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Abstract

We investigate the # BPS geometries with SU(2) x U(1) x SO(4) x R symmetry
in I1IB supergravity which were classified by Gava et al, (hep-th/0611065). It is
desirable to have a complete set of differential equations imposed on the control-
ling functions such that they are not only necessary but also sufficient to produce
supergravity solutions with those symmetries. We work on this issue and find
a new differential equation for the controlling functions. For a special case, we
exhaust all the remaining constraints and show that they reduce to one Liouville
equation. The solutions of this equation produce geometries which are locally

equivalent to the near horizon geometries of intersecting D3-branes.
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1 Introduction

In studying AdS/CFT correspondence, it is an interesting subject to examine the duality
at the regions in which the state is highly excited to the extent that the backreactions in
the gravity side are not negligible. In this sense, recent developments in the analysis of BPS
geometries in supergravity theories are important as possible sources of information, and
those results deserve to be studied in more details. In [I], by analyzing the BPS condition
in IIB supergravity, a class of % BPS geometries with SO(4) x SO(4) x R symmetry were
concisely written in terms of one function on a three-dimensional subspace and one differential
equation imposed on that function was obtained so that the geometries were classified by the
boundary conditions on a two-dimensional plane.

After this work, several works have been done to treat more general situations (2} [3], 14} 5]
0, [7]). Among them we concentrate on the result of [5], in which the case of SU(2) x U(1) x
SO(4) x R symmetry was studied and as a result, a class of % BPS geometries were written in
terms of four functions and four differential equations for them have been found. One of the
tasks left to be done is to exhaust the constraints for the controlling functions coming from
the BPS condition and the equations of motion so that they form a framework to produce
solutions of the supergravity with the above symmetries. Another is to find implications for
the dual field theories which may arise as a result of these analyses on the gravity sides.

In this paper, to contribute in these directions, we report some new facts about the
geometries considered in [5]. First we find that the differential equations obtained in [5] are
not sufficient to exclude all the geometries which does not solve the supergravity equations
of motion and present an additional differential equation which should be imposed on the
four controlling functions. Second we find a restricted class of geometries in which the four
functions and the five differential equations reduce to two functions and two differential
equations. We pick up all the remaining constraints imposed by the BPS condition and
the equations of motion for this class of geometries and find that one of the two controlling
functions must be constant. The differential equation imposed on the remaining function
becomes a Liouville equation having its cosmological constant as a free parameter and all
the geometries which correspond to solutions of that equation are locally equivalent to the
near horizon geometries of intersecting D3-brane systems. Thus one of the above mentioned
tasks is completed in this restricted case. In this second part, the roles of the new differential
equation are very crucial. We also argue on the T-duality transformation to D1-D5 system
and possible future directions.

Apart from the discovery of the new differential equation for the general geometries in the
first part, the restriction we consider in the second part eliminates perhaps most informative

geometries, that is, asymptotically AdSs x S° geometries. Nevertheless we consider that the



appearance of geometries with another asymptotics should be considered as an important
property because in some sense it relates two class of geometries with different asymptotics.
If this relation is interpreted as a relation between the dual CFTs, we obtain a strong support

for AdS/CFT correspondence in backreacted region.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we review the analysis of [5] and explain
how the new differential equation appears. In Section B] we take a limit which reduces the
expressions for the geometries to simple forms, exhaust the constraints for them and exhibit
the roles of the new differential equation. In Section M we discuss the possibilities for applying
our result.

2 1/8 BPS geometries with SU(2) x U(1) x SO(4) x R

The purpose of this section is to examine the result of [5] and point out the existence of an
additional constraint (2.46]). We start with a review of the analysis in [5], as the derivation
of (2.44)) is related to its details.

Setup

In [1], a class of type IIB % BPS geometries consisting of the metric and five-from flux with
SO(4) x SO(4) x R symmetry has been obtained through the procedure in which two S3s
were set in the starting ansatz and the Killing spinor equation was analyzed leading to the
result that a timelike Killing vector was found and constraints for the other components of
the geometry were picked up. In [5], that analysis was extended to SU(2) x U(1) x SO(4) x R
case. The basic idea is that we replace one of the S3s in [I] with a squashed S® to break
the SU(2)g in the isometry group SO(4) = SU(2);, x SU(2)r of S®. The ansatz for the
SU(2)p x U(1) x SO(4) symmetric metric and five-form flux is given by

ds® = g dzdz” + pi [0F + 03] + p3 (03 — Aydat)? + 52d3 (2.1)
Fs = — <Gﬂpeﬁ/\e’7/\ei/\eé/\e?’+*4f//\ei/\eg+*4§/\eg)
+ (éﬂpeﬁ Ael+ f/ﬂeﬁ Aed o+ gei A eé) A p2dQs. (2.2)

Here p,v take values 0,1,2,3, and g, p1, 03, P, AM,GW,GW,V,g depend only on the four-

dimensional coordinate x#. o;s are the left-invariant 1-forms used for building the metrics of



squashed three-spheres. The explicit forms of them are

1 . N
o] =—5 <COS ¥df + sin 1 sin qub)

2
1 o N
0y =—35 <— sin¥df + cos 1 sin 6d¢)
1/ -« A
03 =5 <d1/1 + cos Hd(b) (2.3)
(see appendix [A] for notations related to the symmetry). e/?”, eié"g’ are the vierbein 1-forms
12,3

with their indices in the respective tangent subspaces. We take e to be of the forms

associated with 0i53°

[\

eh? = P107 5, e3 = p3 (03 — A) .

x4 18 the Hodge dual in the four-dimensional subspaces described by the first term in the
metric. dQ% is a metric of 3 and dQjs is its volume form. Because we have set the coefficient
of O’%, 05 equal, the translation of 1[1 gives the extra U(1) symmetry. The five-form F5 must
satisfy two constraints. One is the self-duality relation, that is F5 = *F5, which in our ansatz
reduces to

G2 = *4@2. (24)

The other is the Bianchi identity dF5 = 0.
Supersymmetry requires the existence of a Killing spinor n the conditions for which are
the Killing spinor equation
i

My Mo Mz My Ms _
480FMlMZM3M4MsF e SV Y (2.5)

Vun+

and the chirality condition I'11np = 1 where I'1; = ro...19. To analyze these conditions, we

decompose the Dirac matrices in ten dimensions as follows.

M=1219101e1, IM=30nr0le%, IM"=30107 . (2.6)

Here ~"s are the Dirac matrices in four dimensions, the chirality matrix in this subspace is

1.2.3

defined as v5 = —iy%y!'y?~3 and Ta»Ta, T1,2 are Pauli matrices. We consider Killing spinors

of the correspondingly decomposed form
N=€exX®X

where € is a eight-component spinor on which the first and last components of each product
in (2.6) act. This decomposition reduces the chirality condition for 7 to

V5T3€ = €. (2.7)



Moreover we restrict y to a constant eigenvector of 73 and x to a Killing spinor on the S3:
TaX =s8X , s==1
\Y

U

X:%bmfg , b=+l

where V.s are the covariant derivatives in the unit radius S3. From this point we use p, v, - - -
to denote tensors with their indices raised or lowered by the metric of four-dimensional

subspace g,,,. The Killing spinor equation (Z3)) is expressed as follows.

[ 1 . . 1~ 1 - . (. .

V), — ZS,OngV’YV’YE,Tl +isA, — (ZGW’YW + §SVM’YM’Y5T1 + §sg> ’}’5T2’yp:| e=0 (2.8)

[ips . 1 1~ 1 - R (. .

5%757'1 + 3 Dp1+ p1 (ZGWVW + §SV“7“757'1 — §Sg> 757'2] e=0 (2.9)

K 2—'0—% V5T —i—lﬁp +13,02F Vst + ps | =G ’y“”—lsv’y”fy%'—i-zsg V5T

_2 ,0% 571 2 3 ] 3L vy 571 3 4 72 2 “w 571 2 5712
xe=0  (2.10)

K RS S U S W

51)757’2 + 3 Op—p ZGWV + §3Vu7 Y571 + 259 | 1572 | €= 0 (2.11)

where V:LS are the covariant derivatives in the four-dimensional slice and F),, = 9,4, — 0, A,
(we will denote this two-form as F, in many other places in this paper).
Analysis of the conditions

To extract constraints for the metric and five-form flux from the conditions for supersymme-

try, we use real spinor bilinears
K, =éy.e, L,=¢éyve Y =eywte fi=1i€re fo=iéhe (2.12)
where € = ¢fr5. Using Fierz rearrangements, we can show that
K= -L*=_-f}—f2 K-L=0. (2.13)

From the reduced Killing spinor equations (2.8))(2.9) (2.10) (2-11]), we can deduce various
constraints for the components in (2.I)(2.2). One of them is

i
P3P

L=

where y = p1p. Thus, regarding y as a coordinate, we see that L, is the only non-vanishing

component of L. Another constraint is

VK, = ~Guufo+ G f1 - %FW F25 + €upa KPV75 — §Y 5. (2.14)



From this we see that K* is a Killing vector and hence it is possible to introduce a coordinate
t such that K*0, = 0;. Using the remaining two coordinate degrees of freedom, the metric

of the four-dimensional subspace which respects (2.13]) reduces to

02 .
ds i:—ﬁ(dt—Fde) +h2p; (67 &i'e)) deyda + dy?)
where 4, j take values 1,2, and h=2 = fZ + f2.

Further investigations of (Z.5]) show that py, ps, p are t-independent and that all the spinor
bilinears defined in (2.12]) and all the components of the five-form flux and F; can be written in
terms of p1, p3, P, Ky, At and the Levi-Civita symbol €,,,,. For later convenience we present

here the results of f1, f2,V and Fb.

N - 1
fi=p fo=ps(ctsdy), V= e ——d (bpp” — p3p° f2) ,
2s 2 b
F,, =— 3> —e,"KyLs + = (K, L, — K, L
g P3(f1 + 12) [( ) p3 P( : 2
+ f1€,07 KpOo In (p3p) + f2 (K0, In (p3p) — K, 0, In (p3p))
125 f) (KHVV _ KI,V“) — 2sfoe, K, V} (2.15)

where ¢ is an integral constant of the differential equation for f5. In solving the differential
equation for fi, noting that the sign of f; is flipped by the redefinition ¢ — 73¢ without
the chirality condition (2.7)) affected, we have set f; positive, and in solving the differential
equation for fo, noting that F),, is t-independent, we have chosen a gauge in which A, is
t-independent. We now set A, = 0 by using the remaining gauge degrees of freedom.

Next we consider the constraints for the eight-component spinor €. We have three projec-
tion conditions and hence one complex degrees of freedom is left for e. The first projection
is the chirality condition (2.7). The second comes from the relative normalization of K and
L, and the third comes from the sum of (2.9) and (2.I1)) divided by p; p respectively. To
express these conditions in a simple way, we use a spinor ¢y = f, /2 —ibv57871 ¢ where § is
defined by sinh 2§ = f1/f. The results are

V5T3€0 = €0, ViVa€o = —i€0, Y3Ti€0 = €0 (2.16)

!Throughout this paper we take the vierbein of the four-dimensional subspace as its non-vanishing com-

ponents are given by



and the normalization of ¢; is given by egeo = 1. Let us take an explicit representation of the

Dirac matrices

,Yo:i<1 1)7 ,Y1:<7'1 _T1>7 ,Y2:<Tg _T2>7 73:<T3 —73> (2.17)

where 71 2 3 are Pauli matrices. Then the solution of ([2.10)) is

0

. O =

€y X (2.18)

o

where we have expressed the components of the spinor in a manner that the Dirac matrices
(2.17) act on the four elements in each block and 77,23 act on the two blocks.
In addition to the bilinears defined in (ZI2), we can define another type of bilinears by

transposing the spinors. Note that

i—1
V2

(T2 +73) €0 (2.19)

V2

|o>~o‘)—~01—~o
-

We can remove the phase factor of this expression by a phase shift or a local Lorentz rotation
generated by v'y2. Calling this factor e**, we obtain a spinor € = e‘i)‘% (T2 + 73) €9 with

the following properties.
ey =1, heh=ch, Armeh = —ich, hrch=—ch (2.20)
We now define non-vanishing spinor bilinears@

_ 2, 1t 2. o~ 3 _ 6.2 A
wM_E’Y’YuEa Wuu_efY’YuVTlev WMV_EI.Y’Y/M/T?)E

2The rotation by Pauli matrices in (ZI9) is important in defining w,s. Note that the chirality condition

Y5T3€ = € gives _ _

t 2 .t 3 N

€7 Ya€ = —€ 7 V5VuT3E.
In our representation of Dirac matrices (2Z.17), 75 is antisymmetric and the others are symmetric and hence
v?~s5vy is anti-symmetric. This implies that the above bilinears must vanish. In contrast, the rotation (ZI9)
changes the chirality condition to the second expression in (220) and for this reason we have non-vanishing
components of w.



where € = e~10751371 le/zeb (=ie™™ (62 + 63) €/v/2). From the Killing spinor equation (2.3,
we obtain
1 03 26 p3 1
8&)—8&) :—<——3>W3+<T—~—f2 w
TR g pr) "\ b ppi w
1 - ~ .
+ 03P (w0 (p3p) — wu Oy (p3p)] — 2is (Apwy — Apwy) - (2.21)

The (y, %) component of this relation implies that
9, (iéf + éi?) =D (iéf + éf)

where

D 0 b

D= h? [2‘%"—2ﬁ+f2 <2ﬂ~—2~f—2>].

s psp  pp1

From this it turns out that, performing a y-independent coordinate transformation for z1, o,
we can set the metric of (x1,x2) space proportional to ¢;;. Therefore the metric of the

four-dimensional subspace reduces to

1 2
ds? = —55 (dt+ Vida,)* + hQ% (T?(z,y) (da} + da3) + dy?) (2.22)
3

where T satisfies a differential equation
8,InT = D. (2.23)
The (z!,2%) component of ([Z.2I)) implies that
sA;i = (sAi+c—b) Vi + %Q’jaj InT (2.24)

and the (¢, z;) components of (2.2I)) imply that ¢ = b.
Assembling the above results, we can write the components of the metric and five-form
flux in a concise way. To do that we introduce three functions m,n,p which are defined by

4 p n—p
m Yy, P3 m(mp+n2)7 t P

(2.25)

p%:mp—knz 4 2

We can see that all the components in (2.1])(2.2)) are expressed in terms of m,n,p and 7. The

easiest to see is

1
D=2y <n—|—m—?>. (2.26)
Eq.([214) determines the metric component V' as follows.
2n
dV = by x3 [dn + (nD + 2ym(n — p) + —> dy] . (2.27)
Y



Here x3 is the Hodge dual in the three-dimensional subspaces spanned by z1,xs and y, the
metric for which is given by the expressions inside the bracket of the second term in (2.:22]).
From the Bianchi identities for F5, it turns out that the following two forms are closed and

hence it is possible to define the potentials for them.

P2p3Gy = d(By(dt+V)+ B)

U T _ .
P*Go+ 5apip* Py = d(By(dt+V)+ B).

As we mentioned above ([Z.I3]), the fluxes are expressed by other degrees of freedom. Using

those expressions, we obtain

2, . 3

B, = byZE’ dB = yZ *3 [dp + dyn(p — n)dy]

_ y2 n— lQ 2 y3

B= Y% — . dB=br xg [dm +2mDdy). (2.28)

Thus we have succeeded in writing all the components of the metric and five-form flux in
terms of the four function m,n,p,T.

Actually there are constraints other than the one that the geometry is expressed by m, n, p
and T in the above way. One is (IH{I) We can find constraints also from the integrability of
the expressions for dV, dB and dB

ddVv = 0 (2.29)
ddB = 0 (2.30)
ddB = 0. (2.31)

Explicit forms of these differential equations are given later in this section.

The analysis to this point is essentially included in [5]. Since we have four differential
equations for four functions m,n,p,T, we see that the whole dependence of the metric and
the flux on the coordinates is determined (at least locally) by the boundary conditions for
these functions on a plane in the xjz9y space, which is a generalization of the result in [I]

where we had one function and one differential equation imposed on it.

New constraint

However, we point out here that an additional constraint must be imposed on m,n,p and
T so that the allowed solutions are more restricted. Note that (224) determines A; with
respect to m,n,p and T, and recall that we have obtained (ZI5)) before and that equation
determines the field strength F5 = dA in terms of m,n,p and T. Explicitly, from 2.I5]) we



obtain

2 4n+8
F:—bs(dt+V)/\d<%> —%*3 [<4m— (n +mp)p( nt m)y2> dy—%ydn—2ydm .

(2.32)
This must coincide with the expressions for F;, F;; obtained by differentiating (224)), that is

Fyi = 0y (AV;) + ewﬁ OyInT
n 1
= bsoy <5> yewa n+ 26”8 [2y <n +m — ?ﬂ
Fiy = 0y (AVp) — (Atvl) (—af —93)InT

(0 +03) InT

—bs@l< )Vg—bS@g( )Vl—i-s
p p

where we have used (228)), (2.26) and (2.27). The comparison for F,; gives no new informa-

tion. The comparison for F}; gives a new constraint

2n s
pyT2 <nD +2ym(n —p) + ?> —3

(8% + 8%) InT = —T?yd,n—T2?yd,m~+2T"? (m— 2m2y? — 4mny® — n%y® + mpyz) . (2.33)

N =

One might suspect that (233 can be derived from (2.23))(2.29])(230)(2.31) and is not a

new constraint. In Section Bl we will exclude this possibility by presenting a solution for

(2:23))(2:29) (Z:30) (2:3T)) which does not solve ([Z33) (see below (3:2))).

Summary

Here we summarize the result of this section. In the remainder of the paper, we set b = s = 1.

The expressions for the metric and the five-form flux are

ds? = —h=2(dt+ Vidw;) + h? g (T (daf + daf) + dy?) + 575 (234)
3
#0014 03) + 4 (00 — A — Ay’
B o= — <Gmnem ANemAel Ae Aed +xqV Ael Ae? + k4G A 63) (2.35)

+ <Gmnem Ae™ + Vipe™ A ed + gei A eé) A pPdSs.



h? and the components Qf the five-form are expressed by p1, p3, 0, V, A (or its field strength
F2 = dA),Bt,B,Bt and B

W2 = FP4pi(l+A)

~ 1 03

P1
~ 1
Vo= —d (§pip°
S @017)
pipsG = d(Bi(dt+V)+ B)
~ 1 ~ 2
Gp® = —§§p%,53F2 + d(By(dt + V) + B). (2.36)
The remaining degrees of freedom are further reduced to m,n,p and T by the following
relations.
,_mp+n® 4 _ p?
P1 = m Yy y P3 = m(mp+n2)
4 m n—op
_ A, = 2.37
mp+n? " p (2:37)
2n
AV = yx3 |dn+ (nD +2ym(n —p)+ ” dy (2.38)
1
A, = AVi+ 562']'8]' InT (239)
y* n 5 Y
By = T dB = T [dp + 4yn(p — n)dy] (2.40)
- y2 n — LQ 2 y3
By = =— Y- dB = Z- %3 [dm + 2mDdy], (2.41)
4 p 4
where D = 2y(m +n — 1/y?). We have five differential equations for m,n,p, T
y? (8% + 822) n + 0y (y3T26yn) + 9?0, [T2 (yDn + 2y%m(n — p)] + 4°DT?*n =0 (2.42)
y2 (07 + 03) m + 0y (y*T?0ym) + 0, (2y*T*mD) = 0 (2.43)
y> (07 +03) p+ 0y (v*T?0yp) + 0y [4°T*ny(n — p)] =0 (2.44)
8,InT = D. (2.45)

1
5 (8% + 8%) InT = —T?yd,n—T2yd,m~+2T"? (m— 2m2y? — 4mny® — n*y® + mpyz) . (2.46)

(242), 243) and ([2.44) are the explicit forms of ([2.29]), (2.30) and (Z31)) respectively.)

10



We have written down many constraints derived from the Bianchi identity, the self-duality
relation and the Killing spinor equation, but it is uncertain whether we have equivalently

transformed those original constraints. Moreover we need to impose the Einstein equation

1 5
Ry = ¢ Laprs P, (2.47)
on the above geometries. In the next section, we work on this issue for a restricted case
of m and n, and show that the above results are insufficient to produce solutions of the

supergravity with the symmetries required in the setup.

3 Deviation from LLM with D =0, p; = p3, and n fixed

The result in the previous section is a generalization of that in [1IJ(LLM). A limit to LLM
solutions is given by p3 = p1, A+ = 0,T = const., in other words it is D = 0,n = p,T = const..
In this limit, all the degrees of freedom reduce to one function and the differential equation
imposed on it can be solved by integral forms for general boundary conditions. However, in
general case, although we have obtained differential equations (2.42))(2.43]) (2-44)) (2.45]) (2.46])
for the controlling functions m,n,p, T, it is far more difficult to solve them or find physical
implications from them. Therefore we seek limits in which those equations reduce to tractable
forms such that we can find meaningful information from them.

One of the chief interests would be on the property of our geometries near LLM ansatz.
Paying attention to (Z37), we find that setting p; = p3 almost gives another S® metric but
this condition leaves two of the three degrees of freedom m,n,p. If we further set D = 0,
n — p is left as a deformation function for a special case of LLM. Expanding (2.37) in n — p

to the first order, we obtain

4
4 L
p1 Y (n —p)
4 2
ny 1+ ny
p% 2y4(n _p)

Equating these two gives n = 0,m = 1/y2. This condition is sufficient to satisfy p; = p3 to
all order and therefore we concentrate on these continuously deviated LLM geometries which
have only two degrees of freedom p,T.

In this case, the differential equations (2.42])(2.43]) (2.44)) (2.45]) (2.46]) are reduced to simple
forms. Eq.([243]) and (2:45]) are equivalent and both imply that T is y-independent, T' = T'(x).

3For these geometries, n is fixed to 0 and p deviates from the LLM limit n = p = 0, but there is another
solution for p1 = p3, D = 0, in which n also deviates from 0 and p, n satisfy a constraint p —n = 2n/(y2n —-2)
. In this paper, we do not investigate this case and leave it for a future work.

11



Then ([2:42]) implies that p is also y-independent, p = p(x). and hence (Z44]) reduces to a

Laplace equation in two dimensions
(0% + 03) p(z) = 0. (3.1)
Eq.(2:46]) reduces to a simple but nonlinear equation
(07 +03) In (T(x)?) = 8p(z)T'(z)*. (3.2)

Now it is clear that (2.40) is independent from (2.42]) (2.43]) (2.44]) (2.45]). In our restricted case,
the constraints of (2.42)(2:43) (2.44) (3.1)) are equivalent to the requirement that p and T are

y-independent and p satisfies ([B.1]), and hence they allow p and 7" to be constant, but that does

not satisfy (3.2]). Thus we can say that (2.40]) is independent from (2.42])([2.43)) (2.44]) (2.45]).

Eq.(32) (in other words (Z46])) plays important roles in the remainder of this paper.
The other expressions in the result of the previous section also reduced to simple forms.
We present some of them first. (238 becomes

dV = —2pT?dx A da?. (3.3)
This equation for V' can be solved by using (3.2). The solutions are given by
1
Vi = €0 In T? + d;cx (3.4)

where the first term is a particular solution guaranteed by ([B:2]) and « is an arbitrary function
depending on 1, z9. The last expression in ([2.37) reduces to A; = —1, (2.39) reduces to
A; = —0;a, and hence Fy = 0.
Straightforwardly we obtain reduced expressions for the metric and five-form flux
1 1 -
ds? = ——— (dt + V)2 + /p (T? (27 + 23) + dy?) + —dO3
7 ( )"+ VP (T° (21 + 23) ) S
+ Py [a§ + 02 + (03 +dt + aiadxiﬂ (3.5)
Fy = —p%ngQ Nog Noy A (03 +dt + aiozdﬂji)

- §y2 *gdy Nog N\ oy — gy x4 1A (03 + dt+8iada:,~)
~ 2 ~
+ <[;3G2 + %dy A (03 + dt + Osouda;) + %01 A aé> A dSds (3.6)
where
2 y*
pLpsGe = - 3dp (3.7)
~ 1
~3 _
p°Gy = 2 dp A\ (dt + V). (3.8)

12



At this stage we can see that the self-duality relation (2.4]) is restored by using the expressions

B (B8). Note that it is due to (3:2)) that we deduced that F» = 0 and hence have the
vanishing first term in (2.36)).

Complete set of constraints

We have written down the reduced forms of the expressions in the summary of the previous
section ((2.34) — (2.40])). We now exhaust all the other constraints for the above geometries.

First we reexamine the Killing spinor equation. In the previous section, the form of the

spinor € has been partly determined. Explicitly it is

1 ~
€ = f22 61575737—1 €0

ei(}\—%ﬂ') fgé eié'ys'y:ﬁ'l €e

= !(A=17) £3 (cosh & + isinh 8 73) e, (3.9)

where €. is the constant spinor in the right hand side of (Z.I8]). In the third line we have
used projection conditions in (Z.I6]). From the expressions for f1, fo in (ZI5]), we see that in

1/2
our limit f» vanishes, hence € diverges as € ~ 2 (%) and (3.9) converges to
€ ~ ei(A_%W) 11/2 (1 + Z7A'3) €c = p—l/Sei()\—%ﬂ) (1 + 1%3) €c-

We substitute this into (Z8) (2.9) (ZI0) 2.II). Using (ZI6) again, we obtain

N e 11, .
<Z N1y — 197572) €= 5Dt (iygT3+71) €
1 1 .
= 5])%62()‘_%”) (iy373 + 1) (1 4 i73) €c
=0.

Thus we see that ([2.9) and (2I0) are equivalent in our limit. Recall that the sum of (2.9)
and (2Z.I1]) divided by p1, p is solved by the projection conditions for €y (2.16]). Therefore we
consider only (28) and ([29). To reexamine (28], we need the expression for the the spin

connection w5 in the four-dimensional subspace. Its non-vanishing components are shown
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to be

Op Oap
Wil = —Wilp = —3 = Wiz = —Wip = —3 - Wiz = —wiat = —1
4p2T 4p2T

O1p Oap 1/2
Wor0l = ~Way10 = 3pm Vs Waytd = ~Way20 = 4p3/2TV —p'2T

op 1/2 Oap
Pl = T Wnl0 = s 2T, wipep = —way0 = Ap32T V2

Oap alp
Va2 T W2l T + Vi =201, w13 = —Wg,51 = s + Vo — 200
o ~ Op - O

Wyl3 = —Wy31 = _—4pT’ Wya3 = —Wy33 = _4p—T

Using these expressions and the projection conditions ([2.20]), we obtain the reduced forms of

23)

O 1/87' 1—|—’LT3

i+ o)
o]

which leads to that A = const.. We can show that (2.9) reduces to a trivial equation and gives

—1/84i( 1—|—z7'3

(v ) =0
< —1/8i(A=4m 1+173 )
(v ) =0
(p‘l/g O3 (14 it)e) = 0

no new constraint. Thus we see that the Killing spinor equation (2.5]) only determines the
phase factors of the Killing spinors and gives no new constraint for the metric and five-form
flux @4)B.5)E.0) B EI).

Next we consider the Einstein equation (2Z.47)). For convenience, we rewrite the expres-
sions for the metric and five form flux in the following way. First we perform coordinate
transformations t — ¢t — «, 1[1 — zﬁ — t where 1[1 is a coordinate of the squashed three-sphere
(see (2.3)). Note that the second transformation just absorbs the dt accompanied by o3 and
does not affect the other components of the metric and five-form flux:

2 2 2 2
oy +dt — oy, (O‘i) + (UA) — (O‘i) + (O'Q) , 03 /N\N0y— 07 N0os.
We now see that another $3 metric dQ? = O'% + O'; + ag appears in the metric (3.0). We

parametrize that S% with a unit vector in four-dimensional space § = (1, 92, U3, J1), regard

y as the coordinate of the radial direction and introduce coordinates y1 234 = y91,2,.3.4. We

14



have the relations

dy® +y* (03 + 03 + 03) = dyi + dys + dy3 + dy3
2
ydy N\ og + yzai Noy=ydyNog+ %dag

1 . . . .
= —5Rag Gady +ydia) A (Ggdy + ydis)
= —dy; Ndyz — dyz N\ dya

(see (A3)(A4). Using these for (B.5) ([B.6), we obtain the following expressions for the metric

and five-form flux.

1 1 ~
ds® = —— (dt + V) + /pT? (d2? + da3) + /P (dy? + dy3 + dy} + dy3) + —dO3
VP VP
1
VZ‘ = Zeijﬁj lnT2
1 pT?
Fy = 5 (agpdxl - alpdxg) Adyy N dys A dys N dyg + Tdt ANdxy Ndxo A (dyl A dys + dys A dy4)

1 ~ 1 ~
+ ﬂ (alpdazl + 82pd.%’2) N (dt + V) A dS) — 5 (dy1 A dys + dys A dy4) A dSQ.

The (t,t) component of (2.47)) for this geometry is calculated to be

1
0= Rtt - EﬂaﬁyéFaﬁwst

3

= T <(31p(33))2 + (32p(35))2> ;

which implies that 01p = dop = 0, that is, p is constant.
We have shown that the metric and the five form flux are expressed with one constant

parameter p in the following way.

1 1 -
ds® = —— (dt + V)* + /pT? (da? + da3) + /b (dy? + dy3 + dy3 + dy3) + —=dQ3 (3.10)
VP VP
Fs = §T2dt Adxy Adza A (dyr A dys + dyz A dyy) — % (dy1 A dys + dys A dya) A d€2s.
(3.11)
V= ieijaj In T2 dx;. (3.12)

Because p is constant, the remaining known constraint ([3.2]) is a Liouville equation with a

cosmological constant —16p

(0 4+ 05) In (T(2)?) = 8pT'(x)*. (3.13)

15



As we will see below, the solutions of this equation correspond to geometries which are locally
equivalent to the near horizon geometry of intersecting D3-brane systems. This implies that
all of them are solutions of the supergravity and hence no additional constraint arises from

the other components of the Einstein equation (2.47).

AdSs x 83 x R*

The general solution of ([BI3]) has been known through the study of two dimensional surface.

On each connected domain in 122 space, it is of the form

T?dudi = ~———""=2~—"—dudu (3.14)

where u = 2! + iz? and £ is an arbitrary holomorphic function. From the point of view
of the global structure of the surface, u is the coordinate of a local patch inside the upper
half plane or its quotient by the discrete subgroup I' of the Mobius group SL(2, R) and & is
the local coordinate of the surface with which the metric is expressed in the standard form
ds? o dedé/ (Im€)?. The solutions are classified by the matrices M € I’ which act on £(u) as
u goes around fixed points of I': 1)|TrM| < 2 (elliptic), 2)|TrM| = 2 (parabolic), 3)|TrM| > 2
(hyperbolic). In this paper, we do not investigate the global structures of the solutions, and
in that case, it is sufficient to consider one solution of ([B3.I3]) because the other solutions are
related to it by coordinate transformation at least locally.
Let us consider an example of parabolic solution 7% = 1/4pz? . Then, from B.10) G.11) B.12),

we obtain the following metric and the five-form.

1 1 2 1 1 .
d32:——<dt+—d:c> + —— (d2? + d2?) + dy? + dy? + dy? + dy?) + —dO?
7 5, 2 Ty/pa (dai 5) + /P (dyi + dys + dys + dyi) VA
(3.15)
1 1 -
F5 = @dt A dxy A dza A (dyy A dys + dys A dys) — 5 (dyy N dya + dys A dya) A dS23.
1
(3.16)

The last two terms of the metric represent R* and S® respectively. We can show that the
three-dimensional space spanned by (¢, 1, z2) is AdS3. One way to do that is to show that its
metric satisfies three-dimensional Einstein equation with a negative cosmological constant.
This is sufficient to study local issues because the local structures of three-dimensional gravity
are governed by its cosmological constant. Another way is to present explicit coordinate

transformations which lead to standard expressions for AdS3, which will be more useful for
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the studies of global issues in the future. One such transformation is given by

2

z
SR
_ 9 £+
I
t = arctanz™ (3.17)

and this leads to a Poincaré metric of AdS3 with radius 1/ piH Explicitly (3.15) (3.16]) become
1 —datda” + dz?
N
1 1 -
Iy = @dfr Adx~ ANdz A (dyr A dys + dys A dyg) — 3 (dy1 A dya + dys A dyg) N dQs.
(3.19)

ds® =

1 -
+ /P (dy} + dy? + dy3 + dy?) + %dﬁg (3.18)

The above ten-dimensional space is the near horizon geometry of an intersecting D3-brane
system. To see this, let us consider a stack of D3-branes such that all the branes extend in
1 + 1 directions wp,w; and localize in four directions 21 22, 23, 24 (overall transverse space)
and the remaining world volume directions are y;, y2 or y3 y4 (relative transverse space). This
configuration is summarized in the following table.

Wo | W1 | Y1 | Y2 | Y3 | Ya | 21 | 22 | 23 | 24
D3 o o o o
D3 o o o o

The supergravity solution which in a sense corresponds to this configuration is given as
follows (see, for a review [§]).

1 1 1 1 1 1
ds®> = Hy *H, ? (—dw§ + dw}) + H, *H3 (dyi +dy3) + H{ H, * (dy3 +dyi)  (3.20)

4
1 1
+HEH} Y dz}
1=1

1 ! !
Fy = —gdwo A dwy Adr A (T—gﬂﬁdyl A dys + T—éH2_2dy3 A dy4> (3.21)
1
— 5(193 A (ladyy N dys + l1dys A dyy)

b I

H1:1—|— 3 H2:1—|-—2.
T T

Here r = \/ z% + z% + 232, + zz is the radial coordinate in the overall transverse space, df3 is

the volume form of the unit radius three-sphere orthogonal to it in the same space and 1, ls

“We can show that the AdSs written in the global coordinate is also covered by the coordinate system used

in (B15) (B16).
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are constants proportional to g;/ %4/, The near horizon geometry is given by the limit o/ — 0
with U = r/a’ fixed. After this limit is taken, (3.20) (3.2I]) becomes

d 2
ds* = o |\/L1LyU? (—dw} + dw?) + L1L27%5-+\/L1L2d93

1
—— (dy? + dy? + dy? + dy?) ,
+O/\/m(yl+y2+y3+ y4)

1 1
Fys = —§UdZUO Adwy AdU A (dyy A dys + dys A dyyg) — §dQ3 A (dyy A dys + dys A dyy) .

where L1o = l12/a’ and we have redefined U — L1LoU,y12 — v12/V&La, ysa —
y3.4/v/ & Ly. These expressions coincide with (3.I8) (3.19) under the identifications z = 1/U, p =
o’~2(L1Ly)~!. This near horizon geometry has 16 supersymmetries and thus it can be seen
that, in the case of the solution (B.I5])(3.10), we have 12 enhanced supersymmetries in addi-
tion to the 4 supersymmetries obtained in the previous section. In the case of other solutions
for the Liouville equation, those enhanced symmetries may be inconsistent with the global
identifications in the upper half plane Im¢ > 0, and therefore we expect that the geometries
produced by generic solutions are less supersymmetric than the above geometry produced by
a solution covering the whole of the upper half plane.

Since the geometries described by (B.10) B.11)(B.12) (BI3) have turned out to be equiva-
lent to the near horizon geometries of intersecting D3-brane systems, it is valuable to present
here the expressions for some T-dual geometries in our coordinate system. First we write
down the expression for a gauge potential A4 of the five form flux F5 in (BII). Noting
BI2)BI3) (or [B:3)), we obtain a solution of the equation F5 = dAy

1 1
Ay = At NV A (dyy A dyy + dys A dys) = 5 (dyy A dys + dys A dy,) A O (3.22)

where O is a two-form potential of d€3.
To take T-duals of (B.10)(3.22]), we need the value of the dilaton ¢rg. We set it equal to
0 because in that case we do not have to care about the difference between Einstein frame
and string frame for the above geometries. Compactifying R* to T* and taking T-dual in the
direction y1, we obtain the following type IIA geometries in string frame.
1 1 1 =
ds? = —— (dt + V)? + /pT? (da? + dzd) + —dy? + /p (dy3 + dy3 + dy?) + —d23
/b ( )"+ VP ( 1 2) N 1+Vp ( 2 3 4) N 3
(3.23)
1

V= ieijﬁj InT2dz", (8% + 822) In (T(:p)2) = 8pT'(z)%.
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These are locally equivalent to the near horizon geometries of D2-D4 systems. Further, taking

T-dual in the direction yo, we obtain the following type IIB geometries in string frame.

1 1 1 -
ds? = ——— (dt + V)2 + /pT? (da? + d22) + — (dy? + doy?) + dy2 + dy?) + —dO2
\/17( )+ VpT* (dxy 5) \/I_)(yl y3) + /P (dy3 + dyi) S
(3.25)

1
Ay =dt NV — 20, o1B = 3 Inp (3.26)

V= ieijaj InT?da", (67 + 03) In (T'(x)?) = 8pT'(z)>.

These are locally equivalent to the near horizon geometries of frequently-discussed D1-D5

systems.

Wick rotation

Finally, since we have understood the basic properties of the geometries with the S x S3
factor, we comment on the possibility that there is a connection to the results of other works.
Liouville theory has appeared also in other contexts as in [9, [I0]. Our result is different from
theirs in that (3.13) is a Euclidean Liouville equation. Interestingly, as we will see below, we
can find analytic continuations to Minkowskian Liouville equations such that the resultant
metrics and fluxes are again AdS3 x S% x R? solutions of the same supergravity.

Let us recall the form of the general solution of the Liouville equation (BI4]). We can
always take £ = 2 + iz}, as coordinates of (x1,x2) space, and because {(u) is a holomorphic
function, the conformal form of the metric in two-dimensional space g;; ~ T25ij is not affected
by this coordinate transformation. Thus we see that the metric and five-form flux expressed
in the coordinate £ are also in our ansatz and satisfy the same constraints. The difference from
BI5)(BI0) is just that 27 and x5 are interchanged and some signs are flipped. Explicitly,
the metric and five-form flux are given by

1 1
ds? = —— (dt+ V) + ——
7 U

1 1 ~

1

V = ——-dx}.
2z,

2 2 2 2 762 1=
(da’f + dafy) —I—\/§<dy +y d§23> + \/ﬁng

From this we see that the Wick-rotations zj — iz} lead to that V turns into iV, T? =
1/4pzf} is unchanged and (3I3) turns into a Minkowskian Liouville equation. To keep the
metric real, we need another Wick rotation, t — =it. After this double Wick rotation,
the five-form flux remains real, and hence these metric and the flux are again a solution of

IIB supergravity. The coordinate transformation in the three dimensional subspace which
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leads to the Poincaré metric (In the case of ([BI5])(B.I6]) it was (BI7).) can be used with the
corresponding Wick rotations 2/~ — #iz’™~. Thus we see that this Wick rotated geometry
is again an AdSs x S x R* solution and it is the near horizon geometry of an intersecting
D3 brane system.

The above Wick rotations work also for the cases of T-dualized geometries (3.23) (3.24))
B25) (B26). The appearance of Liouville theory for every slice of constant ¢ may lead to

some understanding of D1-D5 systems in the future.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we have shown that a new differential equation should be imposed on the
resultant controlling functions m,n, p, T of [5], and discussed the limit n = 0,m = 1/42, in
which the new equation plays crucial roles to obtain some properties of the geometries.

Among the properties recognized in this paper, the appearance of Liouville theory in D1-
D5 systems seems to be related most directly to other works. In [9, 10], it has been shown
that some boundary dynamics in AdSs are related to Liouville theory. In [I1I], properties
possessed by the solutions of Liouville equation have been found in supergravity. Investigating
the precise relations of our result to those works will be our next task. The interesting point
is that, in contrast to them, we have obtained Liouville equation itself in the bulk.

Next of interest is in the possibility that our results may relate the spectra of different
conformal field theories. The world volume theories on intersecting D3-branes have been
constructed in [I2] and those of D1-D5 systems are often discussed. Although we have not
investigated how the global structures of the two-dimensional surfaces described by the Li-
ouville theory are related to those of the ten-dimensional geometries, we have shown that
those structures are common to the T-dualized geometries. This implies that, if there exists
a solution which is regarded as an excited state in the near horizon geometry of one con-
figuration of D-branes, we can map it to those of T-dualized systems. This kind of duality
relation in the gravity sides may lead to new understandings about the relations between the
two different dual field theories.

Another of interest is in the relation between AdSs x S® x R* and AdSs x S°. In LLM,
AdS5 x S? is described by a circular droplet with its radius equal to the square of that of the
AdSS5, and the limit of large radius or small radius corresponds to the limit n =p =0,m =
1/y? in our geometries, which can also be considered as a large radius limit of AdS3. More
generally, for any droplet configuration of LLM, this geometry can be obtained by looking
closely around any point on the y = 0 plane. Although this is a singular geometry and the
validity of supergravity approximation has to be discussed, it might imply something new
about the behaviors of N'=4 SYM in the corresponding limits.
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A Building blocks of squashed three-spheres

In this section, we explain the relation between the unit vector in four-dimensional space
used in Sec[3] and building blocks used for defining the metrics of squashed three-spheres.

Let us parametrize the unit vector in four-dimensional space as follows.

gy = cosgcosw—“b

Y1 = 5 5

Yo = —cos—sinw+¢
2 2

Jy3 = —sin—cosw_(b
2 2

Yy = singsin¢_¢.

2 2
In this parametrization, the metric of S® is
ds?* = dy? +dj3 + dg3 + di}
1
= 3 (d9? + d¢? + dip? + 2 cos Odeds)) . (A1)

To define the metric of squashed three-spheres, we consider SU(2)r, and SU(2)r genera-

tors,

(A.3)
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We can construct left-invariant one-forms from SU(2)r generators

Rl si,d0s = —03 (A.4)
Riﬁgadyﬁ = -0
R siadils = 0.

The metrics of SU(2)r, invariant squashed three-spheres are given by

ds? = 1i; (Rhgadis) (150,455

where 7, j

squashed three-spheres by using the SU(2), generators (A.2l).

is an arbitrary symmetric tensor. We can define the metrics of SU(2)p invariant

ds? = li; (Ll 500dis) (LJV 5%@5) .
If riyj = lij = d;j, the two metrics coincide and are equal to (A.Il), and each symmetry is

enhanced to SO(4) = SU(2)r x SU(2)rg.
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