X is deformed as a CY manifold, rather than just as a generic complex

manifold.

3.2 Brane backreaction

We can replace our stack of N D5 branes wrapping PT ⊂ X by their backreaction. Then

the closed string B-model in the presence of this backreaction will be holographically dual

to the twistor uplift of N = 4 sdYM.

This is an instance of twisted holography, i.e., a holographic duality for a topological

string [10]. A key simplification that happens in twisted holography – as opposed to

standard holography – is that the decoupling (near-horizon) limit is trivialized. This is

a consequence of the B-model localising on constant maps, so that open strings are fully

confined to the brane and cannot probe the bulk geometry. As a result, holography in the

B-model can be usefully thought of as an open-closed duality.

To compute the backreaction, we recall that just as D-branes in the RNS string source

RR forms, topological D-branes in the B-model source various components of the closed

string field Ψ. Our N D5 branes wrapping PT add a tadpole to the closed string action,

N

∫
PT
∂−1(Ψ⌟Ω) = N

∫
PT
∂−1(ξ ⌟Ω) , (3.22)

where ξ is the PV3,∗(X) component of Ψ, and the integral over PT picks the (3, 3)-form

part of ∂−1(ξ ⌟Ω) ∈ Ω3,∗(X).
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This tadpole adds a delta function to the right-hand side of the equation of motion

(3.18) of ξ. We look for solutions in which only ξ is turned on and all other closed string

fields are set to zero. With this ansatz, the equation obeyed by ξ reduces to

∂̄ξ ⌟Ω = N δ̄4(W ) d4W . (3.23)

Note that this is a consistent equation because ξ ⌟Ω ∈ Ω4,∗(X). In a standard harmonic

gauge, the solution for ξ ⌟Ω can be written in terms of the Bochner-Martinelli kernel on

the C4 fibers of O(−1)⊕4,

ξ ⌟Ω =
N D3W d4W

∥W∥8
. (3.24)

Here, ∥W∥2 = W
I
WI denotes the Euclidean norm on C4, with W

I
being the hermitian

conjugate of WI , and we have abbreviated D3W = 1
3! ϵIJKLW

I
dW

J
dW

K
dW

L
. We are

suppressing the wedge products by thinking of dWI , dW
I
as Grassmann variables. We

have also dropped a normalization factor of 3!/(2πi)4 that occurs in this Bochner-Martinelli

kernel, as it may always be absorbed in a rescaling of the volume form.

While (3.24) gives the form of ξ⌟Ω, explicit representatives of the polyvector ξ ∈
PV3,3(X) itself can be found patch-by-patch on X by remembering that Ω = D3Z d4W .

For example, pick an affine patch {A · Z ≡ AAZ
A ̸= 0} of twistor space, where AA is a

‘reference’ dual twistor, and pick the associated patch of O(−1)⊕4. On this patch, we can

write

ξ = ξN ≡
N

A · Z
D3W

∥W∥8
ϵABCDAA∂B∂C∂D . (3.25)

It is only the (4, 3)-form ξN⌟Ω in which the data of the reference dual twistor manifestly

drops out. This is compatible with the isomorphism PV3,3(X) ∼= Ω0,3(X,∧3TX) in the

sense that two different choices of reference AA lead to polyvectors ξN that differ non-

projectively on C8, but descend to the same polyvector on X (on overlaps where both are

defined) up to terms that are pure gauge or are proportional to the Euler vector (2.30).

The (4, 3)-form backreaction found in (3.24) has a singularity at the zero section PT =

{WI = 0} where the D5 branes had been wrapped. To describe the gravitational side of

our holographic duality, we excise this locus from our target space X = O(−1)⊕4 to define

X̃ := X − PT . (3.26)

At this stage, we can finally present our holographic proposal in the large N limit.

U(N) N = 4

sdYM on R4

N→∞
=

B-model on X̃ with N

units of (4, 3)-form flux

We reiterate that the gauge theory side of this duality has no ’t Hooft coupling. This

is consistent with the fact that the gravitational side is a topological string with no α′

dependence. The only nontrivial parameter is N , the rank of the gauge group.
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Boundary structure. The geometry of the 14-real-dimensional space X̃ has a natural

boundary structure. X̃ is obtained by removing the zero section of O(−1)⊕4 → PT. This

can be made manifest by splitting WI into a coordinate n that captures its scale and a

coordinate YI that is defined projectively:

WI =
1

n
YI , (3.27)

where n ∈ C∗ and YI ∈ P3. The excised locus is n = ∞, so we can take n,ZA, YI as new

coordinates on X̃. These are defined up to the rescalings

(n,ZA, YI) ∼ (stn, sZA, tYI) ∀ s, t ∈ C∗ . (3.28)

This allows us to identify X̃ with the total space of the line bundle O(1, 1) → PT × P3

minus its zero section n = 0 where WI = ∞. The region of X̃ where WI → ∞ forms its

asymptotic boundary.

It is useful to partially compactify X̃ by explicitly attaching back the zero section

n = 0. Hence we define

X = O(1, 1)→ PT× P3 . (3.29)

The boundary divisor at n = 0 is a copy of PT× P3. This is similar to how the boundary

of (the Poincaré patch of) AdS5 × S5 is given by R4 × S5. The P3 factor in PT × P3 is

analogous to the R-symmetry sphere S5, whereas the PT factor supports the boundary dual

comprised of the N = 4 sdYM theory. Lastly, n acts as the emergent radial coordinate

pointing inward into the bulk.

Matching global symmetries. With this rewriting of the geometry, it is easy to match

the symmetries of the bulk and boundary theories. As we reviewed before, the boundary

N = 4 sdYM theory on R4 is obtained by compactifying the open string theory on PT along

the twistor fibration P1 ↪→ PT → R4. This theory has an SO(1, 5) Euclidean conformal

symmetry with double cover Spin(1, 5), which uplifts to a complexified SL4(C) action on

PT.5 The twistor coordinates ZA transform in the fundamental of this SL4(C). The

fibration of PT→ R4 involves choosing a real structure on PT which breaks SL4(C) down
to Spin(1, 5).

Similarly, N = 4 sdYM has an SU(4) R-symmetry. This uplifts to an SL4(C) symmetry

that acts on the internal P3 with coordinates YI . This gets broken to the real form SU(4)

by the presence of the Euclidean norm ∥W∥2 in the expression for the backreaction (3.24).

The supersymmetries on spacetime similarly uplift to act on supertwistor coordinates ηI

in a well-known fashion.

3.3 The deformed supergeometry

To better understand the closed string side of this duality, it is useful to explore the

geometric effect of turning on the backreaction (3.24). Expanding the BCOV action (3.8)

5Strictly speaking, the conformal symmetry acts on the compactification P3, which is the twistor space

of S4 instead of R4. Since N = 4 sYM is a CFT, this distinction is innocuous.
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around the brane backreaction cancels the brane tadpole and yields a new action on X̃,

SBCOV =

∫
X̃
Ω ∧

(
1

2
∂−1
Ω Ψ ∂̄NΨ+

1

3!
Ψ3

)
⌟Ω . (3.30)

In this action, the kinetic operator has been deformed from ∂̄ to

∂̄N = ∂̄ + [ξN ,−] . (3.31)

Explicitly, this has been obtained by expanding ξ 7→ ξN + ξ, where ξN denotes the backre-

action (3.25). Varying it produces the background-coupled Maurer-Cartan equation,

∂̄NΨ+
1

2
[Ψ,Ψ] = 0 . (3.32)

States of the gravitational theory can be found by solving its linearization ∂̄NΨ = 0.

Since ∂̄2N = 0 on X̃, such states are only defined modulo linearized gauge transformations

Ψ ∼ Ψ+ ∂̄Nf , so this reduces to a cohomology problem.

We can systematically obtain solutions of the linearized equation by noting that it is

very similar to a Cauchy-Riemann equation. In the quintessential example of twisted holog-

raphy developed in [10], the authors find that D1 branes in the B-model on C3 backreact

to generate a Beltrami differential background. In that case, the linearized field equation

becomes an actual Cauchy-Riemann equation. In our case, the backreaction is valued in

PV3,3(X), so it does not correspond to a deformation of purely the bosonic geometry of

X. Instead, we must think of ∂̄N as giving rise to a deformation of the supergeometry.

Previously, we mentioned that the target space of the B-model on X is the superman-

ifold ΠT ∗
X ⊕ΠTX → X. In this framework, (ZA,WI) and (εA, η

I) acted as coordinates on

the base and fibers of ΠT ∗
X → X. In the same way, we can formally identify the generators

dẐA, dW
I
of (0, ∗)-forms as Grassmann coordinates on the fibers of ΠTX . Both εA, η

I and

dẐA, dW
I
arise from zero modes of spin-0 worldsheet fermions, which places them on an

equal footing.

Before turning on the backreaction, all the coordinates (ZA,WI | εA, ηI , dẐA, dW
I
) on

our target superspace were ∂̄-closed, i.e., were holomorphic. The backreaction deforms

∂̄ 7→ ∂̄N . Because the Schouten bracket does not act on dẐA, dW
I
, these Grassmann

coordinates continue to be ∂̄N -closed. Similarly, because ξN only points along PT as a

polyvector, the fiber coordinates WI remain ∂̄N -closed. However, the base coordinates ZA

and the Grassmann coordinates εA, η
I are no longer ∂̄N -closed. Instead, they get deformed

into a new set of ∂̄N -closed quantities which we may call “holomorphic”. In this sense, the

backreaction deforms the complex supergeometry of the target space. This phenomenon

has also been encountered in the study of twisted holography on AdS3 × S3 × M4 for

M4 = T 4 or K3, where the backreaction gives rise to a deformed superconifold [11, 12].

To obtain deformed holomorphic coordinates, it is useful to work with weightless quan-

tities like WIZ
A, etc. For instance, a straightforward computation results in

∂̄N (WIZ
A) = [ξN ,WIZ

A] =
3NWID

3W

∥W∥8
ϵABCDABεCεD

A · Z
. (3.33)
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The right-hand side of this equation may be expressed as a ∂̄-closed form using the identity

∂̄

(
ϵIJKLW

J
ēK ēL

∥W∥2

)
=

6WID
3W

∥W∥8
, (3.34)

where we have introduced a basis of projective (0, 1)-forms on the fibers of O(−1)⊕4,

ēI := ∂I ∂̄ log ∥W∥2 = ∂̄

(
W

I

∥W∥2

)
. (3.35)

In fact, we can employ this identity to conclude that

∂̄N (WIZ
A) = ∂̄N

(
N

2

ϵIJKLW
J
ēK ēL

∥W∥2
ϵABCDABεCεD

A · Z

)
. (3.36)

This is because [ξN ,−] vanishes when acting on the argument of ∂̄N on the right, as the

result would have had degree 5 in dW
I
.

Thus, we find 16 new holomorphic bosonic quantities

GA
I = ZAWI −

N

2

ϵIJKLW
J
ēK ēL

∥W∥2
ϵABCDABεCεD

A · Z
. (3.37)

These satisfy ∂̄NGA
I = 0 away from the excised locus WI = 0 and in the patch A · Z ̸= 0.

The GA
I already include the four WI through the relation WI = ABG

B
I/A · Z, so we do

not need to think of WI as independent coordinates.

Similarly, the fermionic coordinates εA and ηI are no longer holomorphic. The new

holomorphic fermionic coordinates can be found by starting with the sl4(C) R-symmetry

and sl4(C) conformal generators of supertwistor space and suitably deforming them to

incorporate the backreaction,

GI
J =WJη

I − 1

4
δIJ WKη

K +
N

2

ϵJKLMW
I
W

K
ēLēM

∥W∥4
ϵABCDAAεBεCεD

A · Z
, (3.38)

GA
B = ZAεB −

1

4
δAB Z

CεC +
N

2

ϵIJKLW
I
ēJ ēKηL

∥W∥2
ϵACDEABACεDεE

(A · Z)2
. (3.39)

In particular, the proof of ∂̄NGA
B = 0 crucially uses the constraint ZAεA = WIη

I . These

expressions are easily checked to be trace-free: GA
A = GI

I = 0. The fact that such defor-

mations exist is consistent with the expectation that these conformal and R-symmetries

persist as symmetries of the deformed supergeometry (up to reality conditions).

Continuing the pattern, we can also construct a further set of bosonic holomorphic

quantities by deforming the fermion bilinears ηIεA. These are found to be

GI
A = ηIεA +

N

2

ϵJKLMW
I
W

J
ēK ēLηM

∥W∥4
ϵBCDEAAABεCεDεE

(A · Z)2
. (3.40)

Altogether, these quantities may be arranged into a parity-reversed element of psl(4|4,C),

GA
B =

(
GA

B GI
B

GA
J GI

J

)
, (3.41)
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where A,B are supertwistor indices as before. Taken alongside dẐA, dW
I
, these provide

holomorphic coordinates on the backreacted target superspace.

Before backreaction, our supergeometry had 7 bosonic coordinates (ZA,WI), 7 fermionic

coordinates (εA, η
I), and 7 fermionic coordinates coming from (0, 1)-forms (dẐA, dW

I
), all

taken projectively. After backreaction, we seem to have acquired an excess of riches as

far as holomorphic quantities are concerned! Hence, there must exist relations among the

deformed coordinates GA
B that reduce the number of their independent components.

A helpful way to motivate such relations is to start with the N = 0 case of vanishing

backreaction. In this case, our definition of GA
I reduces to GA

I = ZAWI . When projec-

tivized, this describes a patch of the Segre embedding P3
Z × P3

W ↪→ P15. It is well-known

that this embedding is a determinantal variety inside P15 and can equally well be described

through the vanishing of all the 2× 2 minors of GA
I ,

GA
IG

B
J − GB

IG
A
J = 0 . (3.42)

Due to Cayley’s syzygies, not all of these minors are independent. Non-projectively on C16,

one finds that on the support of these constraints, the 16 quantities GA
I contain precisely

7 independent degrees of freedom.

This idea can be straightforwardly generalized to the super-coordinates GA
B by em-

ploying Segre embeddings of projective superspaces [74, 75]. When N = 0, we are working

with a trace-free analog of such a super Segre embedding, GA
B = ZAWB − 1

4 δ
A
BZCWC

(employing the notation (2.31)). Equivalently, this can be described as a determinantal

variety in parity-reversed psl(4|4,C) cut out by quadratic constraints.

The role of our backreaction is simply to deform this determinantal variety: a geometric

transition. For instance, with some work, it may be checked that the deformed coordinates

(3.37) satisfy the relations

GA
IG

B
J − GB

IG
A
J = −NϵABCDϵIJKLē

K ēLeCeD , (3.43)

where we have introduced a basis of (1, 0)-vectors on PT adapted to the patch A · Z ̸= 0,

eA = εA −
AAZ

B

A · Z
εB . (3.44)

These vectors satisfy ZAeA = 0, so this definition picks out three independent vectors

pointing along PT out of the four non-projective vectors ∂/∂ZA. The eA are not ∂̄N -

holomorphic by themselves, but products like ēIeA are so due to ēI ∧ ξN ∝ ēI ∧D3W = 0.

In deriving relations like (3.43), it is useful to keep in mind that due to the algebraic

identity WI ē
I = 0, only three out of the four ēI ’s are independent, whence the wedge

products of four or more ēI ’s vanishes. This is why we never encounter terms quadratic

in N . A similar calculation can be used to obtain relations satisfied by the other graded

minors of GA
B, but we will not need them for what follows.

Having the quantities GA
B helps with solving the Cauchy-Riemann equation ∂̄Nf = 0

for holomorphic functions f on our supergeometry. This is because such functions are often
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naturally expressed as functions of these deformed quantities instead of the original coor-

dinates ZA,WI , εA, η
I .6 At the same time, their dependence on the (0, 1)-forms dẐA, dW

I

can be arbitrary. Such functions are in one-to-one correspondence with ∂̄N -closed elements

of PV∗,∗(X). After accounting for the linearized gauge symmetry f ∼ f + ∂̄Ng, they

generate the Hilbert space of single-particle states in the bulk.

4 Dictionary for local twistorial operators

Having detailed the gauge and gravitational sides of our chiral holographic duality, we come

to the construction of its holographic dictionary. Here we encounter a deep and curious

puzzle that sits at the core of twistorial applications to spacetime physics.

The bulk-boundary dictionary for both standard and twisted holographic dualities

relates states of the bulk theory to local operators of the gauge theory on the branes. In

our case, it relates single-particle states of the 14d BCOV theory on O(1, 1) → PT × P3

to single-trace local operators of the 6d gauge theory on PT. This 6d gauge theory is a

holomorphic Chern-Simons theory that is only related to the 4d N = 4 sdYM theory by a

P1 compactification. So there is no easy procedure to directly relate 4d local operators to

single-particle gravitational states.

We have nonetheless found at least two simple instances in which well-known 4d local

operators are dual to states of our gravitational theory. The first case is that of symmetries

of the spacetime theory that uplift to symmetries of the twistor action. This ensures that

the Noether currents of spacetime symmetries like the N = 4 superconformal algebra

directly uplift to local currents on twistor space. In turn, these can be related to specific

gravitational modes in the bulk by studying the couplings of open strings on D5 branes to

fields of the BCOV theory before backreaction.

In this section, we focus on this piece of the dictionary. Our proposals for the bulk

BCOV fields dual to N = 4 superconformal currents are collected in table 1, and the rest

of the section is dedicated to systematically justifying this dictionary through open-closed

couplings.

The second case is much broader and relates half-BPS operators and Lagrangian in-

sertions of the 4d theory to giant graviton states in the bulk by means of determinant

operators. Witten’s D-instantons arise as an example of this construction. We visit this

aspect of the dictionary in sections 5 and 6.

4.1 The problem of locality

It is worth developing a dictionary between 6d operators and 14d light states before we

embark on relating 4d operators to 14d heavy states. In twisted holography, there exists a

systematic procedure to set up such a dictionary by means of open-closed couplings.

The general idea is the following. As before, let X = O(−1)⊕4 → PT denote our bulk

geometry before backreaction, with N D5 branes wrapped along its zero section PT. Using
worldsheet disk amplitudes [76], one can construct string field theory interaction vertices

6This is similar to how chiral primary superfields on 4d N = 1 superspace with coordinates (xα̇α | θ̃α̇, θα)
appear as functions of yα̇α ≡ xα̇α + θ̃α̇θα instead of the original bosonic coordinates xα̇α.
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coupling closed strings propagating on X to open strings on PT. These can be used to

relate closed string states to open string operators.

If one computes a disk amplitude with one closed string and no open strings, one

obtains the brane tadpole (3.22). More generally, we can look at the disk amplitude of

one closed string vertex and multiple open string vertices. These give rise to open-closed

couplings of the form7 ∫
PT

D3|4Z ∂nΨ On , (4.1)

where ∂nΨ denotes some combination of (bosonic or fermionic) derivatives normal to PT

acting on the closed string field Ψ, and On denotes a single-trace operator of the holomor-

phic Chern-Simons theory on supertwistor space. In this integral, ∂nΨ has been pulled

back to supertwistor space by setting WI = εA = 0.

States of the bulk theory before backreaction are classical profiles Ψ = Ψ0 given

by solutions of ∂̄Ψ0 = 0. Plugging such a classical solution into (4.1) picks out a specific

operator in the gauge theory. On the other hand, the chosen state Ψ0 can be perturbatively

corrected into a stateΨN satisfying ∂̄NΨN = 0.8 This furnishes a state-operator dictionary

ΨN ←→
∑
n

∫
PT

D3|4Z ∂nΨ0 On . (4.2)

Generalizing the observations of [77], in the BV formalism, the operators On can typically

be arranged into polyforms obeying the descent equations

QOn = ∂̄On . (4.3)

This ensures that operators built from states satisfying ∂̄Ψ0 = 0 are Q-closed, and those

built from pure gauge states Ψ0 = ∂̄f are Q-exact. Finally, Witten diagrams involving

bulk states ΨN compute gauge theory correlators of their dual operators. This procedure

builds an analog of Witten’s “differentiate dictionary” [4] for our duality and also works

for other similar twisted holographic dualities.

In our context, a shortcoming of this approach is that it relates states of BCOV theory

to local operators on twistor space instead of on spacetime. For example, we typically work

with twistorial local operators On that are 0-forms. Recall that the open string field on

PT was given by a glN (C)-valued (0, ∗) polyform

A = a+ ψ̃Iη
I +

1

2
φIJη

IηJ +ψIη3I + b η
4 . (4.4)

The fields of the N = 4 vector multiplet on R4 are obtained by Penrose transforming the

(0, 1)-form parts of this string field. But a 0-form operator on twistor space would be

constructed by gauge invariant combinations of the 0-form components of the polyforms

a, ψ̃I , etc. These 0-form parts are the ghosts of gauge symmetries of the twistor action

7These are the B-model analogs of the Chern-Simons couplings between RR form gauge fields and open

string fields on D-branes encountered in the RNS string.
8The fact that we can solve for ΨN as a perturbative expansion in N around Ψ0 is a simplifying feature

of twisted holography [11]. Such expansions almost always truncate, so issues of convergence do not arise.
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and, except for the basic ghost associated to standard gauge symmtery, have no spacetime

counterpart. So, in general, local scalar operators on twistor space cannot correspond to

the familiar spacetime local operators like TrΦn that carry zero ghost number.

Ideally, we would have wanted to build a holographic dictionary between states of

BCOV theory and local operators on spacetime. However, most local operators on R4 do

not correspond to local operators on twistor space. This is a well-known issue, arising

fundamentally because a point x ∈ R4 corresponds to a Riemann sphere P1
x ⊂ PT. There

have been numerous studies of the uplift of local spacetime operators to twistor space, as

this aids in the computation of their form factors. See for instance the works [46–52] and

references therein. Operators like TrΦn(x) can be uplifted to twistor space by plugging in

the Penrose integral for the scalars ΦIJ [53]. These give rise to operators on PT that are

polylocal along the twistor line P1
x. In sections 5 and 6, we will show that a generating

functional for such polylocal operators can be identified with heavy states in the bulk, such

as giant gravitons.

Very few gauge invariant operators that are local on twistor space can be built purely

from the physical fields in the (0, 1)-form part of A. However, those which can are particu-

larly important. Symmetries of the self-dual theory on R4 are generated by local currents

on spacetime. If these symmetries uplift to symmetries of the twistorial theory, then they

can also be represented by ghost number zero local currents on twistor space. Let us begin

by looking for such currents and their gravitational duals.

4.2 Global symmetries

Global 0-form symmetries of the twistorial theory give rise to conserved charges of the form∫
Σ
D3Z ∧ J , (4.5)

where J is a weight −4 (0, ∗)-polyform on PT, and Σ is a real-codimension-1 submanifold

of PT. The integral over Σ picks out the (0, 2)-form part of the symmetry current J . The

BV-BRST variation of J generally takes the form

QJ = ∂̄J , (4.6)

which ensures that the charge (4.5) is conserved and gauge invariant if ∂Σ = 0. In partic-

ular, the 0-form part of J (if nonzero) gives a BRST invariant local operator.

If J describes the twistor uplift of a spacetime symmetry, then before the addition

of BV ghosts and antifields, its physical (0, 2)-form part must be expressible purely in

terms of the physical fields in A. This is a necessary condition for it to give rise to a

conserved spacetime current that is expressible purely in terms of the ghost number 0

fields A, Ψ̃I ,ΦIJ ,Ψ
I , B on R4. The physical fields on PT are precisely the (0, 1)-form parts

A1 ⊂ A. So the (0, 2)-form part of J must be quadratic in these. After adding back ghosts

and antifields, J deforms to a polyform that is quadratic in the full open string field A.
To find the bulk state dual to such a current J , we should look for the open-closed

couplings of bulk fields to single-trace operators quadratic in A. There is a standard trick

to obtain such couplings. Turning on a closed string background Ψ deforms the kinetic
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operator in the holomorphic Chern-Simons action from ∂̄ to ∂̄+[Ψ,−], where [−,−] denotes
the Schouten bracket. To accomplish this, the first-order coupling of Ψ to holomorphic

Chern-Simons theory that is quadratic in A must take the form

1

2

∫
PT

D3|4Z TrA [Ψ,A] . (4.7)

This implements the shift A ∂̄A 7→ A (∂̄A+ [Ψ,A]) in the kinetic term.

Quite beautifully, these couplings allow us to find both the expressions for a very inter-

esting class of conserved currents as well as the fields of BCOV theory that they are dual to

in one go. About half of the quadratic single-trace operators that we obtain will correspond

to the currents generating the N = 4 superconformal symmetry of the gauge theory. We

expect that the remaining operators also fit into the stress tensor supermultiplet, but we

leave their analysis to the future.

We can expand Ψ in components to make the single-trace operators appearing in (4.7)

more explicit. The Schouten bracket [Ψ,A] is given by

[Ψ,A] = ∂AΨ ∂AA+ ∂AΨ ∂AA+ ∂IΨ ∂IA+ ∂IΨ ∂IA , (4.8)

where ∂A ≡ ∂/∂ZA, ∂I ≡ ∂/∂WI as before, and we have also abbreviated the Grassmann

derivatives as ∂A ≡ ∂/∂εA, ∂I ≡ ∂/∂ηI . We need to evaluate this along WI = εA = 0.

As this expression contains at most one εA derivative acting on Ψ, it suffices to expand Ψ

as a polyvector in ∂A ≡ εA to first order, while keeping its ∂I ≡ ηI dependence implicit

within the coefficients,

Ψ = Ψ0 +ΨA
1 εA +O(ε2) . (4.9)

We also note that ∂AA = ∂IA = 0, becauseA only depends on the supertwistor coordinates

ZA = (ZA|ηI). Using these properties, we expand (4.7) to obtain the open-closed coupling

1

2

∫
PT

D3|4Z
{
ΨA

1 Tr(A ∂AA) + ∂IΨ0Tr(A ∂IA)
}
. (4.10)

In simplifying this, we used the facts that Ψ0 was Grassmann even and ΨA
1 ,A were Grass-

mann odd.

Unfortunately, the individual boundary operators TrA ∂AA and TrA ∂IA are not yet

in a form in which they obey QO = ∂̄O. Instead, one can use the definition QA = ∂̄A+A2

to show that

QTr(A ∂AA) = ∂̄ Tr(A ∂AA)−
1

3
∂ATr(A3) , (4.11)

where ∂A = (∂A|∂I) collectively denotes a supertwistor derivative. This subtlety arises

from the fact that we have not diagonalized the modes of the bulk fields Ψ0,Ψ
A
1 to which

these operators couple. The bulk fields are interlinked by the divergence-free constraint

∂A∂AΨ+ ∂I∂
IΨ = 0. This imposes the constraint

∂AΨ
A
1 = ∂I∂

IΨ0 (4.12)
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on the modes of interest.

To make progress, it is helpful to break up Ψ into components of definite polyvector

degree. Let us recall the expansion of Ψ given in (3.14),

Ψ = α+ β + γ + ξ + γ̃ + β̃ + α̃ , (4.13)

where the displayed fields are (0, ∗)-polyforms listed in order of increasing polyvector degree

ranging from 0 to 6. Making the polyvector dependence explicit, we can write out the

superfield expansions of Ψ0,Ψ
A
1 ,

Ψ0 = α+ βIη
I +

1

2
γIJη

IηJ + ξIη3I + γ̃ η4 , (4.14)

ΨA
1 = βA + γAIη

I +
1

2
ξAIJη

IηJ + γ̃AIη3I + β̃Aη4 . (4.15)

We are mildly abusing notation by denoting the η4 component of γ̃ by the same symbol.

Its meaning will hopefully be clear from context. Furthermore, since we are building the

couplings to (0, 2)-form gauge theory currents, eventually we will only need to keep the

(0, 1)-form parts of Ψ0,Ψ
A
1 .

By plugging the expansions (4.14) and (4.15) into (4.10), one obtains component ex-

pressions for the open-closed couplings. For example, the simplest is the coupling to α, as

α has no vector degree, ∫
PT

D3Z ∂IαHI . (4.16)

The associated gauge theory current HI is given by

HI =
1

2

∫
d4η Tr(A ∂IA) . (4.17)

The BRST variation of Tr(A ∂IA) was provided in (4.11). Using this expression, the BRST

variation of HI is readily derived:

QHI = ∂̄HI . (4.18)

Crucially, the boundary term −1
3 ∂ITr(A

3) found in (4.11) drops out on performing the

superspace integrals in (4.17). This ensures that HI gives rise to a conserved current in

the twistorial theory.

To find the physical part of the (0, 2)-form currents, we turn off the ghost and antifield

parts of A. This amounts to simply replacing every occurrence of A in operators like HI

by its (0, 1)-part,

A1 = a+ ψ̃Iη
I +

1

2
φIJη

IηJ + ψIη3I + b η4 . (4.19)

Continuing with our example, this replacement shows that the physical part of HI is

HI = Tr(ψ̃Ib+ φIJψ
J) . (4.20)

This can be identified with a supersymmetry current. We will see this by Penrose trans-

forming such currents in the next section.
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The subtlety with the divergence-free constraint is first encountered when computing

the couplings to the Beltrami differential β. At first sight, these take the form

1

2

∫
PT

D3|4Z
{
βATr(A ∂AA) + ∂IβJ η

J Tr(A ∂IA)
}
. (4.21)

Substituting the expansions (4.14), (4.15) into the constraint (4.12) gives rise to the

divergence-free constraint on the Beltrami,

∂Aβ
A + ∂IβI = 0 . (4.22)

This relates the trace of ∂IβJ to βA. Hence, we can diagonalize the coupling (4.21) by

replacing ∂IβJ with its decomposition into a trace-free part plus the trace,

∂IβJ = ∂IβJ −
1

4
δIJ ∂

KβK −
1

4
δIJ ∂Aβ

A . (4.23)

We then integrate by parts in (4.21) to combine the couplings to βA.

This allows us to recast the Beltrami coupling as a sum of two independent couplings,∫
PT

D3Z
(
βATA − ∂IβJRJ

I

)
, (4.24)

wherein we have obtained twistor uplifts of the stress tensor and R-symmetry currents,

TA =
1

2

∫
d4η Tr

{
A ∂AA−

1

4
∂A(A ηI∂IA)

}
, (4.25)

RI
J =

1

2

∫
d4η Tr

{
A
(
ηI∂J −

1

4
δIJ η

K∂K

)
A
}
. (4.26)

As desired, since RI
J is trace-free, the coupling ∂IβJR

J
I no longer contains the trace

of ∂IβJ . After an application of (4.11) and judicious integrations by parts, the BRST

variations of TA and RI
J reduce to

QTA = ∂̄TA , QRI
J = ∂̄RI

J . (4.27)

This is a general pattern. Before restricting them to physical fields, all our gauge theory

operators O will obey BRST transformation laws of the form QO = ∂̄O.
The physical parts of TA and RI

J are easily extracted after performing the superspace

integrals and keeping only the (0, 1)-form fields in A,

TA = Tr

(
b ∂Aa+

1

4
φIJ∂AφIJ +

3

4
ψI∂Aψ̃I −

1

4
ψ̃I∂Aψ

I

)
, (4.28)

RI
J = Tr

(
1

2
φIKφJK + ψI ψ̃J −

1

4
δIJ ψ

Kψ̃K

)
. (4.29)

The stress tensor TA looks like the 6d version of the stress tensor of a 2d βγ or bc system.

It obeys ZATA = 0, which ensures that the (1, 2)-form TAdZ
A is projectively well-defined.

The R-symmetry currents RI
J are traceless, signifying that the R-symmetry is SU(4) and

not U(4).

– 30 –



We can perform a similar analysis for the open-closed couplings involving the remaining

fields in Ψ0,Ψ
A
1 . When the dust settles, we find the following set of diagonalized couplings,∫

PT
D3Z

(
γAIG

I
A +

1

2
∂KγIJS

IJ
K

)
, (4.30)∫

PT
D3Z

(
1

2
ξAIJ S̃IJA + ∂IξJR̃IJ

)
, (4.31)∫

PT
D3Z γ̃AIG̃IA , (4.32)∫

PT
D3Z β̃BAH̃AB . (4.33)

The coupling to γ̃ has been eliminated completely using the divergence-free constraint

∂I γ̃ + ∂Aγ̃
AI = 0 so as to get a coupling purely to γ̃AI . Similarly, the divergence-free

constraint on β̃A reduces to ∂Aβ̃
A = 0. We have solved this by introducing a potential

β̃AB = −β̃BA:

β̃A = ∂Bβ̃
AB . (4.34)

The coupling to β̃A has been written in terms of this potential, which is necessary to make

it manifestly BRST invariant.

The twistorial operators that we obtain through this procedure are listed below:

GI
A = −

∫
d4η ηI Tr

(
1

2
A ∂AA−

1

6
∂A(A ηJ∂JA)

)
, (4.35)

SIJ
K =

∫
d4η Tr

(
1

2
ηIηJA ∂KA−

1

3
δ
[I
Kη

J ]A ηL∂LA
)
, (4.36)

S̃IJA =
1

4!
ϵIJKL

∫
d4η ηKηL Tr

(
1

2
A ∂AA−

1

4
∂A(A ηM∂MA)

)
, (4.37)

R̃IJ = −
∫

d4η Tr

(
1

2
η3IA ∂JA+

1

8
ϵIJKL η

KηLA ηM∂MA
)
, (4.38)

G̃IA = −1

2

∫
d4η η3I Tr

(
A ∂AA− ∂A(A ηJ∂JA)

)
, (4.39)

H̃AB =
1

2

∫
d4η η4 tr(∂AA ∂BA) . (4.40)

All the operators in this list obey BRST covariance conditions such as QSIJ
K = ∂̄SIJ

K ,

QGI
A = ∂̄GI

A, etc. Their (0, 2)-form physical parts are obtained after performing the

superspace integrals and dropping ghosts and antifields,

GI
A = Tr

(
ψI∂Aa+

2

3
φIJ∂Aψ̃J −

1

3
ψ̃J∂Aφ

IJ

)
, (4.41)

SIJ
K = Tr

(
φIJ ψ̃K −

2

3
δ
[I
Kφ

J ]Lψ̃L

)
, (4.42)

S̃IJA =
1

2
Tr
(
φIJ∂Aa+ ψ̃[I|∂Aψ̃|J ]

)
, (4.43)

R̃IJ =
1

2
Tr(ψ̃I ψ̃J) , (4.44)
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G̃IA = Tr(ψ̃I∂Aa) , (4.45)

H̃AB =
1

2
Tr(∂Aa ∂Ba) . (4.46)

The operators carrying twistor indices satisfy ZAGI
A = ZAS̃IJA = ZAG̃IA = ZAH̃AB = 0,

ensuring that they are projectively well-defined. Similarly, SIJ
K is trace-free: SIJ

J = 0.

Off-shell, we have seen that in the BV formalism, the operators TA, R
I
J , . . . satisfy

descent equations of the formQTA = ∂̄TA, QR
I
J = ∂̄RI

J and so on. SinceQA = ∂̄A+A2,

the action of the BRST charge identically vanishes on-shell. As a result, we find that all

such operators become ∂̄-closed on the support of the equations of motion. This is the

sense in which they are conserved currents in the twistorial theory. When the BV ghosts

and antifields are dropped, one obtains the conservation laws

∂̄HI = ∂̄TA = ∂̄RI
J = ∂̄GI

A = · · · = ∂̄H̃AB = 0 . (4.47)

It is also possible to directly verify these conservation laws on the support of the twistor

uplifts (2.48) – (2.52) of the field equations of N = 4 sdYM.

Out of these conserved operators, we can identify the generators of superconformal

symmetries. TA plays the role of the stress tensor and RI
J the role of R-symmetry currents.

The charges generating complexified SL4(C) conformal symmetry and SL4(C) R-symmetry

are respectively given by

QA
B =

∫
Σ
D3Z ZATB , QI

J =

∫
Σ
D3Z RI

J . (4.48)

The integrands of these integrals are weightless because TA carries weight −5 whereas

RI
J has weight −4. Similarly, the supersymmetries and conjugate supersymmetries are

generated by the graded-odd currents HI , G
I
A through the charges

QA
I =

∫
Σ
D3Z ZAHI , QI

A =

∫
Σ
D3Z GI

A , (4.49)

which are meaningful integrals because HI has weight −5 and GI
A has weight −4. To-

gether, these charges generate the familiar PSL(4|4,C) superconformal symmetry. Along

these lines, it would be desirable to understand if the dual superconformal symmetry of

N = 4 sYM and its Yangian extension [78, 79] also play a role in our holographic duality.

Among the remaining operators, SIJ
K and S̃IJA have weight −3, whereas R̃IJ , G̃IA

and H̃AB have weight −2. To form conserved charges out of them, we would have to

integrate them against holomorphic functions of ZA carrying weight −1 or −2 respectively

(so as to cancel the +4 weight of D3Z). There are no such holomorphic functions. So these

operators do not appear to give rise to any further global symmetries of N = 4 sdYM.9

In the next section, we will convert these twistorial local operators into local operators

on R4. This will give rise to conserved currents of N = 4 sdYM.

9In principle, one may be able to construct conserved charges out of these currents by integrating their

holomorphic derivatives normal to Σ against positive weight functions. We do not explore this here.
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4.3 Superconformal currents

In the previous section, we identified a set of conserved currents TA, HI , G
I
A and RI

J on

PT that generate the superconformal algebra. In this section, we study their pushforward

to R4, identifying these twistorial currents with their standard counterparts in N = 4

sdYM.

For the reader’s convenience, we repeat here the combined effect of the (Woodhouse)

gauge choice (2.37)-(2.41) that the restriction of A1 to any P1
x be harmonic together with

the solutions (2.42)-(2.46) of the vertical equations of motion:

a = λαAαα̇ē
α̇ , (4.50)

ψ̃I = Ψ̃Iα̇ē
α̇ , (4.51)

φIJ = ΦIJ ē
0 +

λ̂αDαα̇ΦIJ ē
α̇

∥λ∥2
, (4.52)

ψI =
2 λ̂αΨI

αē
0

∥λ∥2
+
λ̂αλ̂βDαα̇Ψ

I
β ē

α̇

∥λ∥4
, (4.53)

b =
3 λ̂αλ̂βBαβ ē

0

∥λ∥4
+
λ̂αλ̂βλ̂γDαα̇Bβγ ē

α̇

∥λ∥6
. (4.54)

To perform the pushforward, we plug these representatives into the expressions for our

currents.

First consider the currents HI , R
I
J that do not carry any twistor indices. On the

support of the field equations, they are ∂̄-closed. It is helpful to study the general structure

of such ∂̄-closed currents before working out explicit examples.

Let J ∈ Ω0,2(PT,O(−n)) be such a current. We assume that n ≥ 4 so that this current

can give rise to conserved charges. Being a (0, 2)-form on PT, it may be expanded as

J = Jα̇ ē
0 ∧ ēα̇ +

1

2
J0 ēα̇ ∧ ēα̇ . (4.55)

The conservation law ∂̄J = 0 translates into a single equation on its coefficients,

∂̄0J0 = ∂̄α̇J
α̇ . (4.56)

In Woodhouse gauge, both HI and RI
J will give rise to coefficients of the form

Jγ̇ =
(n− 2) λ̂α · · · λ̂βλ̂γJα···βγγ̇(x)

∥λ∥2(n−3)
, (4.57)

where J(α···βγ)γ̇(x) is a spacetime current with n− 3 symmetrized undotted spinor indices.

In such cases, the coefficient J0 is completely fixed by (4.56) to be

J0 =
λ̂α · · · λ̂βλ̂γ λ̂δ∂δδ̇Jα···βγ

δ̇(x)

∥λ∥2(n−2)
. (4.58)

Additionally, we obtain the spacetime conservation law

∂γγ̇Jα···βγγ̇ = 0 , (4.59)

– 33 –



which identifies Jα···βγγ̇ with a symmetry current on R4.

This tells us that we only need to compute the ē0 ∧ ēα̇ components of HI , R
I
J , which

tend to be simpler. On plugging the Woodhouse representatives into the expressions (4.20),

(4.29) for these currents, we obtain the structures

HI = −
3 λ̂αλ̂βHIαββ̇

∥λ∥4
ē0 ∧ ēβ̇ −

λ̂αλ̂βλ̂γ∂αα̇HIβγ
α̇

∥λ∥6
ēβ̇ ∧ ē

β̇

2
, (4.60)

RI
J = −2 λ̂αRI

Jαα̇

∥λ∥2
ē0 ∧ ēα̇ −

λ̂αλ̂β∂βα̇R
I
Jα

α̇

∥λ∥4
ēβ̇ ∧ ē

β̇

2
. (4.61)

The spacetime currents extracted from these expressions read

HIαββ̇ = Tr

(
Ψ̃Iβ̇Bαβ +

2

3
ΨJ

(αDβ)β̇ΦIJ −
1

3
ΦIJD(β|β̇Ψ

J
|α)

)
, (4.62)

RI
Jαα̇ = Tr

{
ΨI

αΨ̃Jα̇ −
1

4
δIJ Ψ

K
α Ψ̃Kα̇ −

1

4

(
ΦIKDαα̇ΦJK − ΦJKDαα̇Φ

IK
)}

. (4.63)

The tensor equivalent of the Grassmann-odd current HIαββ̇ has index structure HIαµ. This

makes it manifest that it is a supersymmetry current, as it carries one spinor index α and

one vector index µ. It is a chiral analog of the current that would have been dual to a

gravitino mode in Maldacena’s AdS5/CFT4 duality. Similarly, the current RI
Jαα̇ can be

expressed as a 1-form RI
Jµ. This is the chiral counterpart of the R-symmetry current that

would have been dual to the SO(6) gauge field in the AdS5 N = 8 supergravity multiplet.

The pushforwards of the stress tensor TA and the right-moving supercurrent GI
A are

slightly more involved. The first step is to express these currents as (1, 2)-forms:

T = TAdZ
A , GI = GI

AdZ
A . (4.64)

The idea is to evaluate these forms in a frame adapted to the fibration P1 ↪→ PT → R4.

So, instead of the holomorphic frame dZA of T ∗
PT, introduce the spacetime-adapted frame

e0 = ⟨λdλ⟩ ≡ Dλ , eα̇ = λαdx
αα̇ . (4.65)

These span the same (1, 0)-forms on PT as dZA. Because ZATA = ZAGI
A = 0, the (1, 0)-

forms T and GI are projectively well-defined on PT. Therefore they will indeed belong to

the span of e0, eα̇.

Let us first evaluate T using the formula for TA obtained in (4.28). When the various

Woodhouse representatives are substituted into T , its pushforward exhibits the following

structure:

T =

(
T0α̇ ē

0 ∧ ēα̇ +
1

2
T00 ēβ̇ ∧ ē

β̇

)
∧ e0 +

(
Tα̇β̇ ē

0 ∧ ēβ̇ +
1

2
Tα̇0 ēβ̇ ∧ ē

β̇

)
∧ eα̇ . (4.66)

Holomorphicity ∂̄T = 0 again fixes T00, Tα̇0 in terms of T0α̇, Tα̇β̇ by imposing the constraints

∂̄0T00 = ∂̄α̇T0
α̇−Tα̇α̇ and ∂̄0Tα̇0 = ∂̄β̇Tα̇

β̇. The unfixed components T0α̇, Tα̇β̇ take the form

T0α̇ = −4 λ̂αλ̂βλ̂γ

∥λ∥6
Kαβγα̇(x) ,

Tα̇β̇ = −3 λ̂αλ̂β

∥λ∥4
(
Tαα̇ββ̇(x) + ∂γ

β̇
Kαβγα̇(x)

)
− 4λ(αλ̂βλ̂γ λ̂δ)

∥λ∥6
Lαβγδα̇β̇(x) .

(4.67)
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Symmetry current R4 operator PT operator Bulk field Bulk degree

Supercurrent HIαµ HI ∂Iα PV0,1

Stress tensor Tµν TA βA PV1,1

R-symmetry current RI
Jµ RI

J ∂JβI PV1,1

Supercurrent GI
µα̇ GI

A γAI PV2,1

Table 1. The bulk-boundary dictionary relating superconformal currents to BCOV fields.

The spacetime tensor Tαα̇ββ̇ ↔ Tµν extracted from the second of these is found to be

Tαα̇ββ̇ = Tr

(
BαβFα̇β̇ +

1

2
ΨI

(αDβ)α̇Ψ̃Iβ̇ +
1

2
Ψ̃I(α̇Dβ̇)(αΨ

I
β)

+
1

6
D(α|α̇Φ

IJD|β)β̇ΦIJ −
1

12
ΦIJD(α|α̇D|β)β̇ΦIJ

)
. (4.68)

On the support of the field equations (2.53) – (2.57), this becomes symmetric and obeys

the conservation law ∂µTµν = 0. So it can be identified with the stress tensor of N = 4

sdYM. In fact, it is independently symmetric under exchanging α ↔ β and α̇ ↔ β̇. This

implies that Tµν is trace-free, which is consistent with 4d conformal symmetry.

Applying (4.41), the pushforward of the supercurrent GI admits a similar expansion,

GI =

(
GI

0α̇ ē
0 ∧ ēα̇ +

1

2
GI

00 ēβ̇ ∧ ē
β̇

)
∧ e0 +

(
GI

α̇β̇
ē0 ∧ ēβ̇ +

1

2
GI

α̇0 ēβ̇ ∧ ē
β̇

)
∧ eα̇ . (4.69)

Due to ∂̄GI = 0, the coefficients of ēβ̇ ∧ ē
β̇ are again fully determined by constraints like

∂̄0G
I
00 = ∂̄α̇G0

α̇ −Gα̇
α̇ and ∂̄0Gα̇0 = ∂̄β̇Gα̇

β̇. The data of the spacetime supercurrent can

be extracted from remaining coefficients GI
0α̇, G

I
α̇β̇

, which take the form

GI
0α̇ = −3 λ̂αλ̂β

∥λ∥4
KI

αβα̇(x) ,

GI
α̇β̇

= − 2 λ̂α

∥λ∥2
(
GI

αα̇β̇
(x) + ∂β

β̇
KI

αβα̇(x)
)
− 3λ(αλ̂βλ̂γ)

∥λ∥4
LI
αβγα̇β̇

(x) .

(4.70)

With our Woodhouse representatives, we obtain the following right-handed supersymmetry

current on R4,

GI
αα̇β̇

= Tr

(
ΨI

αFα̇β̇ −
2

3
Ψ̃J(β̇|Dα|α̇)Φ

IJ +
1

3
ΦIJDαα̇Ψ̃Jβ̇

)
. (4.71)

On-shell, this is symmetric in its dotted indices. Its tensor equivalent has the index struc-

ture GI
µα̇ and obeys ∂µGI

µα̇ = 0. In the standard duality, its non-chiral counterpart would

have arisen as the operator dual to another gravitino mode in AdS5 supergravity.

In total, we find the symmetry currents Tµν , G
I
µα̇, HIαµ, R

I
Jµ governing the N = 4

superconformal algebra on spacetime. This entry of our bulk-boundary dictionary is more

or less analogous to the standard AdS/CFT dictionary. We find that the stress tensor
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Tµν is dual to the Beltrami mode βA∂A ∈ PV1,1(X) that describes complex structure

deformations pointing along twistor space. The R-symmetry currents RI
Jµ are dual to

the trace-free part of the Beltrami mode ∂IβJ∂
J ∈ PV1,1(X). This describes complex

structure deformations in the normal WJ directions. Similarly, the supercurrents HIαµ

and GI
µα̇ are respectively dual to the modes ∂Iα ∈ PV0,1(X) and γAI∂A∂

I ∈ PV2,1(X) of

the bulk fermions α, γ. This dictionary is tabulated in table 1.

In the original interpretation of twistor strings [31], the couplings of these currents to

the Beltrami differential on supertwistor space PT was interpreted as the coupling ofN = 4

sdYM to dynamical N = 4 conformal supergravity on R4. In our construction, closed

strings are not confined to the branes which are not space-filling. We prefer to interpret

these couplings in terms of a holographic dictionary. The situation is exactly analogous

to the standard holographic dictionary, where the leading terms in the Fefferman-Graham

expansion of N = 8 Einstein supergravity in AdS5 correspond to the N = 4 conformal

supergravity multiplet on R4 [44, 45].

5 Dictionary for local spacetime operators

In the previous section, we discussed a holographic dictionary between local operators on

PT and closed string states in the bulk. In special cases, we were able to use it to find

the bulk fields dual to symmetry currents, such as the stress tensor of N = 4 sdYM. But

in general, this remains unsatisfactory since we are looking for a duality between local

operators on R4 and closed string states in the bulk. In this section, we argue that local

operators on spacetime are not dual to single-particle gravitational states. Instead, they

are naturally encoded in heavy objects like D-branes in the bulk.

As an illustration, we show how Witten’s D-instantons arise as D9 branes wrapping

the fibres of our 7-fold X = O(−1)⊕4 → PT. These encode Lagrangian insertions Lint. We

follow this with a discussion of half-BPS operators. Recently, in [56], Caron-Huot et al.

arranged the half-BPS operators of N = 4 sdYM into a generating functional that took

the form of a determinant operator. We show that such determinants are dual to giant

graviton D5 branes that intersect the original D5 branes wrapping supertwistor space in

twistor superlines P1|2.

5.1 D-instantons are D9 branes

Twistor string theory originated in [23], where Witten argued that D-instanton perturba-

tion theory can be used to compute N = 4 sYM amplitudes in an expansion around its

self-dual sector. In that work, the target space was thought of as being supertwistor space

PT instead of our 7-fold X, while a D-instanton was thought to be a D1 brane wrapping

a rational curve in PT. The simplest D-instanton wrapped a twistor line at a fixed point

(xα̇α, θIα) in chiral10 N = 4 superspace R4|8. Indeed, considering the effect of strings

stretched between the N branes filling PT and such D-instantons gave rise to remarkable

10To simplify expressions in chiral superspace, we will work on the slice θ̃α̇I = 0, which is possible in

Euclidean signature without setting θIα = 0.
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worldsheet formulae for N = 4 sYM scattering amplitudes [27, 30, 80]. However, the ef-

fect of D1-D1 strings was largely overlooked. This motivates us to reinterpret Witten’s

D-instantons as branes in our twistor string on X.

For simplicity, we focus on degree 1 D-instantons wrapping twistor lines, which con-

tribute to MHV amplitudes of N = 4 sYM. In Witten’s picture, the theory governing the

strings connecting the branes filling PT to the D-instanton was taken to be a 2d chiral

gauge theory with action

S =

∫
P1
x,θ

Dλ χ̃ ∂̄Aχ , (5.1)

where Dλ = λαdλα, the kinetic operator ∂̄A = ∂̄ + A is the gauge-covariant derivative

involving the supertwistor gauge field A, and χ, χ̃ are weight −1 fermions that transform

in the fundamental and antifundamental of GLN (C) respectively. Since χ, χ̃ are 0-forms on

P1, the components of A that survive in this action are necessarily the physical (0, 1)-parts

of A.

D5/D9 gauge theory. We would like to identify a brane in X that can reproduce this

action. In our formulation, the correct brane that accomplishes this is a not a D1 brane

but rather a D9 brane that wraps the holomorphic locus µα̇ = xα̇αλα in X. This brane

has 5 complex bosonic dimensions, as it wraps a P1 ⊂ PT as well as the fibers of O(−1)⊕4

above this line.

We must also specify boundary conditions on the worldsheet fermions. To obtain

an allowed D-brane in the B-model on X, one must ensure that the shifted holomorphic

symplectic potential on ΠT ∗
X ,

Θ = εAdZ
A + ηIdWI , (5.2)

becomes exact when pulled back to the brane. This is a necessary condition for the bound-

ary state defined by such a brane to preserve the scalar supersymmetry of the B-twisted

worldsheet theory: the supersymmetry variation of the worldsheet action gives rise to an

integral of Θ around the boundary of the worldsheet [81, 82], which vanishes precisely when

Θ is exact on the boundary.11

Motivated by Witten’s expression, altogether we choose the boundary conditions

µα̇ = xα̇αλα ,

ηI = θIαλα ,

εα =WIθ
Iα − εα̇xα̇α

(5.3)

on the fermionic fields, where we have split εA = (εα̇, ε
α). It is easily checked that

Θ
∣∣
D9

= (WIθ
Iα − εα̇xα̇α) dλα + εα̇x

α̇αdλα + dWI θ
Iαλα

= d(WIθ
Iαλα) .

(5.4)

11The boundary term is readily obtained by an application of Noether’s theorem to the worldsheet action

of a 2d N = (2, 2) supersymmetric sigma model [81]. The D5 branes filling twistor space have εA = 0,

WI = 0, so Θ is trivially exact.
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As a further consistency check, we observe that the embedding (5.3) satisfies the projec-

tivization constraint (2.30). Thus, from the point of view of the target superspace ΠT ∗
X ,

the D9 brane wraps the super-directions εα̇ complimentary to µα̇, while staying localized

in the ηI , εα directions.

Open strings confined to this D9 brane are described by a superfield

B ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(D9, gl1(C)) , (5.5)

which is Abelian since we only have a single D9. Here, ‘D9’ is short for the locus (5.3) that

the D9 brane wraps. These strings are governed by another holomorphic Chern-Simons

action

S99 =
1

2

∫
D9

Dλ d4W d2ε B ∂̄B (5.6)

living on the D9 worldvolume. In particular, the integral over d2ε is along the εα̇ directions.

Finally, we have 5-9 and 9-5 strings living on the intersection of the D5 and D9 branes.

This is precisely the line P1
x,θ in the zero section WI = εA = 0. They correspond to a pair

of fields

χ ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(P1
x,θ,O(−1)⊗ FN ) ,

χ̃ ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(P1
x,θ,O(−1)⊗ F∨

N ) ,
(5.7)

where FN and F∨
N denote the fundamental and antifundamental of GLN (C), and where the

5-9 and 9-5 strings have opposite charges under the gauge field living on the D9 branes.

These strings are governed by the action principle

S59 =

∫
P1
x,θ

Dλ χ̃ (∂̄ +A− B)χ , (5.8)

which is a BV completion of the action (5.1). The 0-form components of χ, χ̃ get identified

with χ, χ̃. In holographic applications, we will decouple the 9-9 strings B by turning off

the χ̃Bχ coupling. Thus, we can identify Witten’s D-instanton with D9 branes wrapping

a twistor line in twistor space as well as the four fibre directions of O(−1)⊕4.

Determinants and their anomalies. Next, let us explore what operators these branes

give rise to in the boundary theory. We will do this by decoupling the 9-9 strings, and

considering purely the theory of the 5-9 and 9-5 strings as an insertion in the path integral

of N = 4 sdYM. This is a common technique in twisted holography [58].

However, before we decouple the 9-9 strings, we must address an important subtlety. If

we use the gauge freedom in the P1 directions to set the (0, 1)-form parts of χ, χ̃ to zero, the

5-9 and 9-5 theory reduces to the path integral associated with the action (5.1). Integrating

out χ and χ̃ then produces a functional determinant insertion in the path integral of the

5-5 strings,

det
(
∂̄A|P1

x,θ

)
. (5.9)

This determinant suffers from a well-understood 1-loop gauge anomaly,

Q log det
(
∂̄A|P1

x,θ

)
=

1

2

∫
P1
x,θ

Tr(A ∂A) , (5.10)
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which may be cancelled by a standard anomaly inflow mechanism. This mechanism was

first discussed in [31], and it can be easily adapted to twistor strings viewed as a B-model

on O(−1)⊕4 → PT. (We also remark in passing that gauge-invariant operators closely

related to (5.9) include the integral of its logarithm over an appropriate combination of

θIαs [55], and a holomorphic analogue of a Wilson line. The Wilson loop construction is

closely related to the computation of scattering amplitudes [52], as we briefly touch upon

in section 7.)

Briefly, the combined theory of closed strings and the D5/D9 open strings must be

anomaly-free. In the presence of the D5 branes, the BRST transformation of closed strings

receives a correction supported on the D5 worldvolumePT. At the same time, the D9 brane

produces a tadpole for the closed strings which is an integral over the D9 worldvolume. The

BRST variation of the D9 tadpole receives a contribution from the D5 correction which

localizes on the D5/D9 intersection. This precisely cancels the 1-loop gauge anomaly of

the theory of the 5-9 and 9-5 strings.

This anomaly inflow mechanism works in the context of brane intersections in the

B-model. But in the holographic context, we would like to study determinants like (5.9)

purely as operator insertions in the path integral of N = 4 sdYM, after having decoupled

the 9-9 strings and closed strings. Fortunately, in this case, we can still cancel the gauge

anomaly (5.10) by turning on a local counterterm that takes the form of a gravitational

dressing, in the spirit of [83–85].

Such a counterterm can be motivated by formally looking at the backreaction of a

single D9 brane.12 This is a closed string background Ψ = Ψx,θ ∈ PV∗,1(X) that solves

∂̄Ψx,θ = δD9 , (5.11)

where δD9 is a super delta function on ΠT ∗
X that is supported along the D9 locus (5.3),

see (5.15) below.13 Employing the open-closed couplings discussed in section 4.2, we can

couple this as a fixed background to the theory on the D5 branes, and thereafter turn

off the closed string fluctuations as well as the 9-9 strings. This amounts to inserting the

combination

exp

(
−1

2

∫
PT

D3|4Z TrA [Ψx,θ,A]
)

det
(
∂̄A|P1

x,θ

)
, (5.13)

into the path integral of the D5 brane gauge theory. This gravitational dressing of the

naive determinant operator furnishes an anomaly-free operator insertion.

It is possible to find an explicit expression for Ψx,θ in harmonic or axial gauge, but

we will only need (5.11) to verify the anomaly cancellation. Using QA = ∂̄A + A2 and

12We emphasize that we will treat this backreaction purely as a formal gadget to implement a version of

anomaly inflow within the D5 brane gauge theory. We are not studying holography at finite N .
13Strictly speaking, we should demand

∂̄Ψx,θ +
1

2
[Ψx,θ,Ψx,θ] = δD9 , (5.12)

but as usual we can solve this equation through a Bochner-Martinelli kernel Ψx,θ ∝ Dµ̂ which ensures that

[Ψx,θ,Ψx,θ] ∝ Dµ̂ ∧Dµ̂ = 0.
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integrating by parts, the BRST variation of our gravitational dressing is found to be

Q

∫
PT

D3|4Z TrA [Ψx,θ,A] =
∫
PT

D3|4Z TrA [∂̄Ψx,θ,A]

=

∫
PT

D3|4Z TrA [δD9,A] .
(5.14)

To compute this integral, let us work in the patch ιαλα ̸= 0 for some reference spinor ια
and choose the representative

δD9 = δ̄2|4(µ− xλ | η − θλ) ια
⟨λι⟩

(
εα + xα̇αεα̇ − θIαWI

)
(5.15)

for the D9 delta function.14 This is proportional to a delta function that localizes super-

twistor integrals to integrals over the line P1
x,θ. With this representative, we obtain

[δD9,A] = ∂AδD9 ∂AA− ∂IδD9 ∂IA

= δ̄2|4(µ− xλ | η − θλ) ια
⟨λι⟩

(
∂

∂λα
+ xα̇α

∂

∂µα̇
+ θIα

∂

∂ηI

)
A

= δ̄2|4(µ− xλ | η − θλ) ια
⟨λι⟩

∂

∂λα

(
A
∣∣
P1
x,θ

)
.

(5.16)

The independence of this expresion from ια may be verified using

λα
∂

∂λα

(
A
∣∣
P1
x,θ

)
= ZA ∂A

∂ZA

∣∣∣∣
P1
x,θ

= 0 , (5.17)

which is the statement that A has homogeneity zero in ZA. Finally, plugging (5.16) into

(5.14), we get

Q

∫
PT

D3|4Z TrA [Ψx,θ,A] =
∫
P1
x,θ

dλβ
λβια
⟨λι⟩

Tr

(
A ∂

∂λα

(
A
∣∣
P1
x,θ

))
=

∫
P1
x,θ

dλα Tr

(
A ∂

∂λα

(
A
∣∣
P1
x,θ

))
=

∫
P1
x,θ

Tr(A ∂A) .

(5.18)

This precisely cancels the anomalous BRST variation (5.10).

Lagrangian insertions. Having cancelled its anomaly, we can study the spacetime con-

tent of the determinant insertion (5.9). We can expand it in A by taking a logarithm and

applying log det = Tr log,

log det
(
∂̄A|P1

x,θ

)
− log det

(
∂̄|P1

x,θ

)
= −

∞∑
n=1

1

n

(
i

2π

)n ∫
(P1

x,θ)
n

Dλ1Dλ2 · · ·Dλn
⟨12⟩⟨23⟩ · · · ⟨n1⟩

Tr(A1A2 · · · An) . (5.19)

14Keep in mind that δ(θ) = θ for a Grassmann variable θ. So δD9 imposes ια(ε
α + xα̇αεα̇ − θIαWI) = 0.

By the quadric constraint ZAεA −WIη
I = 0, we automatically also have λα(ε

α + xα̇αεα̇ − θIαWI) = 0 on

the support of δD9. Since ια, λα form a spinor basis, δD9 indeed imposes εα = θIαWI − xα̇αεα̇ on ΠT ∗
X .
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Here, we have abbreviated ⟨λiλj⟩ ≡ ⟨ij⟩, and denoted by Ai the value of A evaluated at the

point λiα on the line P1
x,θ. Terms in the θ-expansion of this determinant have previously

been studied in [55]. They contribute to the Lagrangian of non-self-dual N = 4 sYM. The

n = 1 term in the sum in (5.19) is a self-energy divergence that may be renormalized by a

suitable counterterm.

As explained in [55], we can reduce this determinant to spacetime by working in Wood-

house gauge. In this gauge, we find

A|P1
x,θ

= ē0
(
1

2
ΦIJη

IηJ −
2 λ̂αΨI

αη
3
I

∥λ∥2
+

3 λ̂αλ̂βBαβη
4

∥λ∥4

)∣∣∣∣
η=θλ

, (5.20)

so the θ-expansion of A starts at order θ2. Consequently, the sum over n in (5.19) only runs

over n ≤ 4. The result can be written as a superfield expansion in θIα, running up to order

θ8. In particular, performing a d8θ integral extracts its top component, which precisely

reproduces the non-self-dual interaction Lint that deforms N = 4 sdYM into N = 4 sYM,∫
d8θ log det

(
∂̄A|P1

x,θ

)
= −1

2
Tr

(
BαβBαβ +ΦIJΨ

IαΨJ
α +

1

2
ΦIJΦ

JKΦKLΦ
LI

)
≡ Lint .

(5.21)

Exponentiating (5.19), we can express our determinant as

det
(
∂̄A|P1

x,θ

)
∝ exp

(
Aθ2 + · · ·+ Lintθ

8
)

(5.22)

up to a proportionality constant independent of (x, θ). Each term in the exponential on

the right is a single-trace term. The expansion of the exponential also truncates at order

θ8. The top component of this expansion takes the form

(Lint +multi-trace) θ8 . (5.23)

As a result, Witten’s D-instantons encode the non-self-dual Lagrangian insertions, up to

multi-trace terms. This allowed Witten to compute tree-level MHV amplitudes of N = 4

sYM perturbatively around its self-dual sector using such determinant insertions [23].

5.2 Half-BPS operators and D5 giants

As an application of our duality, we would like to develop a similar dictionary for single-

trace half-BPS operators. The recent work [56] teaches us that when restricted to chiral

superspace, half-BPS multiplets in the self-dual theory can be cleverly repackaged into

heavy determinant operators. In this section, we show that such determinants arise from

D5 brane giant gravitons wrapping a twistor line in PT and two out of the four fiber

directions of O(−1)⊕4.

To set up such a geometry, let’s split the coordinates on X into pairs:

ZA = (µα̇, λα) , WI = (ν ȧ, τa) , (5.24)

where a = 0, 1 and ȧ = 0̇, 1̇ are another set of 2-component indices that are R-symmetry

analogs of the spinor indices α, α̇. The twistor ZA is split along the lines of the familiar
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decomposition SO(4) = (SU(2) × SU(2))/Z2 of the Euclidean rotation group. Similarly,

the splitting of WI is meant to break the SU(4) R-symmetry down to SU(2)× SU(2). We

can also split the dual odd coordinates εA and ηI into pairs:

εA = (εα̇, ε
α) , ηI = (ηȧ, η

a) . (5.25)

As the reader might already suspect, our brane will wrap essentially half of these bosonic

directions and a complementary half of the fermionic directions.

A half-BPS operator on spacetime gives rise to a superfield that depends on only half

of the eight superspace coordinates θIα = (θαȧ , θ
αa) and their right-handed counterparts θ̃α̇I .

In the spirit of [56], we will restrict attention to the pullbacks of such operators to chiral

superspace θ̃α̇I = 0. The resulting superfields will depend on a choice of four Grassmann

coordinates, say

ζαa = θαa + yȧaθαȧ (5.26)

for some matrix yȧa ∈ C2×2.

We propose that this data can be encoded into a D5 brane wrapped along the following

locus in the target supermanifold ΠT ∗
X :

µα̇ = xα̇αλα ,

ν ȧ = yȧaτa ,

εα = ζαaτa − xα̇αεα̇ ,
ηa = ζαaλα − yȧaηȧ .

(5.27)

One may verify that this embedding satisfies the projectivization constraint (2.30). It is

an allowed brane in the B-model because the symplectic potential (5.2) again evaluates to

an exact quantity,

Θ
∣∣
D5′

= (ζαaτa − xα̇αεα̇) dλα + εα̇x
α̇αdλα + ηȧy

ȧadτa + (ζαaλα − yȧaηȧ) dτa
= d(ζαaλατa) .

(5.28)

Here and in what follows, to distinguish such giant graviton branes from our original stack

of N D5 branes wrapping supertwistor space, we refer to them as D5′ branes.

Half-BPS operators like TrΦn will emerge from this data through the theory of 5-5′

and 5′-5 strings. The 5-5′ and 5′-5 strings live on the brane intersection

P1|2
x,y,ζ : µα̇ = xα̇αλα , ηa = ζαaλα − yȧaηȧ , WI = εA = 0 . (5.29)

This is a superline, and it is convenient to collect its coordinates into a super-coordinate

λα = (λα|ηȧ) . (5.30)

The string fields representing 5-5, 5-5′, 5′-5 and 5′-5′ strings are respectively given by A
along with

χ ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(P1|2
x,y,ζ , FN ) ,

χ̃ ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(P1|2
x,y,ζ , F

∨
N ) ,

A ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(D5′, gl1(C)) ,

(5.31)
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where FN , F
∨
N are the fundamental and antifundamental of GLN (C) respectively, and ‘D5′’

is short for the locus (5.27). The 5-5′ and 5′-5 strings are governed by the action

S55′ =

∫
P1|2
x,y,ζ

D1|2λ
(
χ̃ ∂̄Aχ+Tr(χA χ̃) + · · ·

)
, (5.32)

with the trace in the second term being over glN (C) ≃ FN ⊗ F∨
N matrices. The ellipses

denote quartic and higher-order open-open couplings that will not play any role in our

analysis.

We will develop the theory of 5′-5′ strings in the coming sections, so let us decouple

those for the moment. This entails setting A = 0. However, let us choose to freeze A to

a nonzero vacuum expectation value (vev)

A = δ̄1|2(λ,λ∗) . (5.33)

This is a weightless, (0, 1)-form-valued delta function that fixes λ to a ‘reference’ point λ∗
on P1|2. For most of this work, we will choose λ∗ to carry no fermionic components.

Upon partially gauge-fixing by setting the (0, 1)-form parts of χ, χ̃ to zero, and re-

naming the 0-form parts as χ, χ̃, this results in the bulk-decoupled action

S55′ =

∫
P1|2
x,y,ζ

D1|2λ χ̃
(
∂̄A + δ̄1|2(λ,λ∗)

)
χ . (5.34)

Once again, integrating out χ, χ̃ generates the insertion of a functional determinant in the

path integral of N = 4 sdYM. Since these fields are sections of OP1 , they carry one zero

mode in each of their N components. This would have forced a naive evaluation of their

path integral to vanish. Thankfully, the δ̄1|2(λ,λ∗) χ̃χ mass term comes to the rescue. It

generates insertions that soak up these zero modes and lead to a nonvanishing result.

The 2d CFT (5.34) is precisely the theory that was used to construct a generating

functional of half-BPS operators in [56]. This generating functional is a determinant op-

erator, and our analysis shows that its bulk dual is a D5′ giant with a vev (5.33) turned

on. In the rest of this section, we briefly review this determinant operator. In the next

section, we will develop techniques for encoding the correlators of such determinants in the

configurations of giants.

Integrating out 5-5′ and 5′-5 strings. Let us define a deformed dbar operator that

incorporates the vev (5.33),

∂̄∗ ≡ ∂̄ + δ̄1|2(λ,λ∗) . (5.35)

The free-field χ-χ̃ 2-point function in the presence of the vev is the Green’s function of ∂̄∗.

It can be written in a gauge adapted to the reference point λ∗,〈
χr(λi) χ̃

s(λj)
〉
= δsr

(
1 + [i, j, ∗]

)
≡ δsr ∆(λi,λj) , (5.36)

with r, s being the indices of FN . Here, [i, j, k] is a 3-point analog of the 5-point R-invariant

[i, j, k, l,m] commonly encountered in N = 4 superamplitudes,

[i, j, k] =
δ̄0|2(⟨ij⟩ηk + ⟨jk⟩ηi + ⟨ki⟩ηj)

⟨ij⟩⟨jk⟩⟨ki⟩
. (5.37)
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This invariant has the useful property that it vanishes if any two of its three arguments

λi,λj ,λk coincide. We have also defined a color-stripped Green’s function ∆(λi,λj) =

1 + [i, j, ∗] that will show up in the computations below.

Integrating out χ, χ̃ produces the determinant insertion

det
(
∂̄A|P1|2

x,y,ζ

)
(5.38)

in the path integral of holomorphic Chern-Simons on PT. Unlike the case of D9 branes,

this D5′ determinant can be checked to have no gauge anomaly, essentially owing to the

“supersymmetry” on P1|2. The gauge anomaly would have been proportional to the level of

the GLN (C) current algebra generated by the currents Jr
s(λ) =

∫
d2η χrχ̃

s, but this level

vanishes due to a cancellation between bosonic and fermionic contributions. Hence, we do

not need any gravitational dressing or anomaly inflow to make this insertion well-defined.15

Having confirmed its gauge invariance, we can reduce this determinant to spacetime

by working in Woodhouse gauge. To accomplish this, we evaluate its logarithm,

log det
(
∂̄A|P1|2

x,y,ζ

)
− log det

(
∂̄|P1|2

x,y,ζ

)
= −

∞∑
n=1

1

n

(
i

2π

)n ∫
(P1|2

x,y,ζ)
n

D1|2λ1 · · ·D1|2λn∆12∆23 · · ·∆n1Tr(A1A2 · · · An) , (5.39)

having abbreviated ∆(λi,λj) ≡ ∆ij . The Woodhouse representatives of the (0, 1)-form

fields were collected in equations (4.50) – (4.54). In this gauge, the η-expansion of the

ē0-component A|P1
x
starts at order η2, i.e, with the scalar ΦIJ(x). Due to its manifest

supersymmetry, it suffices to determine the top component of the chiral superspace expan-

sion of our determinant. So let us set ζαa = 0 for simplicity. Pulling back A to a superline

P1|2
x,y,ζ=0 yields

A
∣∣
P1|2
x,y,0

=
1

2
ē0ΦIJ(x) η

IηJ
∣∣
P1|2
x,y,0

, (5.40)

since terms cubic or quartic in ηI drop out upon setting ζαa = 0.

To perform the superline integrals in (5.39), note that when ζαa = 0, the fermionic

incidence relations in (5.29) reduce to

ηI = yḃIηḃ , where yḃI ≡
(
δḃȧ,−yḃa

)
. (5.41)

If we define a null vector in C6 by setting

yIJ = ϵȧḃ y
ȧIyḃJ , (5.42)

and introduce the inner product y · Φ ≡ 1
2 y

IJΦIJ , then we obtain

A
∣∣
P1|2
x,y,0

= ē0 y · Φ(x) η0̇η1̇ . (5.43)

15This is fortunate, as one can show that the closed string backreaction of our D5′ giant does not couple

to the D5 branes. This would have foiled our gravitational dressing argument, had we needed it.
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Plugging this into (5.39), we can saturate the ηiȧ integrals purely with the ηi0̇ηi1̇ factors

contributed by theAi’s. Hence, the 2-point functions ∆i,i+1 each reduce to 1 and drastically

simplify the determinant.

Performing the sphere integrals, we are left with

log det
(
∂̄A|P1|2

x,y,0

)
− log det

(
∂̄|P1|2

x,y,0

)
= −

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n

n
Tr(y · Φ)n

= log det(1 + y · Φ) .
(5.44)

Exponentiating this, we conclude that integrating out the 5-5′ and 5′-5 strings χ, χ̃ inserts

the determinant det(1+ y ·Φ) in the path integral of N = 4 sdYM. It is straightforward to

generalize this to nonzero ζαa by acting with holomorphic supercharges on det(1 + y · Φ)
to generate its superconformal descendants.

In summary, we can encode all the half-BPS operators formed from a single scalar into

a determinant operator. It is this determinant operator (and its supersymmetrization)

which is found to be dual to a giant graviton D5′ brane in the bulk 7-fold X. This is

markedly different from the non-chiral duality between type IIB strings on AdS5× S5 and

N = 4 sYM, where these operators happen to be dual to KK modes of supergravity fields

on the S5 [5].

In fact, even in the non-chiral duality, determinantal generating functions of half-BPS

operators provide a useful tool for computing their correlation functions [57]. The same

trick works in our case. Correlators of half-BPS operators in N = 4 sdYM can be extracted

from correlators of such determinant operators by picking them out as coefficients of an

expansion in yIJ . Motivated by this, we study the computation of determinant correlators

and develop their bulk interpretation in the next section.

6 Determinant correlators

In this section, we describe the bulk dual of half-BPS correlators in N = 4 sdYM. This

is implemented via the holographic dictionary for determinant operators developed in the

previous section.

We begin by reviewing the calculation of correlators of determinant operators such as

det(1 + y · Φ) in the self-dual theory carried out in [56]. This computation boils down to

a matrix model governing a single matrix ρij , where i, j = 1, . . . , k label the determinant

insertions. Next, we show that saddles of this matrix model map to nontrivial ‘shapes’

of D5′ giant gravitons in the bulk. The giant graviton dual to a single determinant was

discussed in the previous section. For a stack of k (non-coincident) giants that engineer the

k determinant insertions, by a ‘shape’ we will mean an on-shell open string configuration on

their worldvolume. Such a configuration will encode the backreaction of the N D5 branes

on the geometry of the giants.

Some of these computations are much cleaner in the setup of twisted holography on

a 3-fold. For the convenience of the reader, as an easy warmup, we provide an appendix

that describes the calculation of determinant correlators in a chiral algebra dual to the
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B-model on the deformed conifold SL2(C). Part of this is a review of the original work [58]

on the subject. However, our bulk computation of the worldvolume action of the giants in

the presence of the backreaction of N D1 branes is new. We provide two techniques for

accomplishing this, one of which readily generalizes to our higher-dimensional case.

6.1 The ρ matrix model

We wish to study the correlator of k bosonic determinant operators of the kind

D(x, y) = det(1 + y · Φ(x)) . (6.1)

In this section, we review the techniques of [56, 57] that reduce such a correlator to a matrix

integral over a single matrix ρ. This computation can also be generalized to incorporate the

superconformal descendants of D(x, y) in chiral superspace. We remark on this in section

7, but othertwise leave the construction of giant gravitons dual to the correlators of such

supersymmetrized determinants to future work.

The correlator ⟨
∏k

i=1D(xi, yi)⟩ of k such determinants is given by a path integral in

the holomorphic Chern-Simons theory uplifting N = 4 sdYM to twistor space. If we

represent each determinant as the partition function of a pair of fermions as in (5.34), our

computation turns into a path integral over the combined action of the 6d and 2d fields:

S[A, χ, χ̃] =
∫
PT

D3|4Z Tr

(
1

2
A ∂̄A+

1

3
A3

)
+

k∑
i=1

∫
P1|2
i

D1|2λ
(
χ̃i∂̄∗χi + χ̃iAχi

)
, (6.2)

where P1|2
i ≡ P1|2

xi,yi,0
, and ∂̄∗ is the “massive” dbar operator defined in (5.35). For simplicity,

we are choosing the same reference point λ∗ on each superline.

For this calculation, we will work in a gauge in which we will only need to keep the

physical (0, 1)-form fields in A. A convenient gauge to perform such path integrals is CSW

gauge. This is an axial gauge in which the A3 term in the holomorphic Chern-Simons

action drops out, and the Green’s function of ∂̄ on PT takes the form〈
Ar

s(Zi)Au
v(Zj)

〉
= δvr δ

s
u δ̄

2|4(Zi,Zj ,Z∗) (6.3)

for some fixed choice of reference supertwistor ZA
∗ . The notation δ̄2|4(Zi,Zj ,Zk) represents

a delta function whose support is the locus where Zi,Zj ,Zk are projectively collinear (see

the helpful review [86]),

δ̄2|4(Zi,Zj ,Zk) =

∫
(C∗)2

ds

s

dt

t
δ̄4|4(Zi + sZj + tZk) . (6.4)

2-point functions like (6.3) are typically normalized with a factor of 1/N . But we will find

it convenient to instead keep the ‘bare’ normalization displayed in (6.3). This will give

rise to factors of N in various expressions, which will help us keep track of terms that are

generated due to backreaction.

On dropping the A3 interaction, the integral over A becomes Gaussian and can be

performed in closed form. This results in an effective action for the 2d fields which consists
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of their kinetic term plus the following four-fermion interaction vertex,

1

2

k∑
i,j=1

∫
P1|2
i

D1|2λi

∫
P1|2
j

D1|2λj δ̄
2|4(Zi,Zj , ∗)Tr(χiχ̃j) Tr(χjχ̃i) , (6.5)

with χi ≡ χi(λi), χ̃i ≡ χ̃i(λi), etc. The supertwistors Zi are being evaluated at the points

λi on the superlines P1|2
i .

Because this four-fermion vertex involves equal numbers of integrals and delta functions

of either parity, it can be completely localized down to

−1

2

∑
i̸=j

y2ij
x2ij

(χχ̃)ij(χχ̃)ji , (6.6)

written in terms of the products

(χχ̃)ij ≡ χir(λij) χ̃
r
j(λji) . (6.7)

Here, x2ij ≡ ϵαβϵα̇β̇x
α̇α
ij x

β̇β
ij and y2ij ≡ ϵabϵȧḃy

ȧa
ij y

ḃb
ij are (squares of) flat space norms of the

separations xij = xi − xj and yij = yi − yj . The points λij ,λji are solutions of the delta

function constraints. Their precise values may be found in [56], but we will not need them

when dealing with purely bosonic determinants. The only fact we need is that in this case,

using ζαai = 0 we obtain the simplification

λijα = (λijα | 0) , (6.8)

i.e., their fermionic components vanish.

At this stage, we perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich transform. We integrate in bosonic

matrix variables ρij for i ̸= j that allow us to replace this four-fermion vertex by

1

2

∑
i̸=j

x2ij
y2ij

ρijρji +
∑
i̸=j

ρij(χχ̃)ji . (6.9)

It is clear that integrating out ρij reverts us back to (6.6), up to an overall Gaussian integral

over ρ that may be accommodated as a normalization constant. The complete action for

the 2d fermions χ, χ̃ is now Gaussian, so they may also be integrated out.

With hindsight, it is helpful to think of the label i on the fermions as being an index

of the fundamental representation Fk of GLk(C). Integrating out the fermions inserts a

functional determinant into the leftover matrix integral over ρ,(
det(∂̄∗ + L)|P1|2

)N
, (6.10)

where both ∂̄∗ ≡ ∂̄+ δ̄1|2(λ,λ∗) and L are operators acting on quantities valued in Fk. The

operator L acts on the fermions χi as

(Lχ)i(λ) =
∑
j

ρij δ̄
1|2(λ,λij)χj(λji) , (6.11)
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where we have introduced dummy diagonal entries ρii = 0 to streamline notation.

This determinant can be evaluated perturbatively in L, once again by computing its

logarithm,

log det(∂̄∗ + L))− log det ∂̄∗ = −
∞∑
n=1

(−1)n

n
tr(∂̄−1

∗ L)n (6.12)

where ‘tr’ denotes a trace over glk(C) matrices like ρij formed from the fusion Fk ⊗ F∨
k .

Keep in mind that this is different from the trace ‘Tr’ over glN (C) matrices that we have

been employing up to this point.

We can invert the ∂̄∗ operator using its Green’s function ∆(λ,λ′) = 1 + [λ,λ′, ∗]
mentioned in (5.36). This yields the trace

tr(∂̄−1
∗ L)n =

∑
i1,··· ,in

ρi1i2ρi2i3 · · · ρini1∆i1in,i1i2∆i2i1,i2i3 · · ·∆inin−1,ini1 , (6.13)

having abbreviated ∆(λij ,λkl) ≡ ∆ij,kl. As mentioned in (6.8), our choice of working with

bosonic determinants forced the λij to carry no fermionic components. Without loss of

generality, we can choose the reference point λ∗ to also carry no fermionic components.

With this choice of gauge, each propagator ∆imim−1,imim+1 in (6.13) simply reduces to 1,

leaving us with

tr(∂̄−1
∗ L)n = tr ρn . (6.14)

As a result, our functional determinant evaluates to

log det(∂̄∗ + L))− log det ∂̄∗ = log det(1 + ρ) , (6.15)

where 1 stands for the k × k identity matrix in this determinant.

At this point, we are free to redefine the dummy components ρii by setting ρii = 1.

This absorbs the identity matrix within ρ, so that we are left with a simple insertion of

(det ρ)N in the leftover integral over the off-diagonal ρij . We can bring this insertion into

the exponential to obtain an effective action for ρij ,

S[ρ] =
∑
i<j

x2ij
y2ij

ρijρji −N log det ρ . (6.16)

We will refer to this as the “ρ matrix model”. All in all, we find that our determinant

correlator evaluates to 〈 k∏
i=1

D(xi, yi)
〉
=

1

Z0

∫ ∏
i̸=j

dρij e
−S[ρ] , (6.17)

where Z0 is a free Gaussian integral over ρ,

Z0 =

∫ ∏
i<j

dρij dρji e
−x2

ijρijρji/y
2
ij = πk(k−1)/2

∏
i<j

y2ij
x2ij

. (6.18)

This reduces the complicated calculation of a 6d correlation function to a 0d matrix integral!
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Key to this extreme simplification was the existence of CSW gauge that reduced the

twistor action of N = 4 sdYM to a purely Gaussian theory. This is a highlight of working

with the self-dual theory, as the non-self-dual theory contains further interaction terms

that will complicate such a reduction to zero dimensions even at small ’t Hooft coupling.

At the same time, note that even though this is a 1-matrix integral over a k×k matrix,

it does not possess a GLk(C) “gauge” symmetry and is not immediately amenable to the

usual approaches for solving such integrals. In the next section, we will physically interpret

this missing GLk(C) symmetry as a Higgsed phase of the worldvolume theory on a stack

of k giant gravitons.

6.2 The worldvolume theory of giants

In the last section, following [56], we saw how to reduce the correlator of half-BPS (bosonic)

determinant operators in N = 4 sdYM to a 1-matrix integral over a matrix ρij , where

i, j = 1, . . . , k. The diagonal entries of ρ are fixed to the values ρii = 1. On-shell, the

off-diagonal entries of ρ obey the equations of motion obtained from varying the action

(6.16),

x2ijρij −Ny2ijρ−1
ij = 0 . (6.19)

Solutions of these equations can be used to evaluate the matrix integral (6.17) in a saddle

point approximation.

We propose that each saddle of the ρ matrix model maps to a nontrivial configuration

of giant gravitons on the gravitational side of our duality. This identification proceeds in

the following steps.

• We begin by constructing the theory of k coincident D5′ giants that intersect the

original stack of N D5 branes in the twistor superline of the origin x = y = ζ = 0.

• We separate these giants by Higgsing their worldvolume theory, thereby sending them

to their respective locations in the fibers above the lines P1|2
i ≡ P1|2

xi,yi,0
.

• Integrating out the open strings stretching between the N D5 branes and the k D5′

giants adds an effective interaction term to the worldvolume theory of the giants.

This captures the backreaction of the N D5s on the giants.

• Solutions of the equations of motion of ρ map to solutions of the equations of motion

of the worldvolume theory of the giants coupled to this backreaction.

This recipe is depicted in figure 1. The key step here is the incorporation of backreaction,

which is the main result of this section. This will add a tadpole to the open string field

theory on the giants that obstructs the trivial vacuum of the giants from being a solution

of its equations of motion. Instead, in the next section, we will implement the last step of

this list to obtain new vacua that are in one-to-one correspondence with saddles of the ρ

matrix model. To aid the reader, we describe the same procedure in the simpler case of

giant gravitons in SL2(C) in appendix A.
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Figure 1. The D5′ giant gravitons start life as coincident branes. They are sent to their desired

locations in the target space via Higgsing their worldvolume theory. We have displayed the 5-5′

and 5′-5 strings χir, χ̃
r
i stretching from the N D5 branes to the D5′ giants. Post backreaction,

they get replaced by the fermion bilinears ρij = χirχ̃
r
j introduced during the Hubbard-Stratonovich

transform. The ρij will be identified with nontrivial states of strings stretching across non-coincident

giants, signaling recombination of the 5-5′ and 5′-5 strings into 5′-5′ strings in the presence of flux.

Giants before backreaction. Let us begin by setting up the worldvolume theory of

our k D5′ giants in the absence of the N D5 branes wrapping supertwistor space. We first

write the theory of k coincident giants, and subsequently Higgs this theory to move the

giants to their desired locations.

All our giants will be D5′ branes wrapping loci of the form (5.27). The first step is to

place all of them along the same locus

µα̇ = ν ȧ = εα = ηa = 0 . (6.20)

Bosonically, these k coincident branes wrap the superline P1
x=0 with coordinates λα, and

the two fibers of O(−1)⊕4 → P1
x=0 that carry coordinates τa. In the fermionic directions,

they wrap the εα̇, ηȧ dimensions. So the brane worldvolume carries the super-coordinates

λα ≡ (λα|ηȧ) , τa ≡ (τa|εα̇) . (6.21)

The former are coordinates on P1|2, while the latter can be thought of as coordinates

along the fibers of O(−1)⊕2 ⊕ ΠO(−1)⊕2 → P1|2. We work with the natural measures

D1|2λ = Dλ d2η and d2|2τ = d2τ d2ε on the base and fibers of this supergeometry. The

total measure D1|2λ ∧ d2|2τ is weightless, so our giants wrap a super Calabi-Yau, just like

the original branes that wrapped supertwistor space.

The resemblance continues, as the worldvolume theory on the giants is again a holo-

morphic Chern-Simons theory,

S5′5′ =

∫
D5′

D1|2λ d2|2τ tr

(
1

2
A ∂̄A +

1

3
A 3

)
. (6.22)
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The crucial differences here are that the gauge group is now GLk(C), the trace ‘tr’ is over

matrices valued in glk(C), and the open string field is given by

A ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(D5′, glk(C)) . (6.23)

As before, by this we mean that A is a (0, ∗)-polyform in the bosonic coordinates on the

D5′, with coefficients that depend on the super-coordinates λ, τ . Moreover, A is a k × k
matrix that we will label as Aij , where i, j are the Chan-Paton indices labeling the giants.

These are the same indices that ρij carries, which proves to be extremely suggestive.

Higgs mechanism. Up till now, we have described the theory of k coincident giants that

intersect supertwistor space in the twistor superline of the origin. However, we originally

wanted the theory of non-coincident giants, with the ith giant placed along the locus

µα̇ = xα̇αi λα , ν ȧ = yȧai τa ,

εα = −xα̇αi εα̇ , ηa = −yȧai ηȧ .
(6.24)

This intersects PT in P1|2
i .

In the absence of the shift generated by ζαai , such a brane’s placement in the fermionic

directions is completely fixed by the embedding of its bosonic part due to the constraint

Θ|D5′ = d(· · · ) discussed in (5.28). The bosonic part is a copy of O(−1)⊕2 → P1
xi

em-

bedded fiberwise into X = O(−1)⊕4 → PT. The fermionic directions (εα̇, ηȧ) are simply

coordinates on the parity-reversed conormal bundle of this bosonic submanifold. Indeed,

this conormal bundle is a submanifold of ΠT ∗
X . It is spanned by the four (1, 0)-forms

dµα̇ − xαα̇i dλα and dν ȧ − yaȧi dτa. A general covector in their span is

εα̇(dµ
α̇ − xα̇αi dλα) + ηȧ(dν

ȧ − yȧai dτa) , (6.25)

and comparing this with εAdZ
A + ηIdWI tells us that εα = −xα̇αi εα̇, η

a = −yȧai τa on the

ith brane. So it suffices to focus on the placement of the giants in the bosonic directions.

The giants can be separated and sent to their respective homes (6.24) by giving vacuum

expectation values to the Higgs fields inside A representing normal fluctuations of the D5′

branes. To pick out these Higgs fields, let’s expand A as a superfield in the Grassmann

coordinates εα̇, ηȧ on the D5′ worldvolume,

A = A+Mα̇εα̇ + Nȧηȧ + Pε2 + Qη2 + Rα̇ȧεα̇ηȧ + M̃α̇εα̇η
2 + Ñȧηȧε

2 + Bε2η2 , (6.26)

where ε2 ≡ ε0̇ε1̇ and η2 ≡ η0̇η1̇.
Each coefficient in this expansion is a (0, ∗)-polyform in the BV formalism. Denote by

L = O(−1)⊕2 → P1
x=0 (6.27)

the total space of the bosonic vector bundle wrapped by our D5′ branes. Then the coefficient

fields are valued in the following bundles:

A ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(L, glk(C))

– 51 –



Mα̇ ∈ Ω0,∗(L,O(1)⊗ glk(C))
Nȧ ∈ Ω0,∗(L,O(−1)⊗ glk(C))
P ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(L,O(2)⊗ glk(C))
Q ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(L,O(−2)⊗ glk(C)) (6.28)

Rα̇ȧ ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(L,O ⊗ glk(C))

M̃α̇ ∈ Ω0,∗(L,O(−1)⊗ glk(C))

Ñȧ ∈ Ω0,∗(L,O(1)⊗ glk(C))
B ∈ ΠΩ0,∗(L,O ⊗ glk(C))

where O(n) denotes the pullback of O(n) → P1 to the total space of L → P1. It is worth

being explicit about their weights because over half of these fields will play a nontrivial

role in our story. We also collect their equations of motion for later use,

∂̄A+ A2 = 0 (6.29a)

∂̄AM
α̇ = ∂̄AN

ȧ = 0 , (6.29b)

∂̄AP+Mα̇M
α̇ = 0 , (6.29c)

∂̄AQ+ NȧN
ȧ = 0 , (6.29d)

∂̄AR
α̇ȧ + [Mα̇,Nȧ] = 0 , (6.29e)

∂̄AM̃
α̇ + [Q,Mα̇] + [Rα̇ȧ,Nȧ] = 0 , (6.29f)

∂̄AÑ
ȧ + [P,Nȧ]− [Rα̇ȧ,Mα̇] = 0 , (6.29g)

∂̄AB+ [Mα̇, M̃
α̇] + [Nȧ, Ñ

ȧ] + [P,Q]− Rα̇ȧR
α̇ȧ = 0 , (6.29h)

where ∂̄AM
α̇ ≡ ∂̄Mα̇ + [A,Mα̇], etc. These follow from plugging the Grassmann expansion

(6.26) into the equation of motion ∂̄A + A 2 = 0 obtained from varying the action (6.22).

The Higgs fields are the 0-form parts of the coefficients Mα̇,Nȧ of the terms linear in

the Grassmann coordinates. Indeed, by the correspondence (3.5), the 0-form parts of

Mα̇εα̇ ↔ Mα̇ ∂

∂µα̇
, Nȧηȧ ↔ Nȧ ∂

∂ν ȧ
(6.30)

can be interpreted as a pair of vector fields normal to the branes. At the same time, they

are k×k bosonic matrices Mα̇
ij ,N

ȧ
ij . Giving a nontrivial vev to their diagonal entries allows

us to translate our branes to their desired locations.

Our branes start life at the “origin” µα̇ = ν ȧ = 0, and we want to send the ith brane

to µα̇ = xα̇αi λα, ν
ȧ = yȧai τa. Since shifts in µα̇ and ν ȧ are ordinary affine translations, we

can accomplish this by taking the vev for Mα̇
ii to be xα̇αi λα, and that for Nȧ

ii to be yȧai τa.

These vevs are allowed as they possess the requisite homogeneities. Collectively, we can

package them into a pair of matrix-valued vevs

⟨Mα̇⟩ = Xα̇αλα ,

⟨Nȧ⟩ = Yȧaτa ,
(6.31)
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where we have defined a pair of diagonal matrices containing the data of the xi, yi,

Xα̇α
ij = xα̇αi δij ,

Yȧa
ij = yȧai δij .

(6.32)

The introduction of such matrices is motivated by the use of similar diagonal matrices ζ, µ

in [58] to describe stacks of giants in twisted holography on SL2(C).
Let us check that these vevs move our coincident branes to the required loci in the

supermanifold ΠT ∗
X . The total vev for the diagonal string Aii is

⟨Aii⟩ = xα̇αi λαεα̇ + yȧai τaηȧ . (6.33)

The shift of the ith brane away from the origin µα̇ = ν ȧ = εα = ηa = 0 is computed by the

Schouten brackets of this vev with the super-coordinates normal to the brane,

δµα̇ = [⟨Aii⟩, µα̇] =
∂

∂εα̇
⟨Aii⟩ = xα̇αi λα ,

δν ȧ = [⟨Aii⟩, ν ȧ] =
∂

∂ηȧ
⟨Aii⟩ = yȧai τa ,

δεα = [⟨Aii⟩, εα] = −
∂

∂λα
⟨Aii⟩ = −xα̇αi εα̇ ,

δηa = [⟨Aii⟩, ηa] = −
∂

∂τa
⟨Aii⟩ = −yȧai ηȧ .

(6.34)

This is precisely the desired brane locus (6.24). It isn’t hard to generalize the vev ⟨Aii⟩ to
incorporate nonzero super-coordinates ζαai , and we briefly remark on this in section 7.

In this sense, the operations [⟨Aii⟩,−] provide vector fields generating translations of

the branes away from a chosen origin. More precisely, the Schouten bracket is a shifted

holomorphic Poisson bracket derived from the symplectic potential Θ = εAdZ
A + ηIdWI ,

and ⟨Aii⟩ are the associated Hamiltonians generating translations of the branes. The fact

that the branes satisfy dΘ|brane = 0 ensures that these translations are symplectic.

Without loss of generality, we assume that no two points (xi, yi) coincide. If so, then

our Higgsing breaks the GLk(C) gauge symmetry down to its maximal torus GL1(C)k.
Furthermore, it also drastically cuts down the spectrum of open strings on the giants.

In general, in the B-model, strings that stretch from one brane to another only carry

nontrivial states16 if the branes intersect [87]. Such states are always localized to the brane

intersections. In our case, since the giants never intersect after being sent to their final

positions, the only open strings that can carry any states are the diagonal strings Aii that

stretch from a giant to itself. The off-diagonal strings Aij , i ̸= j, become massive or get

removed in unitary gauge. Once the massive strings are integrated out, one recovers an

action which is simply a copy of abelian holomorphic Chern-Simons theory for every giant.

However, this naive conclusion only holds in the absence of the backreaction of the

original N D5 branes. This backreaction deforms the theory (6.22) by the addition of

extra potential terms. This potential energy can balance the tension of strings stretching

16A nontrivial state of a B-model string is necessarily massless.
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across different giants, allowing them to carry nontrivial (i.e., massless) states even when

the giants do not intersect! In the next section, we will explicitly show that it is precisely

the states of such off-diagonal strings that get identified with ρij .

Giants after backreaction. The third and most important step in our bulk-boundary

dictionary is the incorporation of backreaction. A simple example of this for giants in C3 is

reviewed in the appendix. In that setup, one starts with the B-model on C3, places a large

number of D1 branes along a copy of C ⊂ C3, and backreacts by them. The backreaction

gives rise to a complex structure deformation that turns C3 into SL2(C) ∼ AdS3 × S3.

Giant gravitons in this case arise as D1′ branes whose shapes are governed by holomorphic

curves in the deformed complex structure. This is the mechanism through which they

couple to the backreaction.

Our story is somewhat different in a very subtle way. Up till now, we studied the theory

of k D5′ giants in the absence of the N D5 branes wrapping PT. When these D5 branes are

reinstated and their backreaction taken into account, one might expect the giants to recoil

in response to the backreaction ξN that we obtained in (3.25). The interactions between

ξN and operators O′
n of the gauge theory on the giants are given by open-closed couplings

of the form ∫
D5′

D1|2λ d2|2τ ∂nξN O′
n (6.35)

where ∂n are some set of bosonic or fermionic derivatives normal to the giants. Since ξN is

a (0, 3)-form, the operators O′
n must be 0-forms. However, ξN points purely along D3W in

the antiholomorphic-form directions. As a result, the pullback of ξN to the loci (6.24) that

the giants wrap vanishes. So all such couplings appear to vanish. Open-closed couplings

higher-order in ξN vanish for the same reasons.

One might also suspect that the factor of ∥W∥8 in the denominator of ξN obstructs

this vanishing as one gets too close to WI = 0, leading to a delta function behavior instead

of a strict zero. This is indeed what happens in the case of D1′ giants in C3, as we prove in

the appendix. Similarly, this would also happen if our D5′ giants intersected the D5 branes

in a point instead of a P1, which may have been a more typical setup. However, in our case,

this does not help us as ξN does not carry any antiholomorphic-form dependence pointing

along Dλ̂ ≡ λ̂αdλ̂α. And integration over the D5′s necessarily requires the (0, 3)-form

dependence to assemble into Dλ̂ d2τ .

Nonetheless, in all of these cases, there is a morally equivalent, uniform approach

for obtaining the theory on the giants in the presence of the backreaction: open-closed

duality. Just as closed strings in the bulk feel the presence of the N D5 branes through

their coupling to 5-5 strings, open strings on the D5′ giants feel the D5 branes through

their coupling to the 5-5′ and 5′-5 strings. Integrating out the 5-5 strings deforms the

closed string BCOV theory by the backreaction ξN . Similarly, integrating out the 5-5′ and

5′-5 strings will deform the open string theory on the giants. In the absence of a better

understanding of the coupling of ξN to our giants, we will take this as our proxy for the

backreaction of the D5 branes on the D5′ giants. It is useful to know that this alternative

approach indeed reproduces the correct backreaction in the case of D1′ giants in SL2(C),
as checked in the appendix.
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The basic idea is very simple and has partially appeared in a similar setting in [33]

where it was applied to study flavor instanton backgrounds in celestial holography. Suppose

we have integrated out the 5-5 strings and replaced them with their backreaction. By our

arguments above, this does not appear to affect the giants to leading order in 1/N , so let

us forget about it. This leaves us with the worldvolume theory of the k giants – which we

take to be coincident to start with – coupled to 5-5′ and 5′-5 strings governed by the action

S55′ =

∫
P1|2

D1|2λ

(∑
i

χ̃r
i ∂̄∗χir +

∑
i,j

χ̃r
iAijχjr

)
. (6.36)

Along the lines of (5.35), we have shifted A by the additional vev ⟨Aij⟩ = δij δ̄
1|2(λ,λ∗) so

as to obtain an invertible Dolbeault operator ∂̄∗ ≡ ∂̄ + δ̄1|2(λ,λ∗). This action no longer

contains the 5-5 strings A that we integrated out, and the GLN (C) gauge symmetry acting

on the r indices has been relegated to the role of a flavor symmetry.

The 2-point function of χi with χ̃j is obtained by dressing the result quoted in (5.36)

with δij . The R-invariant occurring in it vanishes when its arguments coincide. Using this

fact, we observe that the χχ̃ fermion bilinear acquires the vev

⟨χirχ̃
r
j⟩ = δrrδij = Nδij (6.37)

in this vacuum. As a result, the cubic interaction in (6.36) generates a tadpole for A ,

N

∫
P1|2

D1|2λ trA . (6.38)

The equation of motion of A obtained from the combined action S5′5′ + S55′ sees this

tadpole as a source term which cannot be ignored in the large N limit. The trivial vacuum

A = 0 is no longer an allowed state of the giants, as it fails to solve the equations of

motion. Instead, this tadpole sources a nontrivial background for A , thereby deforming

the “shape” of the D5′ branes in a generalized sense.

Replacing χχ̃ by its vev is a linearization of the operation of integrating out the 5-5′ and

5′-5 strings. To obtain the full effective action of A , let us integrate out χ, χ̃ nonlinearly.

This is possible because their path integral is Gaussian. Just as integrating out these fields

inserted a set of determinant operators in the path integral of 5-5 strings, integrating them

out here inserts a determinant operator in the path integral of 5′-5′ strings,(
det(∂̄A |P1|2)

)N
, (6.39)

where ∂̄A = ∂̄ + A and the vev ⟨A ⟩ = δ̄1|2(λ,λ∗) is now understood as being included

within A . This contributes a potential energy term to the effective action of A ,

Seff
5′5′ [A ] = S5′5′ [A ]−N log det(∂̄A |P1|2) , (6.40)

where S5′5′ was the holomorphic Chern-Simons action given in (6.22). The tadpole (6.38)

is just the leading order term in the expansion of this potential.

At this stage, we can Higgs the giants by turning on the vevs (6.31). The resulting

Seff
5′5′ will be our ansatz for the action of the giants in the presence of the backreaction of

N D5 branes wrapping PT. It would be very interesting to see if this can be reproduced

from the flux ξN in a more direct way, but we leave this possibility to the future.

– 55 –



6.3 The map from saddles to strings

This brings us to the final step in the procedure outlined at the start of the previous section.

We have two theories that we claim are dual to each other at leading order in the large

N limit. On the boundary side of our duality lives the ρ matrix model with action (6.16).

In the bulk, we have obtained the worldvolume theory (6.40) of giant gravitons coupled

to the backreaction. In this section, we show how our duality relates the solutions of the

equations of motion of the two theories.

We begin by reexpressing the saddle equations of the ρ matrix model in matrix nota-

tion. Using the diagonal matrices introduced in (6.32), we observe that

[Xα̇α, [Xα̇α, ρ]]ij = xα̇αij [Xα̇α, ρ]ij = x2ijρij ,

[Yȧa, [Yȧa, ρ
−1]]ij = yȧaij [Yȧa, ρ

−1]ij = y2ijρ
−1
ij .

(6.41)

Therefore, the saddle equations (6.19) can be framed as the matrix commutator equation

[Xα̇α, [Xα̇α, ρ]] = N [Yȧa, [Yȧa, ρ
−1]] . (6.42)

This rewriting will help us connect with the equations obeyed by the fields on the D5′

worldvolume. A similar rewriting was the basis of the spectral curve approach to giant

gravitons in SL2(C) pioneered in [58].

Let us compare this with the equations of motion of the open strings on our giants.

The variation of (6.40) results in the equation

∂̄A + A 2 = NW δ̄2|2(τ ) . (6.43)

The quantity W (λ) on the right is a Wilson loop that arises in the variation of the functional

determinant

δ log det(∂̄A |P1|2) =

∫
P1|2

D1|2λ tr δA W . (6.44)

After shifting ∂̄ 7→ ∂̄∗ by giving the requisite vev to A , we can obtain an explicit expression

for W by varying the series expansion of the determinant. But this tends to be hard to

work with in general. For our purposes, it will suffice to simplify the equation of motion

using a judicious ansatz for A .

As explained previously, we are implementing the separation of giants indirectly through

Higgsing. So by the superline P1|2 here, we still mean the superline of the origin in su-

pertwistor space. On this superline, one sets τa = (τa|εα̇) = 0. The pullback of the

Grassmann expansion of A given in (6.26) to P1|2 is found to be

A |P1|2 = A+ Nȧηȧ + Qη2 , (6.45)

with the right-hand side being implicitly restricted to τa = 0. This tells us that the only

fields that enter log det(∂̄A |P1|2) are the (0, 1)-parts of A,Nȧ,Q.

The (0, 1)-part of A is a GLk(C) partial connection. It makes intuitive sense to look

for vacua in which this gauge field has not been excited. By the parity assignments made
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in (6.28), the (0, 1)-part of Nȧ is seen to be a fermion.17 A state with a nontrivial profile

for Nȧ might well be a necessary requirement for describing giant graviton configurations

dual to correlators of supersymmetrized determinants. But for our purposes, we will not

need to excite these fermions either.

So we will make the ansatz that the (0, 1)-parts of A,Nȧ vanish. Then the only field

that contributes to the determinant is Q. At this stage, define a constant k × k matrix ρ

as the sphere zero mode of the (0, 1)-part of Q,

ρ :=

∫
P1

Dλ Q
∣∣
τa=0

. (6.46)

This is not a gauge-invariant definition. It only makes sense here because we are looking

for solutions in which the gauge field is zero. If this were nonzero, we would have to choose

a frame for the gauge bundle on the giants that is covariantly constant (if possible) over

P1|2, and evaluate the components Qij of Q in that frame.

Next recall that, in total, we would like to give A the vev

⟨A ⟩ = Xα̇αλαεα̇ + Yȧaτaηȧ + δ̄1|2(λ,λ∗)1k , (6.47)

where 1k is the k × k identity matrix. The first two terms here signify the vevs discussed

in (6.31) that we gave to the Higgs fields, i.e., the 0-form parts of Mα̇,Nȧ. The third term

can be viewed as a vev for Q if we work in a gauge in which the reference point λ∗ ∈ P1|2

only carries bosonic components: λ∗ ≡ (λ∗|0). Since this is the choice we used to obtain

the ρ matrix model, it is the choice that we will continue to employ in this section. For this

choice, the delta function δ̄1|2(λ,λ∗) is a product of the weight −2 bosonic delta function

δ̄−2(⟨λλ∗⟩) and the fermionic dependence η2. Therefore, the third term can be interpreted

as a vev

⟨Qij⟩ = δ̄−2(⟨λλ∗⟩) δij (6.48)

for the diagonal entries of Q.

Plugging this vev into (6.46) tells us that the diagonal entries of the zero mode ρ carry

the vevs ⟨ρij⟩ = δij . We would like to identify this giant graviton zero mode ρ with the

matrix ρ that governs the determinant correlators. Since the diagonal entries of the latter

are fixed to be 1 (in our conventions), we will choose an ansatz in which the diagonal

fluctuations of the giant graviton mode ρ around this vev vanish as well. All the dynamical

data will then be contained in its off-diagonal entries ρij , i ̸= j.

With these motivations, the simplest choice of ansatz to seed the equations of motion

would be the profiles

A = 0 ,

Mα̇ = Xα̇αλα ,

Nȧ = Yȧaτa ,

Q = ρ δ̄−2(⟨λλ∗⟩) ,

(6.49)

17Keep in mind that the generators of differential forms like dλ̂α, etc. are treated as Grassmann odd

objects in topological-holomorphic theories such as ours.

– 57 –



with ρii = 1 held fixed. In this ansatz, we have dropped fluctuations of Mα̇,Nȧ. Re-

markably, this will suffice for our applications and allow us to conclude that the bosonic

geometry of the giants remains undeformed by the backreaction!

We are also dropping higher harmonics of Q on P1, as well as any τ -dependence.

Notwithstanding these extreme simplifying assumptions, this clean ansatz allows us to

identify the matrix model degree of freedom ρij with the open string that stretches from

the ith giant to the jth giant. This bestows a precise bulk interpretation upon these matrix

variables, concretely realizing some of the aspirations of [57]. In particular, when N = 0,

the only solution of the saddle equations (6.19) is ρij = 0, i ̸= j. This is consistent with

the fact that in the absence of backreaction, strings between non-intersecting giants cannot

carry any states.

Our task now is to solve the equations of motion of A to determine the remaining

fields in the multiplet (6.26). The equations of motion before backreaction were given in

equations (6.29a) – (6.29h). For our ansatz, a by now standard calculation shows that the

determinant generated by the backreaction reduces to

log det(∂̄A |P1|2) = log det ρ . (6.50)

Since ρ was a mode of Q, we find that the effective interaction N log det ρ only deforms

the equation of motion (6.29c) that is obtained from varying the worldvolume action with

respect to Q. The deformed equation reads

∂̄AP+Mα̇M
α̇ = −Nρ−1δ̄2(τ) . (6.51)

Setting A = 0 and Mα̇ = Xα̇αλα reduces the left-hand side to ∂̄P. Hence, this equation can

be solved using the Bochner-Martinelli kernel on C2,

P = −Nρ−1 Dτ̂

∥τ∥4
, (6.52)

where we set τ̂a ≡ ϵabτ̄ b.
The remaining equations of motion are undeformed. Equations (6.29a), (6.29b) and

(6.29d) are trivially solved by our ansatz, and (6.29e) is thereafter solved by

Rα̇ȧ = 0 . (6.53)

The equations (6.29f) and (6.29g) governing M̃α̇, Ñȧ are more nontrivial. For our ansatz

and the value of P obtained above, they simplify to

∂̄M̃α̇ = [Mα̇,Q] = [Xα̇αλα, ρ] δ̄−2(⟨λλ∗⟩) ,

∂̄Ñȧ = [Nȧ,P] = −N [Yȧaτ̂a, ρ
−1]

Dτ̂

∥τ∥4
.

(6.54)

In turn, these are satisfied by the profiles

M̃α̇ =
[Xα̇αλ∗α, ρ]

⟨λλ∗⟩
, Ñȧ = −N [Yȧaτ̂a, ρ

−1]

∥τ∥2
. (6.55)

– 58 –



Lastly, we can show that the equation (6.29h) governing B reduces to ∂̄B = 0:

0
!
= ∂̄AB+ [Mα̇, M̃

α̇] + [Nȧ, Ñ
ȧ] + [P,Q]− Rα̇ȧR

α̇ȧ

= ∂̄B−
λαλ∗β
⟨λλ∗⟩

[Xα̇α, [X β
α̇ , ρ]] +

Nτaτ̂b
∥τ∥2

[Yȧa, [Y b
ȧ , ρ

−1]]−N [ρ−1, ρ]
Dτ̂

∥τ∥4
δ̄−2(⟨λλ∗⟩)

= ∂̄B+ [Xα̇α, [Xα̇α, ρ]]−N [Yȧa, [Yȧa, ρ
−1]]

= ∂̄B . (6.56)

In getting from the third to the fourth line, we finally invoked the saddle equations (6.42)

of the ρ matrix model. The simplest solution of ∂̄B = 0 is clearly

B = 0 . (6.57)

With this, we have obtained a solution of the backreaction-coupled open string field equa-

tions on the giants.

To summarize, solutions of the saddle equations (6.42) translate into the following

open string configurations on the giants:

A = Xα̇αλαεα̇ + Yȧaτaηȧ + ρ η2 δ̄−2(⟨λλ∗⟩)

−Nρ−1ε2
Dτ̂

∥τ∥4
+

[Xα̇αλ∗α, ρ]

⟨λλ∗⟩
εα̇η

2 − N [Yȧaτ̂a, ρ
−1]

∥τ∥2
ηȧε

2 (6.58)

in the gauge where the reference point λ∗ had zero fermionic components. In this way, we

have provided a holographic map from saddles of the ρ matrix model to open string vacua

of the D5′ worldvolume theory.

As mentioned before, the bosonic embedding of the giants remains undeformed. All

the terms that contain ρ are second- or higher-order polyvectors. This indicates a defor-

mation of the locus wrapped by the giants in the supergeometry ΠT ∗
X ⊕ ΠTX . It would

be interesting to explore such super-deformations in more detail. This should be possible

by using the gauge symmetries of holomorphic super Chern-Simons theory to diagonalize

the entries of (6.58). In the SL2(C) case of [58], the giants frequently experience brane

recombination, and it is such a diagonalization that gives rise to the spectral curves that

they wrap in the presence of backreaction.

Although we lack a deeper geometric understanding of the open string vacua (6.58), it

is nevertheless remarkable that we can explicitly find giant gravitons in N = 4 sdYM for

determinant correlators at arbitrary multiplicity k. This is a dramatic improvement upon

the situation in the non-self-dual theory, where giant graviton shapes dual to determinant

correlators are only known at very low multiplicity, see e.g., [57, 88–93].

We leave the study of the path integral of the D5′ worldvolume theory in these vacua

to future work. Plugging our solution (6.58) into the potential energy N log det(∂̄A |P1|2)

was already seen to reproduce the interaction term N log det ρ of the matrix model action

(6.16). Similarly, we expect that the Gaussian term in this matrix model will also emerge

upon systematically integrating out the remaining open string fluctuations on the giants.
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7 Outlook

We close by highlighting some salient aspects of our duality. We also discuss many open

questions and interesting applications that remain to be explored.

Chiral holography. In this work, we have proposed a gravitational holographic dual of

the self-dual sector of N = 4 sYM theory. The magic ingredient behind this construction

was twistor string theory, which engineers N = 4 sdYM as the worldvolume theory of

B-model branes wrapping supertwistor space.

Along the way, we brought up many subtleties in the construction of twistor strings

that had been poorly understood in the past. Our reformulation of twistor strings involved

a B-model on the Calabi-Yau 7-fold O(−1)⊕4 → PT. We wrapped a stack of N D5 branes

along the zero section of O(−1)⊕4 to engineer the GLN (C) holomorphic super Chern-

Simons twistor action uplifting U(N) N = 4 sdYM to twistor space.

In the large N limit, these D5 branes backreact to source a closed string flux ξN that we

obtained in (3.25). We identified the bulk dual of N = 4 sdYM as being the closed string

B-model on O(−1)⊕4 minus its zero section, in the presence of N units of this flux. The

closed string theory was described in terms of a Bershadsky-Cecotti-Ooguri-Vafa (BCOV)

theory, which is an adaptation of Kodaira-Spencer gravity [42] to Calabi-Yau manifolds of

higher dimensions [43].

Our holographic bulk theory has the upshot of not suffering from any uncontrollable

towers of massless higher-spin particles, unlike the anticipated dual to free sYM [25]. More-

over, naively one would have worried that in any zero coupling limit of sYM, the bulk

would have become highly stringy and no easy target space effective action description

would exist. Contrary to this expectation, we found a relatively well-understood target

space description by means of BCOV theory. This is perhaps one of the most surprising

features of our duality and leads to our first open question.

The search for AdS5 × S5. One of the most important problems our discussion leaves

open is to understand the relation between the closed string B-model on O(−1)⊕4 and

some form of string theory on AdS5 × S5. The regular free limit of sYM is expected to be

dual to the tensionless limit of type IIB strings in AdS5 × S5. So one may have expected

our chiral free limit to also give rise to a bulk dual that is a string theory with an AdS5×S5

or related target, even if it cannot be described through a supergravity limit. This was

the idea implemented by Gaberdiel and Gopakumar in [24], whose worldsheet dual to free

sYM was a sigma model into a supersymmetrized twistor space associated to AdS5.

The most obvious way to obtain AdS5 × S5 from our space is as follows. First, recall

that PT fibres (non-holomorphically) over Euclidean R4. Specifically, a given twistor ZA =

(µα̇, λα) ∈ PT lies on the P1 fibre above the point

xα̇α =
µα̇λ̂α − µ̂α̇λα

⟨λ̂λ⟩
∈ R4 , (7.1)
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constructed with the help of Euclidean spinor conjugation. Equivalently, one can write this

as

xµ =
ZAσµABẐ

B

I(Ẑ, Z)
(7.2)

where IAB is the usual infinity twistor of flat R4 and σµAB are four 4 × 4 matrices with

the usual Pauli matrices on their block off-diagonals. Similarly, using the SU(4)-invariant

inner product on the fibres of O(−1)⊕4 → PT we define

nm =
WI(Γ

m)IJW
J

∥W∥2
(7.3)

where Γm are the Dirac matrices for Weyl spinors on R6. The nm are six, weightless,

real coordinates. As a consequence of Pauli-Fierz identities, they obey the constraint

δmnn
mnn = 1 and so define a point on S5. Finally, the scale ∥W∥ may be identified with

the radial coordinate of AdS5. More precisely, any such radial coordinate requires a choice

of point either within AdS5 and acting as the ‘origin’ or else on the boundary. For example,

the obvious scale-invariant combination representing the radial coordinate of the Poincaré

patch is r =

√
∥W∥2 I(Ẑ, Z). It would be very interesting to understand whether this

identification helps reduce the B-model on O(−1)⊕4 to a theory on AdS5 × S5.

There may be other potential relationships between our target space and AdS5×S5.18

One tantalizing hint seems to be implicit in the calculation of our backreacted target su-

perspace. As discussed in section 3.3, the backreaction ξN deforms the target superspace

of the B-model into a nontrivial determinantal variety whose bosonic and fermionic coordi-

nates naturally assemble into a parity-reversed element of psl(4|4,C) as in equation (3.41).

Exponentiating this gives an element of PSL(4|4,C), and it is well-known that AdS5 × S5

can be obtained as a coset space from a real form of this supergroup. For instance, this

led to the construction of a Green-Schwarz action for strings in AdS5 × S5 [95].

A second possibility is that our deformed bosonic coordinates GA
I found in equa-

tion (3.37) may be related to the variables ZA
I utilized in the pure spinor formulation of

strings in AdS5×S5 [96, 97]. This interpretation is bolstered by another recent attempt by

Berkovits at finding the bulk dual of free sYM based on twistor-like variables [98]. More-

over, in lower dimensional twisted holographic setups such as [10], it is indeed the deformed

bosonic coordinates that get interpreted as coordinates on SL2(C) ∼ AdS3×S3. We expect

that our deformed supercoordinates will allow for a similar interpretation as coordinates

on an appropriate superspace associated to AdS5 × S5.

A third possibility is that our duality may secretly be equivalent to that of Gaberdiel

and Gopakumar [24].19 Since the latter duality also operates via a worldsheet theory with

a twistorial target, it could plausibly be reinterpreted as a string dual to self-dual instead

of free sYM. If so, then it might be closely related to the worldsheet theory of our B-model

18However, there does not seem to be any clear relationship between O(−1)⊕4 and the minitwistor space

of AdS5 (see e.g. [26, 94]). This is because the minitwistor space can be identified with the quadric

ZAWA = 0 inside P3 × (P3)∗. However, in our case there is no natural way to identify the R-symmetry

index I on WI with a twistor (conformal) index A.
19We thank Matthias Gaberdiel and Edward Mazenc for discussions on this point.

– 61 –



(in the presence of the backreaction) through a worldsheet analog of graph duality. In the

terminology of [99, 100], the proposal of [24] may be thought of as being a V-type duality,

and our proposal may be its F-type cousin. This interpretation is supported by the fact

that while the holographic dictionary of [24] operates at the level of closed string vertex

operators inserted on the worldsheet, our dictionary is phrased in terms of D-branes and

operates at the level of the faces (boundaries) of the worldsheet.

Extending the holographic dictionary. In this work, we have only uncovered a small

portion of a larger holographic dictionary that must exist between N = 4 sdYM and closed

twistor strings. Because local operators on R4 uplift to operators on PT that are nonlocal

integrals over twistor lines, the standard holographic dictionary between local operators

on PT and closed string states does not translate into a dictionary relating general gauge

invariant local operators on R4 to closed string states.

The exceptions to this were the conserved currents of global symmetries such as the

N = 4 superconformal symmetries. As summarized in table 1, the stress tensor and R-

symmetry currents of N = 4 sdYM were respectively found to be dual to bulk complex

structure deformations longitudinal and transverse to PT inside O(−1)⊕4 → PT, restricted
to the brane locus WI = 0. These complex structure deformations were interpreted in [31]

as 4d conformal supergravity modes, but we believe they are better seen as the leading terms

in an expansion of bulk gravitational modes around the brane locus. It is certainly also

possible to construct couplings between the open strings and arbitrary normal derivatives

(∂/∂WI) of the Beltrami differential in the bulk 7-fold. It would be very interesting to

understand whether these relate to higher KK modes of some field in the supergravity

multiplet on AdS5 × S5.

For general local operators we had to work harder to find their bulk duals, even in the

half-BPS case. Pleasingly, we found that all the half-BPS operators of N = 4 sdYM, when

restricted to chiral superspace, can be packaged into compact determinant operators that

are dual to giant graviton D5′ branes. Such determinant operators were first proposed in

[56] as a helpful trick for computing a large class of half-BPS correlators in the self-dual

theory in one go. We discovered in section 6 that far from being a trick, this is precisely a

mirror to the bulk dynamics of the splitting and joining of strings on D5′ giant gravitons

in the presence of N units of D5 flux. In this direction, it would be very interesting to

explore the role of the emergent 10d symmetry of half-BPS correlators found in [56, 101]

as a symmetry of the worldvolume theory of our giants.

In summary, we have constructed a holographic dictionary for half-BPS operators

by means of D5′ giants wrapping a twistor line in PT and two out of the four fibers of

O(−1)⊕4. We have also interpreted Witten’s D-instantons as D9 branes wrapping all four

fibres of O(−1)⊕4 → PT and a twistor line in the base. Suitable superspace integrals of

the associated determinant operators give rise to insertions of the non-self-dual interaction

Lint of equation (2.14) that deforms the self-dual theory into non-self-dual N = 4 sYM.

The D9 branes discussed in this work intersect supertwistor space in twistor lines P1.

Similarly, the D5′ giants intersect supertwistor space in twistor superlines that are copies

of P1|2. One can also consider other branes. For instance, a D1 brane that wraps none of
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the fiber directions would intersect supertwistor space in a P1|4. It could be interesting to

explore what spacetime operators the associated determinants give rise to, and which BPS

sectors they belong to. One could also consider D3 and D7 branes that wrap one or three of

the fiber directions. These intersect supertwistor space in P1|3 and P1|1 respectively, so they

could possibly give rise to fermionic operators on R4. A generalization to branes intersecting

PT in higher degree rational curves [23] and supercurves would also be desirable, as it could

lead to novel holographic reformulations of the RSVW formula [30]. In the same vein, one

could also explore determinant modifications like sub-determinant operators, as well as

heavier operators.

There is, of course, a whole universe of operators beyond the half-BPS ones. Perhaps

the most interesting from the viewpoint of twisted holography are operators in the 1
8 -BPS

sector. These include the chiral algebra sector of N = 4 sYM [10, 102], which is dual to the

B-model on SL2(C).20 More generally, it would be interesting to explore the correlators of
1
16 -BPS or even non-BPS operators in the self-dual sector. By virtue of the absence of a ’t

Hooft coupling, these should be computable perturbatively. It will be very instructive to

understand which bulk gravitational states or D-branes encode such weakly or completely

non-protected operators and correlators.

Supersymmetrized determinants. In section 6, we built the giant graviton configu-

rations dual to the correlators of k bosonic determinants det(1+ yi ·Φ(xi)). In the original

work [56] on the ρ matrix model, the authors also derive an extended matrix model for su-

persymmetrized determinants. Such determinants fit in a chiral supermultiplet that starts

on det(1 + yi · Φ(xi)) and includes its superconformal descendants.

It would be interesting to generalize our giant graviton geometries to these cases. The

Higgsing step is quite simple. Once again, we start with k coincident giants that intersect

supertwistor space in the twistor superline of the origin xα̇α = yȧa = ζαa = 0. We would

like to move the ith giant to the locus

µα̇ = xα̇αi λα , εα = ζαai τa − xα̇αi εα̇ ,

ν ȧ = yȧai τa , ηa = ζαai λα − yȧai ηȧ ,
(7.4)

which intersects supertwistor space in the superline P1|2
xi,yi,ζi

. To accomplish this, we simply

modify the vev of the diagonal string Aii given in (6.33) to

⟨Aii⟩ = −ζαai λατa + xα̇αi λαεα̇ + yȧai τaηȧ . (7.5)

The leading term ζαai λατa is curiously novel. It is fermionic and is a vev for the ii diagonal

component of the GLk(C) ghost. As discussed in our observations below (6.33), the vev for

Aii acts as a Hamiltonian – with respect to the Schouten bracket – for a vector field that

translates the ith brane to its desired location. Using this fact, we may compute the shift

20The relation between the twistor string and such chiral algebras will be studied in work to appear by

Seraphim Jarov.
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in the location of the ith giant generated by the Hamiltonian (7.5),

δµα̇ = [⟨Aii⟩, µα̇] =
∂

∂εα̇
⟨Aii⟩ = xαα̇i λα ,

δν ȧ = [⟨Aii⟩, ν ȧ] =
∂

∂ηȧ
⟨Aii⟩ = yaȧi τa ,

δεα = [⟨Aii⟩, εα] = −
∂

∂λα
⟨Aii⟩ = ζαai τa − xα̇αi εα̇ ,

δηa = [⟨Aii⟩, ηa] = −
∂

∂τa
⟨Aii⟩ = ζαai λα − yȧai ηȧ .

(7.6)

So our ghostly vev does the job.

Plugging these vevs into the worldvolume action of the giants obtained in (6.40) should

produce a theory that is dual to the supersymmetrized ρ matrix model of [56] at large N .

We leave the study of the map from saddles of this supersymmetrized matrix model to

open string states on the giants to the future. The corresponding saddle equations depend

on the detailed data of the points λij and λji that the 5
′-5′ string ρij is suspended between.

This data drops out from the bosonic ρ matrix model, so it would be interesting to see how

it enters the giant graviton states in the supersymmetrized setting.

The Amplitude/Wilson loop duality. The most natural next target for the applica-

tion of our duality is the Amplitude/Wilson loop duality of N = 4 sYM. In its original

form [103], this correspondence operates at strong ’t Hooft coupling and is motivated from

standard AdS5/CFT4. But one can also find weak coupling analogs of this duality [104] by

studying holomorphic Wilson loops in twistor space [52, 105, 106]. The complete tree-level

S-matrix of N = 4 sYM can be computed as the expectation value of a Wilson loop in

the twistor uplift of the self-dual theory, and planar loop corrections can be obtained by

turning on the non-self-dual interaction Lint. To date, a holographic understanding of this

weak coupling Amplitude/Wilson loop duality has not been achieved.

For an n-particle amplitude, such a Wilson loop is comprised of n holomorphic Wilson

lines wrapping the twistor lines P1
i associated to n points (xi, θi) in region super-momentum

space. The consecutive lines P1
i and P1

i+1 intersect, so the set of lines closes to form a loop.

The bulk dual of this setup is a set of n D9 branes that wrap the fibers of O(−1)⊕4 and

intersect PT in the lines P1
i . Each Wilson line operator wrapping P1

i can be engineered as

a fermion 2-point function in the theory of 5-9 and 9-5 strings living on P1
i .

Let C = ∪ni=1P1
i , and let W[C] denote the Wilson loop formed from the ordered product

of such Wilson lines. Just as the correlator of half-BPS determinants in the self-dual sector

was reduced to a ρ matrix model, we can reduce the evaluation of the expectation value of

W[C] to a simple 2-matrix integral,

⟨W[C]⟩ ∝
n∏

k=1

∂

∂ρk+1,k

∫ ∏
i̸=j,j±1

dρij dσij e
−S[ρ,σ]

∣∣∣∣
ρk+1,k=0

. (7.7)

The matrix variables here are denoted ρij , σij . We set ρii = ρi,i+1 = σii = σi,i±1 = 0, and

the matrix integral is over the entries ρij , σij for i ̸= j, j ± 1. Finally, we also set ρi+1,i = 0

after computing the derivatives.
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Again, this 2-matrix integral is not totally trivial, as it does not possess a GLn(C)
“gauge” symmetry. The action for this matrix model reads

S[ρ, σ] =
∑
i̸=j

(
1

2
Rijσijσji − ρijσji

)
+N

∞∑
p=3

(−1)p

p

ρi1i2
⟨λi1ipλi1i2⟩

· · ·
ρipi1

⟨λipip−1λipi1⟩
, (7.8)

where Rij = [i, i + 1, j, j + 1, ∗] is an R-invariant evaluated in a CSW gauge with CSW

reference supertwistor ZA
∗ . The infinite sum on the right is generated by a 1-loop deter-

minant when integrating out the 5-5, 5-9 and 9-5 strings in CSW gauge. Apart from a

standard choice of the intersections P1
i ∩P1

i+1 given by λi,i+1α = (1, 0) and λi+1,i α = (0, 1),

the points λijα ∈ P1
i are given by solutions of the four linear equations

λij0Z
A
i + λij1Z

A
i+1 + λji0Z

A
j + λji1Z

A
j+1 + ZA

∗ = 0 . (7.9)

They also occur in the supersymmetrized ρ matrix model for the half-BPS determinants.

Just as we saw in the case of D5′ giants, we expect the saddles of this matrix model to

map to open string vacua on the D9 branes in the presence of backreaction. One can again

start with coincident D9 branes, in which case the open string field on their worldvolume

takes the form

A = A+Mα̇εα̇ + Bε2 , (7.10)

where A is overall graded odd, and A,Mα̇,B are (0, ∗)-polyforms on O(−1)⊕4 → P1 of

alternating parity. In the absence of flux, A obeys the field equation ∂̄A + A 2 = 0. One

can move the D9 branes to the fibers above the lines P1
i by giving the diagonal entries Aii

the vevs

⟨Aii⟩ = −θIαi λαWI + xα̇αi λαεα̇ . (7.11)

Our task would then be to turn on backreaction, and find a map from saddles ρ, σ to

solutions of the flux-coupled field equations of 9-9 strings.

We hope to return to this problem and provide more details of this 2-matrix integral

in future work. It would also be interesting to study the interplay between D9 and D5′

branes by turning them on simultaneously. The D5′ branes can also be used to engineer

insertions of Lint through the superconformal descendants of det(1+ y ·Φ) [56], which may

help in finding the holographic dual of loop integrands in N = 4 sYM.

Chiral ABJM and higher spins. The tensionless string dual to free SymN (T 4), and

our twistor string dual to N = 4 sdYM, naturally fill the gap between twisted holography

and the more “physical” AdS/CFT dualities of Maldacena.21 In a more ambitious direction

for future work, it might also be possible to find a similar duality for a free or chiral limit

of ABJM theory. This might entail looking for a free limit of the duality relating ABJM

to M-theory on AdS4 × S7/Zk [108].

Similarly, there has been recent work [109, 110] on finding closed chiral subsectors

of Chern-Simons-matter theories, with an eye toward finding the boundary dual to chiral

21Recently, the tensionless dual of free SymN (T 4) has also been reformulated as a sigma model into the

minitwistor space of AdS3 [107]. This puts these two dualities on a similar footing.
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higher-spin gravity in AdS4 [111–113]. Seeing as how the twistor uplift of sdYM played

a key role in our discovery of its B-model dual, we anticipate that the twistor uplifts of

Chern-Simons-matter theories and chiral higher-spin gravity could play an important role

in the top-down construction of such a duality. For chiral theories of higher-spin Yang-

Mills and gravity, many variations of twistor actions have now been proposed [114–118]. It

would be interesting to see if any of them admit a topological string or (twisted) M-theory

uplift.

Lessons for the physical string. This work was primarily occupied with the study

of giant gravitons in the topological string. But many of the general lessons acquired in

section 6 may extend in one form or another to the RNS string. Giant gravitons in type

IIB string theory have a rich history. For the most part, they have been studied as classical

geometries that branes can wrap in the presence of flux [88–90]. In this paper, we have

presented a slightly more general perspective.

The giant gravitons in our work are branes carrying a nontrivial open string configura-

tion on their worldvolume. Our key insight was to study configurations of multiple giants

through a non-abelian gauge theory enriched with Higgs vevs, as opposed to attaching

a separate abelian gauge theory to every giant. This allowed us to find the open string

vacua on their worldvolume in a much easier way than looking for clever ansätze for curved

geometries that the giants can wrap.

It might be worth importing this trick to the physical string in the setup of [57]

(albeit this could get complicated due to our poor understanding of a non-abelian DBI

action). In large N QCD or N = 4 sYM, single-trace type operators correspond to mesons

and glueballs, whereas determinant operators correspond to baryons. This makes them

a physically interesting target for holographic applications. Due to the stringy exclusion

principle [88], determinants have also emerged as a tool to study holography at finite N ,

where they account for trace relations and give rise to giant graviton expansions [119–124].

A key feature of our duality is that even at large N , it handles determinant operators

in a much more natural manner than single-trace operators. This is highly promising.

In principle, one can compute the correlator of determinants in the non-self-dual theory

perturbatively around the self-dual sector. Our duality provides a bulk interpretation of

this computation within the self-dual sector, i.e., at zero ’t Hooft coupling. But we expect

that it can be extended to nonzero ’t Hooft coupling via Witten’s D-instanton expansion.

Similarly, the bulk interpretation of giant graviton expansions of indices of 4d N = 4

sYM is often clearest in the α′ → ∞ limit or perturbatively in the ’t Hooft coupling

[125, 126]. Our duality is a closed subsector of the non-self-dual duality which operates

precisely in this limit. So we hope that it can provide a clean tablet for exploring the bulk

origin of such expansions.
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deman, Max Hübner, Claude LeBrun, Lionel Mason, Walker Melton, Surya Raghavendran,

Debmalya Sarkar, Sean Seet and Andrew Strominger for useful conversations, and Kevin

Costello and Seraphim Jarov for sharing details of their parallel work.

We would like to thank the Isaac Newton Institute (INI) for Mathematical Sciences,

Cambridge, for support and hospitality during the programme “Twistor theory”, where the

ideas of this paper originated. The INI is supported by the EPSRC grant EP/Z000580/1.

We also thank the organizers of the workshops “From Asymptotic Symmetries to Flat

Holography: Theoretical Aspects and Observable Consequences” at the Galileo Galilei In-

stitute, and “From Good Cuts to Celestial Holography” at St Antony’s College, University

of Oxford, for their hospitality, where parts of this work were completed. A key compo-

nent of this work was performed at the Aspen Center for Physics, which is supported by

the National Science Foundation grant PHY-2210452. We would like to thank the par-

ticipants of the Aspen workshop “Recent Developments in String Theory”, in particular

Matthias Gaberdiel, Shota Komatsu, and Edward Mazenc, for many important suggestions

and clarifications.

A.S. is supported by the Gordon and Betty Moore Foundation and the John Templeton

Foundation via the Black Hole Initiative. D.S. is supported by the STFC (UK) HEP

Theory Consolidated grant ST/X000664/1. This work is supported in part by the Simons

Foundation through the Simons Collaboration on Celestial Holography.

A Giant gravitons in SL2(C)

In this appendix, we review the appearance of giant gravitons in twisted holography on

C3. They have been explored in [58] and furnish a B-brane interpretation of determinant

correlators in the chiral algebra subsector [102] of 4d N = 4 U(N) sYM at large N . We

also provide two novel derivations of the coupling of these giants to the backreaction of the

stack of branes hosting the large N chiral algebra, one of which generalizes easily to our

higher-dimensional context.

A.1 Chiral algebra determinants

Let us begin by reviewing the setup of twisted holography on C3 as presented in [10, 58].

These works study the B-model on a copy of C3, which may be thought of as a patch of

the resolved conifold O(−1)⊕2 → P1. Let x, y, z be complex coordinates on C3, and wrap

a stack of N D1 branes along the locus x = y = 0. These branes backreact to generate a

complex structure deformation ∂̄ 7→ ∂̄ + β, where the Beltrami differential β is given by

β =
N(ȳ dx̄− x̄ dȳ)
(|x|2 + |y|2)2

∂z . (A.1)

The subset C3 − {x = y = 0} equipped with this deformed complex structure can be

identified with a patch of the complex manifold SL2(C), the deformed conifold.

The conjecture of [10] is that the B-model in the presence of this backreaction is dual

to the worldvolume theory of the D1 branes in the large N limit. The latter is a 2d chiral
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gauge theory with gauge group GLN (C). It is described by the action of 1-1 strings,

S11 =

∫
C
dz Tr(Y ∂̄aX) , (A.2)

where X,Y are a pair of adjoint-valued Higgs fields describing normal fluctuations of the

branes, and a ≡ az̄dz̄ is a GLN (C) (0, 1)-form gauge field appearing in the covariant

derivative ∂̄a = ∂̄ + a. This may be written in the BV formalism, but we leave the details

to the original references. One typically gauge fixes by setting a = 0, in which case this

theory reduces to a chiral algebra with generators X,Y along with a pair of adjoint-valued

ghosts b, c.

In [58], the authors identify giant gravitons in the bulk with determinant operators in

the chiral algebra,

det(mi +X + uiY )(zi) , (A.3)

for some complex parameters ui,mi and insertion points z = zi. These determinants are

engineered by giant graviton D1′ branes wrapping the loci

z = zi , x+ uiy +mi = 0 . (A.4)

For multiple giants labeled by indices i, j = 1, . . . , k, the theory of 1-1′ and 1′-1 strings living

on the intersection of these branes is a 0-dimensional fermionic integral with “action”

S11′ =
k∑

i=1

χ̃i(mi +X + uiY )
∣∣
zi
χi , (A.5)

where χi and χ̃i are valued in the fundamental and antifundamental of GLN (C) respectively.
The determinant insertions are engineered through their “path integral”∫ k∏

i=1

dNχi d
N χ̃i e

−S11′ =

k∏
i=1

det(mi +X + uiY )(zi) , (A.6)

obtained after decoupling the 1′1′ strings that are to be thought of as being part of the

bulk theory.

The determinant correlators in the chiral algebra are thus computed by the combined

path integral over 1-1, 1-1′ and 1′-1 strings. Following the same kind of steps that we used

to reduce our N = 4 sdYM determinant correlators to a 1-matrix model, the authors of

[58] reduce this computation to the matrix integral

〈 k∏
i=1

det(mi +X + uiY )(zi)
〉
∝
∫ ∏

i̸=j

dρij e
−S[ρ] , (A.7)

where we are being cavalier about a normalization factor independent of the external data

zi, ui,mi. The k × k matrix ρ in this integral has diagonal entries fixed to the values

ρii = mi, while its off-diagonal entries are governed by the action

S[ρ] =
∑
i<j

zij
uij

ρijρji −N log det ρ . (A.8)
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This is a precise lower-dimensional analog of the matrix action (6.16).

The saddle-point equations following from this action read

zijρij −Nuijρ−1
ij = 0 . (A.9)

Introducing the k × k diagonal matrices

ζij = ziδij , µij = uiδij , (A.10)

these equations may be recast as a matrix commutator equation

[ζ, ρ] = N [µ, ρ−1] . (A.11)

When N = 0, the only solution for ρij , i ̸= j, is ρij = 0 (assuming the zi’s are distinct).

This is consistent with the absence of open string states stretching across non-intersecting

branes in the B-model.

When N ̸= 0, we would like to interpret the solutions of (A.11) as being in 1:1 corre-

spondence with nontrivial shapes of the k giants. These shapes are meant to arise from the

giants recoiling in the presence of the D1 backreaction as one sends N →∞. To see this,

we need to explicitly construct the theory on the giants in the presence of the backreaction.

A.2 Incorporating backreaction

Before accounting for backreaction, the theory on the D1′ giants is easy to construct. To

begin with, take the k giants to be coincident and wrap them along the y-plane C ⊂ C3

given by x = z = 0. Then the open strings on the giants consist of a pair of glk(C)-valued
Higgs fields X,Z and a GLk(C) (0, 1)-form gauge field a. Their action is the GLk(C) gauge
theory

S1′1′ =

∫
C
dy tr(Z ∂̄aX) , (A.12)

where ‘tr’ denotes the trace of k × k matrices.22

Since the giants are not coincident but actually wrap the loci (A.4), we need to endow

the Higgs fields X(y),Z(y) with the appropriate vevs. These vevs can be written in terms

of the diagonal matrices ζ, µ in (A.10) along with a matrix

mij = miδij (A.13)

that encodes the parameters mi. In terms of these, we set

⟨X⟩ = −yµ−m ,

⟨Z⟩ = ζ .
(A.14)

This completes the definition of the theory of 1′-1′ strings in the absence of backreaction.

In this lower dimensional context, we have found two methods for incorporating the

backreaction. We discuss each of them in turn.
22The idea of representing open strings on the giants in terms of k× k fields X,Z was suggested to us by

Edward Mazenc based on work to appear with Debmalya Sarkar.
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Backreaction via 1-1′ and 1′-1 strings. The simplest trick is to use the idea of open-

closed duality that also applies to our case of determinants in N = 4 sdYM. Just as we

employed the integral over χi, χ̃i to engineer the determinant insertions in the chiral algebra

path integral, we can complementarily use them to engineer an effective interaction term

in the worldvolume theory of the giants.

To do this, decouple the 1-1 strings and focus purely on the coupled system of the 1′-1′,

1-1′ and 1′-1 strings. By a standard calculation of open-open couplings in the B-model,

the total action of this system is found to be

S1′1′+11′ = S1′1′ +

k∑
i,j=1

χ̃r
i Xij |y=0χjr , (A.15)

where r = 1, . . . , N is an index of the fundamental of GLN (C). When the fermions χi, χ̃i

are integrated out, one obtains an effective action

Seff
1′1′ = S1′1′ −N log det(X)

∣∣
y=0

. (A.16)

This is a direct analog of our higher-dimensional worldvolume theory (6.40) on D5′ giants.

The log detX term is invariant under the adjoint action of GLk(C) on X, so this action

continues to be a GLk(C) gauge theory before Higgsing.

Backreaction via Beltrami couplings. An intuitive alternative for deriving (A.16)

that exists in this setup is to directly couple the giants to the Beltrami background (A.1).

We know from [58] that this must work, because these giants should have to deform from

holomorphic curves in C3 to holomorphic curves in SL2(C). Indeed, we are able to show

that the Beltrami backreaction knows about both the 1-1 and the 1-1′, 1′-1 strings at the

same time, thereby reproducing (A.16). This gives an a posteriori justification for the

previous trick of using open-closed duality.

The structure our backreaction takes is that of a Beltrami pointing purely along the

D1 branes, β = βz∂z, where the coefficient

βz =
N(ȳ dx̄− x̄ dȳ)
(|x|2 + |y|2)2

(A.17)

is proportional to the Bochner-Martinelli kernel along the normal C2 directions. The

coupling of a such background to the fields of the worldvolume theory on the giants is an

infinite sum given by

∞∑
n=−1

1

(n+ 1)!

∫
C
dy tr(Xn+1) ∂nxβ

z
∣∣
x=z=0

. (A.18)

In this expression, the Beltrami has been pulled back to the coincident stack of giants at

x = z = 0, as we are implementing non-coincident giants via Higgsing around this “origin”.

The first term in this sum arises from a well-known tadpole ∂−1β for the Beltrami that

the giants contribute by virtue of being D1 branes. The remaining terms are supposed to

evoke the Taylor expansion of ∂−1β|x=X around x = 0, at least when X is a number instead
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of a matrix. They can be derived systematically by computing open-closed worldsheet

amplitudes using the techniques of [76]. Open-closed couplings that are higher order in βz

do not appear due to the nilpotence βz ∧ βz = 0.

Naively, the pullback of the Bochner-Martinelli kernel (A.17) to x = 0 appears to

vanish. However, it has the structure of a Poisson kernel or an AdS bulk-to-boundary

propagator: it vanishes at x = 0 away from y = 0, but encounters a singularity at x = y = 0.

So its restriction to x = 0 is not zero but a delta function,

βz
x→0∼ −2πiN

x
δ̄(y) + O(x̄) . (A.19)

We will neglect factors of 2πi in what follows. In this asymptotic expansion, the leading

term has a pole at x = 0, but the residue at this pole vanishes away from y = 0. The

subleading terms are non-singular and always come with positive powers of x̄, so they

vanish in the limit x→ 0. As their x-derivatives will also vanish due to the positive powers

of x̄, they indeed drop out of (A.18).

Plugging the asymptotics of βz into the interaction vertices (A.18) produces

lim
x→0

∞∑
n=−1

N

(n+ 1)!

∫
C
dy tr(Xn+1) ∂nx

(
1

x

)
δ̄(y)

= − lim
x→0

{
Nk log x+N

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n

n+ 1
tr

(
Xn+1

xn+1

)}∣∣∣∣
y=0

= − lim
x→0

{
N log xk +N tr log

(
1 +

X

x

)}∣∣∣∣
y=0

= − lim
x→0

N log det(x+ X)
∣∣
y=0

= −N log det(X)
∣∣
y=0

, (A.20)

having used ∂−1(1/x) = log x and tr(1) = k to evaluate the n = −1 summand. We also

employed the identity tr log = log det for k × k matrices to simplify the third line. In the

end, we find exactly the same interaction term that we obtained in (A.16) by integrating

out the 1-1′ and 1′-1 strings.

This puts the open-closed duality interpretation on a stronger footing and provides

indirect evidence for our application of it to N = 4 sdYM. It would be highly desirable

to repeat a version of this calculation with our D5 backreaction (3.25), but we have been

unable to do so due to reasons discussed in section 6.2.

A.3 The shapes of giants

Let us take another look at the action of the giants in the presence of this Beltrami coupling,

Seff
1′1′ =

∫
tr(Z ∂̄aX) dy −N log det(X)

∣∣
y=0

. (A.21)

The equations of motion following from this action read

∂̄aZ = −N X−1 δ̄(y) ,

∂̄aX = 0 ,

[Z,X] = 0 ,

(A.22)
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with the final equation arising as a constraint from integrating out a.

Our Higgsed vacuum X = −yµ −m, Z = ζ, a = 0, or for that matter even the trivial

vacuum X = Z = a = 0, are no longer solutions of these equations at nonzero N . This is

because when the giants come too close to the source locus x = y = 0, they experience an

infinite potential barrier and receive a delta function kick. Nevertheless, it is easy to solve

these modified equations.

True vacua of the giants are obtained as follows. Define

ρ := −X|y=0 . (A.23)

We will look for vacua in which a = 0. In such states, the solutions for X are holomorphic

curves on the annulus {y ̸= 0,∞}. So X(y) admits a Laurent expansion in y. We impose

the boundary conditions that X be regular at y = 0, as we want ρ to not blow up, and

asymptote at y =∞ to

X
y→∞∼ −yµ−m , (A.24)

up to off-diagonal entries regular at y = 0,∞. Then the solution for X is found to be

X = −yµ− ρ , (A.25)

with the diagonal entries of ρ being fixed to the entries of m due to these boundary condi-

tions: ρii = mi.

Away from y = 0, the equation for Z also reduces to ∂̄Z = 0 upon setting a = 0. So

Z(y) is again given by a Laurent expansion in y. We impose the boundary condition

Z
y→∞∼ ζ . (A.26)

With this boundary condition, the sourced equation for Z has a unique solution

Z = ζ +
Nρ−1

y
, (A.27)

having used X−1|y=0 = −ρ−1 and assumed the invertibility of ρ (which follows from the

invertibility of m in perturbation theory). There cannot be any terms with higher order

poles at y = 0 as they would have contributed further delta function sources to ∂̄Z.

Finally, even with the ansatz a = 0, we still need to impose the equation of motion of

a. This gives rise to an ADHM-type constraint:

[Z,X] = −[ζ, ρ] +N [µ, ρ−1] = 0 . (A.28)

This reproduces precisely the saddle equation (A.11) of the ρ matrix model governing chiral

algebra determinant correlators. We conclude that saddles of the ρ matrix model are in

one-to-one correspondence with vacua of the giant worldvolume theory obeying a = 0 and

our holographic boundary conditions.

The spectral curve interpretation of giant graviton shapes arises as follows. The back-

reaction (A.1) is expressed in a harmonic gauge. We can easily transform it to an axial

gauge,

β = −N
x
δ̄(y) ∂z . (A.29)
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Away from its singularities at x = 0 and y = 0, holomorphic coordinates in the presence

of this backreaction are given by

a = y ,

b = x ,

c = yz ,

d = xz +
N

y
.

(A.30)

It is easily tested that d is annihilated by ∂̄ + β (again, neglecting factors of 2πi). And

the product c = yz is trivially holomorphic because β ∝ δ̄(y). These quantities may be

arranged into a 2× 2 unimodular matrix

1√
N

(
a b

c d

)
, (A.31)

confirming that the deformed complex structure describes a patch of SL2(C).
After backreaction, the Higgs field X retains its interpretation as describing fluctuations

in the b direction, but the Higgs field Z must now be replaced by the product yZ = aZ so

as to be interpreted as capturing the holomorphic fluctuations of c. This motivates us to

introduce the matrices

B = X = −(aµ+ ρ) ,

C = yZ = aζ +Nρ−1 ,

D = −(aµζ + ζρ+Nρ−1µ) ,

(A.32)

having plugged in our solutions for X,Z. They satisfy the matrix equation

aD −BC = N (A.33)

on the support of the saddle equation (A.11). With this new interpretation, we can conclude

that our solutions for X,Z describe branes wrapping holomorphic curves in the deformed

complex geometry SL2(C).
To make these holomorphic curves manifest, one simply diagonalizes our expressions for

B,C,D. They are simultaneously diagonalizable. Indeed, B,C commute with each other

because [B,C] = y[X,Z] = 0, and thereafter they both commute with D = a−1(N +BC).

The resulting eigenvalues spread out across a holomorphic curve in a which is reducible

in general. This was referred to as a spectral curve in [58]. The number of irreducible

components of this curve can be identified with the effective number of giant gravitons. If

this is smaller than our original number of giants k, it signals brane recombination in the

presence of flux. This is a common occurrence and happens when two or more triplets of

eigenvalues (b, c, d) coincide for some lucky value of a.
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