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Abstract

Combining toric geometry techniques and N = 2 supergravity formalisms, we study

5D black branes in the M-theory compactification on a four parameter Calabi-Yau

threefold. First, we investigate 5D BPS and non-BPS black holes that are derived by

wrapping M2-branes on non-holomorphic 2-cycles in such a toric Calabi-Yau manifold.

Concretely, we provide the allowed electric charge regions of BPS and non-BPS black

hole states that are obtained by surrounding M2-branes over appropriate 2-cycles.

Then, we approach the black hole thermodynamic behavior by computing the entropy

and the temperature. By evaluating the recombination factor, we examine the stability

of such non-BPS black holes. Precisely, we find stable and unstable solutions depending

on the allowed electric charge regions. After that, we study 5D black strings by wrap-

ping M5-branes on non-holomorphic dual 4-cycles in the proposed toric Calabi-Yau

manifold by focusing on the stability behaviors. In the allowed regions of the moduli

space of the non-BPS stringy solutions, we find stable and unstable states depending

on the magnetic charge values.
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1 Introduction

Recently, a special interest has been developed to the study of charged black holes and black

strings in 5 dimensions (5D). These black objects have been built from supersymmetric

M-theory on Calabi-Yau (CY) threefolds using the compactification mechanism [1–6]. In

this approach, the BPS and the non-BPS black states have been derived by help of the

5D N = 2 supergravity formalism elaborated in the investigation of lower dimensional

supersymmetric models [7–10]. A close examination shows that such charged black holes and

black strings arise by wrapping M2 and M5 branes on non-holomorphic 2-cycles and dual 4-

cycles of the CY threefolds via intersecting number computations, respectively. These cycle

behaviors are controlled by a real number h1,1 being the Kähler moduli space dimension.

The latter is needed not only to specify the corresponding 5D spectrum fields that are

derived from the M-theory compactification but also to determine the effective potential of

the BPS and the non-BPS solutions in 5D. Two and three dimensional Kähler moduli spaces

have been investigated [1–6]. For two dimensions, for instance, concrete models have been

studied by proposing two parameter complete intersection Calabi-Yau (CICY) models in the

ordinary projective spaces where the stability behaviors of such black brane objects have

been discussed. These studies have been conducted by calculating a scalar quantity called

the recombination factor R. Stable and unstable black object solutions have been obtained

corresponding to R < 1 and R > 1, respectively [1]. Later, CICY models in the weighted

projective spaces have been proposed by insisting on the weight value effect on the stability

and the thermal behaviors of certain 5D black M-branes including black holes and black

strings [4, 5].

More recently, these works have been extended to three parameter CY threefolds in M-

theory scenarios. Two different CY descriptions have been elaborated. Concretly, a toric

description of M-theory scenarios has been proposed by elaborating a generic discussion.

Precise computations for CY threefolds regarded as hypersurfaces in toric varieties (THCY)

have been provided for h1,1 = 3. In this way, 5D BPS and non-BPS black brane configurations

involving stable and unstable behaviors have been obtained using numerical computations [3].

Alternatively, a three parameter model of CICY dealing with such black brane stability

behaviors based on the N = 2 5D formalism has been investigated [6]. Precisely, a M-theory

CY threefold in the P1 × P1 × P2 projective space product has been studied by calculating

the corresponding effective potential. In this regard, 5D BPS and non-BPS black brane

solutions have been derived and examined. Stable and unstable black branes depending on

the charge regions of the Kähler moduli space have been determined using analytical and

numerical computations.

In this work, we study 5D black branes in the M-theory compactification on a four param-

eter THCY by combining toric geometry techniques and N = 2 supergravity formalisms.

First, we investigate 5D BPS and non-BPS black holes that are obtained by wrapping M2-

branes on non-holomorphic 2-cycles in such a toric CY manifold. Concretely, we determine

the allowed electric charge regions of the black hole moduli space and approach certain ther-
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modynamic behaviors by computing the corresponding quantities including the temperature

and the entropy. Then, we inspect the stability behaviors of such 5D black holes via the

calculation of the recombination factor R. After that, we approach 5D black strings being

derived by wrapping M5-branes on non-holomorphic 4-cycles in the proposed CY toric geom-

etry. Calculating the recombination factor R for 5D black strings, we find various stable and

unstable solutions depending on the magnetic charge regions of the involved moduli space.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we provide a concise discussion on

5D M-theory black branes using N = 2 supergravity formalisms. In section 3, we investigate

5D BPS and non-BPS black holes by wrapping M2-branes on 2-cycles inside a CY threefold

with four Kähler parameters using toric geometry techniques. In section 4, we move to study

the 5D BPS and the non-BPS black strings by wrapping M5-branes on 4-cycles in such a

toric CY threefold. The last section is devoted to certain final remarks and open issues.

2 M-theory black branes on CY geometries

To start, we would like to provide a concise discussion on 5D black branes from the M-theory

compactification using N = 2 supergravity techniques elaborated in the study of stringy

spectrums in lower dimensional space-times. Precisely, these solutions can be derived from

the compactifaction scenario on CY threefolds needed to engineer models involving minimal

supercharges in 5D [11–19]. Alternatively, these non-trivial geometries have been also ex-

ploited in the compactification of type II superstrings producing 4D N = 2 supersymmetric

classes based on mirror symmetry tools [20–22]. It is worth recalling that, at low energies,

M-theory represents an eleven-dimensional supergravity model [23]. This can generate cer-

tain non-perturbative limits of superstring theories via the compactification mechanism on

specific specific geometries with non-trivial holonomy groups. In the M-theory context, the

black brane objects can be built by considering M2 and M5 solitonic solutions living in 11D.

With help of the compactification mechanism, these black objects can be approached using

the 5D N = 2 supergravity formalisms. The associated physics depends on the CY mod-

uli spaces coordinated by the Kähler and the complex deformation parameters associated

with the Hodge numbers h1,1 and h2,1, respectively [24–32]. Forgetting about hypermulti-

plet spectrums linked to the Hodge number h2,1, the black object physics in such M-theory

compactifications can be studied using the following 5D Maxwell-Einstein action

S =
1

2κ2
5

∫
d5x

(
R ⋆ I−GIJdt

I ∧ ⋆dtJ −GIJF
I ∧ ⋆F J − 1

6
CIJKF

I ∧ F J ∧ AK

)
(2.1)

describing the dynamics of h1,1 vector multiples indexed by I involving the scalar Kähler

moduli tI and gauge fields F I = dAI . The symmetric tensor GIJ indicates the moduli space

metric being a relevant piece to compute the effective scalar potential needed to examine the

associated stability behaviors. The tensor elements CIJK provide the intersecting numbers

which could be fixed once the CY manifolds are built. 5D black holes, for instances, carry qI

electric charges under the U(1)⊗h1,1
abelian gauge symmetries. These electric charges have
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been exploited to calculate the corresponding effective potential via the moduli space metric

GIJ . It has been suggested that this effective potential can take the following form

V e
eff = GIJqIqJ , I, J = 1, . . . , h1,1. (2.2)

This scalar potential is invariant under a Z2 symmetry acting as follows

Z2 : qI → −qI (2.3)

which could be exploited in certain discussions corresponding to the allowed electric charge

regions. For dual black strings with magnetic charges pI , however, the effective scalar po-

tential can be expressed as

V m
eff = 4GIJp

IpJ . (2.4)

In this context, GIJ can be written in terms of the volume V of the involved CY threefolds

via the relation

GIJ = −1

2
∂I∂J log(V), (2.5)

where one has used

V =
1

3!
CIJKt

ItJtK . (2.6)

In M-theory scenarios, certain models of two and three parameter CY threefolds have been

studied using at least two classes of CY spaces relaying on THCY and CICY descriptions

[1–6]. Using analytical and numerical computations for the recombination factor R, stable

and non-stable solutions for certain 5D black holes and black strings have been examined.

They are associated with R < 1 and R > 1 conditions, respectively [3].

In what follows, we would like to extend such works to four parameter CY threefolds

using a toric description in the M-theory compactification mechanism by help of M2 and

M5-branes.

3 M-theory black holes from a THCY with h1,1 = 4

In this section, we would like to deal with 5D black hole behaviors from a four parameter CY

threefold in the M-theory compactification scenarios. This manifold can be constructed using

toric geometry techniques [33–39] . These mathematical tools have been largely used in the

geometric engineering method being exploited to provide lower dimensional gauge models

from different roads including type II superstrings, M-theory on G2 manifolds, and F-theory

with elliptic compactifications [40–42]. Roughly speaking, a toric manifold is associated

with a polytope encoding the geometric data of the associated CY manifolds defined as

hypersurfaces. In this way, this manifold can be described in terms of quotient spaces

generating the ordinary and the weighted projective spaces. To construct such quotient

spaces, one needs, usually, a n+r dimensional complex space Cn+r coordinated by z1, . . . , zn+r

with r C∗ scale symmetries acting as follows

C∗a : zi → λqai zi, i = 1, 2, . . . , n+ r, a = 1, 2, . . . , r, (3.1)
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where λ is a non-zero complex number and qai are integers where each a generates the so-called

Mori vector in toric geometry language [43,44]. In fact, they generalize the weight vector of

the complex n-dimensional weighted projective space WCPn(w1, . . . , wn+1) associated with

one Mori vector wi = qi. Roughly speaking, a general toric variety Vn can be defined by the

following symplectic quotient space

Vn =
Cn+r \ U

C∗r , (3.2)

where U is considered as a subset of Ck required by triangulation configurations. A close

examination shows that one can regard Vn as a T n fibration. This can be understood by

dividing T n+r by the U(1)r gauge symmetry

zi → eiq
a
i θ

a

zi, a = 1, . . . , r, (3.3)

where θa are the generators of the U(1) phase symmetries. In this way, Vn can be represented

by a toric graph ∆(Vn) spanned by k = n + r vertices vi in the Zn lattice satisfying the

following toric relations
n+r∑
i=1

qai vi = 0, a = 1, . . . , r. (3.4)

It turns out that such a toric manifold exhibits a beautiful physical realization via N = 2

linear sigma models in two dimensions involving the U(1)r gauge fields coupled to n + r

chiral fields ϕi with a matrix gauge charge qai [45]. Up to the U(1)r gauge transformations,

Vn can be considered as a solution of the D-term flatness condition
n+r∑
i=1

qai |ϕi|2 = ρa, (3.5)

where the quantities ρa represent the Fayet-Iliopoulos (FI) coupling parameters [45, 46].

In toric variety Vn, a hypersurface with a vanishing first Chern class provides a (n − 1)

dimensional CY manifold. Using toric techniques, CY threefolds have been classified by

Kreuzer and Sakrke [34]. The present investigation concerns a CY threefold encoded in

Krenzer-Skarke database involving all geometrical data of all different CY manifolds in terms

of the ambient toric polytope information [34–39]. Supported by such activities, we consider

a four parameter CY threefold with the following toric data

Poly

tope

Weight ma-

trix

Kähler cone ma

trix

Mori cone matrix (h1,1, h1,2, χ )

1310



0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

0 1 1 0

1 1 2 0

0 1 0 0

1 1 2 1

3 4 6 2

1 0 0 0




0 −1 0 0

0 1 0 1

0 0 1 0

1 0 0 −2




−1 1 0 1 −1 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0 1 0 1 1

1 0 0 0 0 1 2 0

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 −2

 (4,106,-204)
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A close inspection, in the study of the black holes and the black strings in the M-theory

compactification on CY threefolds, reveals that the relevant data are the intersection num-

bers. These geometric quantities are needed to calculate the effective potential of the black

brane objects including the black holes and the black strings [1]. For the present toric CY

threefold, we should compute the tensor elements CIJK with I, J,K = 1, . . . , 4 taking the

following matrix form

C1JK =


C111 C112 C113 C114

C121 C122 C23 C124

C131 C132 C133 C134

C141 C142 C143 C144

 , C2JK =


C211 C212 C213 C214

C221 C222 C223 C224

C231 C232 C233 C234

C241 C242 C243 C244

 (3.6)

C3JK =


C311 C312 C313 C314

C321 C322 C323 C324

C331 C332 C333 C334

C341 C342 C343 C344

 , C4JK =


C411 C412 C413 C414

C421 C422 C423 C424

C431 C432 C433 C434

C441 C442 C443 C444

 . (3.7)

Using the equation given in (2.6), appropriate calculations provide the following volume

expression of the proposed toric CY threefold

V =
1

3

(
3t1t3(t3 + 2t4) + t32 − 3t22t3 + 3t2t

2
3 + t33 − 6t3t

2
4

)
. (3.8)

Exploiting now the relation (2.2), we can establish the effective potential of 5D black holes

in such M-theory scenarios. Precisely, it takes the form

V BH
eff (qI , tI) =

G(qI , tI)

T (tI)
(3.9)

where T is a geometric function which reads as

T (tI) = 3
(
t1(t3 + 2t4)− t22 + t2t3 − 2t24

)
. (3.10)

The scalar quantity G(qI , tI) is found to be

G(qI , tI) = gIJ(tI)qIqJ (3.11)
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where one has used the following matrix elements

g11 = 6(t3 + 2t4)t
3
1 + (−6t22 + 6t3t2 + 7t23 − 36t24)t

2
1 + 2(7t33 + 10t4t

2
3 − 12t2t4t3 + 12t4(t

2
2 + 2t24))t1

− 2(3t42 − 6t3t
3
2 + 8t23t

2
2 + 12t24t

2
2 − 5t33t2 − 12t3t

2
4t2 − 2t43 + 12t44 + 10t23t

2
4)

g12 = −3(2t2 − t3)(t3 + 2t4)t
2
1 + (6t32 − 9t3t

2
2 − 4(t23 + 3t4t3 − 3t24)t2 + t3(7t

2
3 + 12t4t3 − 6t24))t1

+ 2(t2 − t3)t3(3t
2
2 − 3t3t2 − t23 + 6t24)

g13 = t23
(
−6t22 + 6t3t2 + 2t23 − 12t24 + 7t1t3 + 12t1t4

)
g14 = −3t42 + 6t3t

3
2 + (3t1(t3 + 2t4)− 2(4t23 + 3t4t3 + 6t24))t

2
2 + t3(5t

2
3 + 6t4t3 + 12t24

− 3t1(t3 + 2t4))t2 + t1(6t
3
3 + 17t4t

2
3 + 18t24t3 + 12t34) + 2(t43 + t4t

3
3 − 5t24t

2
3 − 6t34t3 − 6t44)

g22 = −3t42 + 6t3t
3
2 − 6t23t

2
2 + 2t33t2 + t43 + 12t44 − 8t23t

2
4 + 3t21(t3 + 2t4)

2 + 4t1(t
3
3 + 2t4t

2
3 − 3t24t3 − 6t34)

g23 = t23
(
−3t22 + 2t3t2 + t23 − 6t24 + 3t1 (t3 + 2t4)

)
g24 = 3(t3 + 2t4)t

3
2 − 3t3(2t3 + 3t4)t

2
2 + (2(t33 + t4t

2
3 + 3t24t3 + 6t34)− 3t1(t3 + 2t4)

2)t2

+ t3(t3 + t4)(t
2
3 − 6t24 + 3t1(t3 + 2t4))

g33 = t23
(
−6t22 + 6t3t2 + t23 − 12t24 + 6t1 (t3 + 2t4)

)
g34 = t23(−3t22 + 3t3t2 + t23 − 6t24 + t3t4 + 3t1(t3 + 2t4))

g44 = t43 + 2t4t
3
3 − 5t24t

2
3 − 12t34t3 + 3t2(t

2
3 + 2t4t3 + 2t24)t3 − 12t44 − 3t22(t

2
3 + 2t4t3 + 2t24)

+ 3t1(t
3
3 + 4t4t

2
3 + 6t24t3 + 4t34).

Having computed the black hole effective scalar potential, we move now to examine the

BPS and non-BPS black hole solutions in the proposed M-theory compactification followed

by a stability analysis.

3.1 BPS and non-BPS black hole solutions

Here, we investigate the BPS and the non-BPS black hole behaviors with four charges qI
associated with U(1)× U(1)× U(1)× U(1) gauge fields derived by wrapping M2-branes on

2-cycles in the above four parameter CY toric geometry. To do so, we first elaborate the

BPS black hole solutions. To get such solutions, we need to solve the constraints

qI − 2τIZe = 0, I = 1, 2, 3, 4 (3.12)

where one has used

τI =
1

2
CIJKt

JtK , Ze = q1t1 + q2t2 + q3t3 + q4t4. (3.13)

To handle such equations, the local coordinates of the black hole moduli spaces should be

used. More precisely, we consider the following inhomogeneous variables

x =
t1
t4
, y =

t2
t4
, z =

t3
t4
, α =

q1
q4
, β =

q2
q4
, γ =

q3
q4

(3.14)

where qI and tI represent the homogeneous charges and the geometric variables of the 5D

black hole moduli space, respectively. In terms of the local coordinates, the above constraints
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provide the following three equations

− q4(−2α(x−2)+z+2)
2(x−2)

= 0
q4(2β(x−2)+2y−z)

2(x−2)
= 0

q4(2x((γ−1)z−1)+y2−2yz−z2−4γz+2)
2(x−2)z

= 0.

(3.15)

Solving this system of equations, we can get the local charge variables in terms of the local

coordinates of the Kähler moduli in the following form

α =
z + 2

2(x− 2)
, β =

z − 2y

2(x− 2)
, γ =

2x(z + 1)− y2 + 2yz + z2 − 2

2(x− 2)z
. (3.16)

Indeed, it is possible to express to the local geometric coordinates as functions of the local

charge variables. Two triplet solutions are obtained (x+, y+, z+), and (x−, y−, z−) which are

given by

x∓ =
14α3 ∓ ξ(α, β, γ) + α2(−4β − 8γ + 11)− α (2β2 + β + 2γ − 1)

α (7α2 − 2α(β + 2γ − 2)− β2)

y∓ =
−4α3 ∓ α (ξ(α, β, γ)− 2β2 − 2βγ + β)± βξ(α, β, γ) + α2(−2β + 2γ − 3)

α (7α2 − 2α(β + 2γ − 2)− β2)

z∓ =
∓2ξ(α, β, γ)− 8α2 + 2α(β + 2γ − 3) + 2β2

7α2 − 2α(β + 2γ − 2)− β2
(3.17)

where one has used

ξ(α, β, γ) =
√
α2 (2α2 + α(−4β − 8γ + 2) + 2β2 + β(4γ − 2) + (1− 2γ)2). (3.18)

To determine the possible regions of the allowed electric charges, strong constraints should be

imposed on the geometric local variables of the black hole moduli space to ensure that they

lie within the Kähler cone. A close examination shows that each triplet solution should be

analyzed separately. Notably, the first triplet (x−, y−, z−) reveals larger regions of the allowed

electric charges. Similar behaviors can be elaborated for the second triplet (x+, y+, z+). As

illustrated in Fig.(1), the allowed electric charge regions for BPS black holes in the (α, β)

plane are shown for the (x−, y−, z−) triplet by taking certain values of the local electric charge

γ.

In this figure, the white regions indicate the absence of large black hole solutions. It has

been observed that for each fixed value of γ, the configurations provide only half-cone black

hole solutions. Interestingly, the negative and the positive values of γ can be combined

to recover the symmetric cone of the BPS black holes appearing in two parameter CY

models [1, 4, 5]. Moreover, in the special case of γ = 0, the cone symmetry is fully restored.

According to [4–6], we approach certain thermodynamic behaviors of such black hole

solutions. In particular, we can calculate the entropy of the BPS black holes via the relation

SBPS =
2π

3
√
3
|Ze|3/2. (3.19)

9
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Figure 1: Electric charge regions for BPS black hole sates associated with the second triplet (x−, y−, z−).

Indeed, this entropy is found to be

SBPS =
2π

3
√
3
|t4q4|3/2|xα + yβ + zγ + 1|3/2. (3.20)

Using the CY threefold volume, t4 can be expressed in terms of the local variables of the

black hole moduli space as follows

t4 =
1

22/3 3
√

(x− 2)z(αx+ βy + γz + 1)
. (3.21)

Computations show that the BPS black hole entropy can take the form

SBPS =
1

9

√
2π

∣∣∣∣∣ q4(αx+ βy + γz + 1)
3
√

(x− 2)z(αx+ βy + γz + 1)

∣∣∣∣∣
3/2

. (3.22)

Examining the cubic root charge behaviors of this expression provides a pathway to explore

other thermodynamic quantities. Notably, numerous extended forms of the entropy have

been introduced in various black hole studies [47,48]. Inspired by such generalized entropies,

we can investigate the thermodynamic behaviors of these 5D black hole solutions, with

particular attention to the temperature as a key parameter. Specifically, we could identify

the obtained entropy SBPS with the Brown one, denoted as SB

SB =

(
A

Ap1

)3/2

, (3.23)
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where one has used Ap1 = 4G being the Planck area and A = 4πr2h. In this way, ∆ indicates

a deformed quantum gravity dimensionless parameter. Considering a maximal quantum

deformation required by ∆ = 1, we find the event horizon radius

rh =
1

2

(
1

9

√
2π

)1/3
∣∣∣∣∣ q4(αx+ βy + γz + 1)

3
√

(x− 2)z(αx+ βy + γz + 1)

∣∣∣∣∣
1/2

. (3.24)

Exploiting the thermodynamic techniques, we obtain the Hawking temperature

TH =

(
9√
2π

)1/3
∣∣∣∣∣ 3
√
(x− 2)z(αx+ βy + γz + 1)

q4(αx+ βy + γz + 1)

∣∣∣∣∣
1/2

. (3.25)

For generic regions of the moduli space, such a temperature exhibits inverse square root

charge behaviors matching with the results obtained in the literature.

To obtain 5D non-BPS black hole solutions, we can exploit the Lagrange multipliers used

in the elaboration of the equations of motion in dynamical systems. Concretely, this could

be approached via the relation

gV = 3t1t3(t3 + 2t4) + t32 − 3t22t3 + 3t2t
2
3 + t33 − 6t3t

2
4. (3.26)

Solving the equations
DIV

e
eff

DJV e
eff

=
DIgV
DJgV

, I, J = 1, 2, 3, 4 (3.27)

one can find the possible solutions, where one has usedDI = ∂I− 2
3ν
τI . Instead of giving large

equations, we give, however, only the possible accessible solutions. Indeed, computations for

building such models reveal that we have five solutions which are listed as follows:

Solution 1

α =
z + 2

2(x− 2)

β =
z − 2y

2(x− 2)
(3.28)

γ =
2x(z + 1)− y2 + 2yz + z2 − 2

2(x− 2)z
.

Solution 2

α = − 3(z + 2)2

2 (3x(z + 2)− 6y2 + 6yz + 2z(z + 3))

β =
3(z + 2)(2y − z)

2 (3x(z + 2)− 6y2 + 6yz + 2z(z + 3))
(3.29)

γ =
6x (z2 + 3z + 2)− 3y2(3z + 2) + 6yz2 + z3 − 2z2 − 18z − 12

2z (3x(z + 2)− 6y2 + 6yz + 2z(z + 3))
.

11



Solution 3

α = −(z + 2)2 (12x(z + 2)− 12y2 + 12yz + 5z2 − 24)

Λ(x, y, z)

β = −(z + 2)(z − 2y) (12x(z + 2)− 12y2 + 12yz + 5z2 − 24)

Λ(x, y, z)
(3.30)

γ = − ς(x, y, z)

Λ(x, y, z)

where one has used

ς(x, y, z) = 24x2(z + 2)2 + 2x(z + 2)
(
6y2(z − 4) + 36yz + z3 + 11z2 + 12z − 48

)
− 12y4(z − 2)

+ 12y3(z − 6)z + y2
(
3z3 + 26z2 − 48z + 96

)
+ 2y

(
z3 + 16z2 + 12z − 72

)
z + z5 + 6z4

+ 6z3 − 44z2 − 48z + 96

Λ(x, y, z) = 24x2(z + 2)2 + 6x(z + 2)
(
−12y2 + 12yz + 3z2 + 8z − 8

)
+ 4(12y4 − 24y3z

+ y2(5z2 − 12z + 24) + yz(7z2 + 12z − 24) + z(z3 + 5z2 − 4z − 24)).

Solution 4

α =
z + 2

2(x− 2)

β =
z − 2y

2(x− 2)
(3.31)

γ =
Γ(x, y, z)

2(x− 2)∆(x, y, z)

where the function ∆(x, y, z) is expressed as follows

Γ(x, y, z) = −24x3(z + 2)2 + 2x2(z + 2)(6y2(z + 6)− 24yz + 7z3 + 9z2 + 12z + 72)

− x(24y4(z + 3)− 24y3(z + 4)z + y2(23z3 + 60z2 + 96z + 288)− 2y(14z3 + 23z2

+ 24z + 96)z − 7z5 − 12z4 + 46z3 + 72z2 + 96z + 288) + 12y6 − 24y5z + 3y4(7z2 + 24)

− y3z(23z2 + 96) + 4y2(2z4 + 15z2 + 36) + yz(7z4 − 46z2 − 96) + z6 − 12z4 + 36z2 + 96

∆(x, y, z) = z(12x2(z + 2)2 + x(z + 2)(−24y2 + 24yz + 5z2 − 48) + 12y4 − 24y3z

+ y2(7z2 + 48) + yz(5z2 − 48) + z4 − 10z2 + 48).

Solution 5

α =
z + 2

2(x− 2)

β =
ϕ∓(x, y, z)

2(x− 2)2χ(x, y, z)
(3.32)

γ =
±φ(x, y, z)

2(x− 2)2χ(x, y, z)

12



where one has used

ϕ∓(x, y, z) = 288x(x2 − 3x+ 2)z2 + 12(6x3 − x2 − 33x+ 22)z3 + 72(x− 2)y3(z + 2)(2x+ z − 2)

− 108(x− 2)y2(z + 2)z(2x+ z − 2) + 15(x− 2)z5 + 66(x− 2)xz4 + 288(x− 2)(x− 1)2z

∓ 2
√
2δ(x, y, z)− 6(x− 2)y(z + 2)(24x2(z + 2) + 2x(5z2 − 48)− z3 + 2z2 − 24z + 48)

χ(x, y, z) = 12y2(6x(z + 2)− 5z2 − 12)− 12yz(6x(z + 2) + z2 − 12) + z2(18x(z + 2) + 7z2 − 36)

− 72y4 + 144y3z)

φ(x, y, z) = −72(x− 2)y4z3(x+ z) + 12y3(−12(x2 − 3x+ 2)z3 ±
√
2δ(x, y, z) + 9(x− 2)z5 + 6(x− 2)xz4)

+ 2y(−288z3 + 720xz3 − 576x2z3 + 144x3z3 + 144xz4 − 216x2z4 + 72x3z4 − 96z5

+ 144xz5 − 48x2z5 + 60xz6 − 30x2z6 − 9xz7 + 18z7

±
√
2δ(x, y, z)(12− 12x− 6xz + 2z2)

+ z(336z3 − 840xz3 + 672x2z3 − 168x3z3 − 264xz4 + 396x2z4 − 132x3z4 − 76z5 + 114xz5

+ 10x2z5 − 24x3z5 + 24xz6 − 12x2z6 + 2z7 − xz7

±
√
2δ(x, y, z)(−12 + 12x+ 6xz + 2z2)

− 3y2(−24x3z3(z + 2)− 2x2z3(21z2 + 38z − 72) + xz3(z3 + 84z2 + 372z − 96)+

+ 2(−z6 − 124z4 + 3
√
2zδ(x, y, z)))

with δ =
√

(x− 2)2z4(z + 2)(2x+ z − 2)(3x(z + 2)− 3y2 + 3yz + z2 − 6)2. It has been ob-

served that the first solution (3.28) has been already considered in the elaboration the BPS

charge solutions given in (3.16). However, the remaining ones do not verify the BPS equa-

tions giving the non-BPS solutions which will be dealt with in the forthcoming discussions.

Considering such non-BPS solutions, we can express the local geometric variables in terms

of the local charge quantities. For each solution, computations provide two triplets. Due to

higher orders of the local geometric coordinates for certain solutions, we approach the al-

lowed charge regions using two different methods. First, we consider lower orders appearing

in the second and the third solutions. Then, we reconsider the remaining ones via attractor

techniques. Indeed, for the second non-BPS black hole solution (3.29), we find
x2
∓ = 14α4+α3(4β+8γ−3)+α2(2β2+β(9−8γ)−8γ2+18γ−7)∓2β2υ(α,β,γ)+α(−4β3+β2(4−8γ)+2βυ(α,β,γ)+(4γ−1)υ(α,β,γ)

3α2(7α2−2α(β+2γ−2)−β2)

y2± = (−4α3+α2(−2β+2γ−3)±βυ(α,β,γ)α(β−2β2−2βγ+υ(α,β,γ)))
α(7α2−2α(β+2γ−2)−β2)

z2∓ = ∓2υ(α,β,γ)−8α2+2α(β+2γ−3)+2β2

7α2−2α(β+2γ−2)−β2

(3.33)

where one has used

υ(α, β, γ) =
√

α2 (2α2 + α(−4β − 8γ + 2) + 2β2 + β(4γ − 2) + (1− 2γ)2). (3.34)
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Concerning the third non-BPS black hole solution (4.13), we get
x3
∓ = ∓F (α,β,γ)

α2(14α4−2α3(18β+36γ+5)+α2(47β2+12β(8γ+1)+24γ(4γ+1))−6αβ2(5β+10γ+1)+9β4)

y3± = ±G(α,β,γ)
α(14α4−2α3(18β+36γ+5)+α2(47β2+12β(8γ+1)+24γ(4γ+1))−6αβ2(5β+10γ+1)+9β4)

z3± = −6(−8α4+2α3(5β+10γ−3)+α2(−2β2+10β+20γ+2)±
√

α2(−2α2−2α+β2)2υ(α,β,γ))−αβ2(5β+10γ+7)+3β4)

14α4−2α3(18β+36γ+5)+α2(47β2+12β(8γ+1)+24γ(4γ+1))−6αβ2(5β+10γ+1)+9β4

(3.35)

where one has used

F (α, β, γ) = −28α6 + α5(24β + 48γ − 46) + 6α4(7β2 + β(8γ + 13) + 8γ2 + 26γ + 2)

− α3(84β3 + β2(168γ + 59) + 6β(8γ − 1) + 6(8γ2 − 2γ − 1)) + α2β2(58β2

+ β(72γ − 3) + 72γ2 − 6γ − 15)∓ 6β2
√

α2(−2α2 − 2α+ β2)2υ(α, β, γ))

+ 3α(
√

α2(−2α2 − 2α+ β2)2υ(α, β, γ))(2β + (4γ + 1))− 4β5 + β4(4− 8γ))

G(α, β, γ) = 24α5 − 2α4(34β + 30γ − 9) + 2α3(36β2 + β(66γ − 19)− 30γ − 3)

+ α2β(−38β2 + β(39− 66γ)− 96γ2 + 36γ + 6) + 3β
√
α2(−2α2 − 2α+ β2)2υ)

± 3α(
√

α2(−2α2 − 2α+ β2)2υ)− 2β4 + β3(5− 10γ)).

In Fig.(2) and Fig.(3), we illustrate the allowed electric charge regions in the half cone con-

figurations for the second and third solutions of the non-BPS black holes that are constrained

by the Kähler cone conditions, respectively.
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Figure 2: Allowed electric charge regions for the second non-BPS black hole solution for the triplet
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Figure 3: Allowed electric charge regions for the third non-BPS black hole solution for the triplet
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The two figures illustrate that the cone symmetry configuration is recovered when we set

γ = 0, as observed for 5D black holes obtained from M-theory on CY threefold with two

Kähler parameters [1,4,6]. Non zero values of the γ breaks such a symmetry in the graphical

representation of the allowed regions of black hole electric charges. In fact, the positive

and the negative charge values should be gathered to recover the symmetric configurations

appearing in M-theory on two parameter CY manifolds. Moreover, it has been remarked

that for these two solutions, however, certain regions that are allowed for the BPS black

holes become disallowed.

Having discussed solutions with lower orders, we move now to approach the higher ones

associated with the fourth and the fifth solutions. Due to the higher order of the local

geometric coordinates in the charge expressions, a direct study of the allowed charge regions

is not an easy task. It may need more advanced numerical computations. Nevertheless, it

could be possible to determine the range of the charge ratios that admit attractor solutions

lying within the Kähler cone. A close examination shows that there are certain singular

curves in the moduli space, which do not correspond to any possible extremal black hole

configurations for charge finite values. These curves are obtained by setting the denominators

in the expressions of α, β, and γ to zero. To unveil such behaviors, we consider the fourth

solution given in (3.31). Indeed, it is evident that there is a common singularity among the

three charges at x = 2. This contrasts with the previous study, where the singularity has

been located within a region of the (α, β, γ) space. However, it is reduced here to a single
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point in such a space.

Moreover, the denominator of γ in this form reveals the presence of the complex sin-

gularities. A closer inspection indicates that additional singularities can be uncovered by

performing certain changes of variables, resembling coordinate singularities. From the solu-

tion (3.31), we can obtain the expressions of x and z as follows

x =
2α− 2β + y + 1

α− β
, z =

2(β + αy)

α− β
. (3.36)

Replacing x and z in the γ expression, we get

γ =
s(y)

ℓ(y)
(3.37)

where s(y) and ℓ(y) are found to be

ℓ(y) = 4(β + αy)(2α4(6y4 + 22y3 + 35y2 + 24y + 6) + 2α3(11y4 + 2(β + 23)y3 + (71− 4β)y2

− 2(β − 24)y + 12)− α2(2(7β2 − 6) + (11β2 − 12)y4 + (46β2 + 4β − 48)y3 + (61β2 + 8β − 72)y2

+ 4(13β2 + β − 12)y) + 2αβ2(−6y4 + (β − 24)y3 + (2β − 37)y2 + (5β − 26)y − 7)

+ β4(3y4 + 12y3 + 19y2 + 14y + 6))

s(y) = 2α6(35y5 + 99y4 + 92y3 − 36y − 12) + α5(48β + (134− 24β)y5 + (64β + 382)y4 + 4(71β

+ 69)y3 + 24(19β − 6)y2 + 24(11β − 10)y − 72) + α4(12(5β2 + 10β − 6) + (−55β2 − 44β + 68)y5

+ (−179β2 + 104β + 160)y4 + (−48β2 + 692β − 4)y3 + 12(6β2 + 89β − 24)y2 + 12(13β2 + 52

β − 22)y) + 2α3(−28β3 + 60β2 + 48β + β(11β2 − 23β − 12)y5 − 2(9β3 + 26β2 − 21β + 6)y4

+ (−169β3 + 33β2 + 252β − 48)y3 − 2(95β3 − 78β2 − 189β + 36)y2 − 6(23β3 − 29β2 − 38β + 8)y

− 12) + 2α2β(−20β3 − 42β2 + 30β + 3β(β2 + 4β + 2)y5 + 3(2β3 − 11β2 + 10β + 4)y4 + (−9β3

− 204β2 + 78β + 48)y3 + (−66β3 − 287β2 + 120β + 72)y2 + (−34β3 − 190β2 + 96β + 48)y

+ 12)− 2αβ3(−12β2 + 20β + 3β(β + 2)y5 + (−6β2 + 21β + 12)y4 + (−39β2 + 45β + 48)y3

+ (−58β2 + 70β + 74)y2 + (−26β2 + 50β + 52)y + 14) + β5(4(β + 3) + 3βy5 + (9β + 6)y4

+ 6(3β + 4)y3 + (28β + 38)y2 + 4(6β + 7)y).

Solving the constraint ℓ(y) = 0, we obtain the following new real pole

y = −β

α
. (3.38)

In this case, the singularity is located in the region with opposite charges being either (β > 0

and α < 0) or (β < 0 and α > 0). These regions can reduced by replacing y in the x and

the z expressions. This yields to

x =
1 + 2α

α
, z = 0. (3.39)

Now, we would like to discuss the poles of the fifth solution (3.32). Interestingly, the singu-

larity at x = 2 is still present here, appearing as a trivial pole. However, non-trivial poles
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can be obtained by considering the surface constraint χ = 0. Resolving this equation, we

can express the poles of y as functions of x and z as followsy(±,∓) =
1
6

(
3z(±,∓)

√
3
√

(±,∓)ι(x, y, z) + 6x(z + 2) + 4z2 − 12
)

y(∓,∓) =
1
6

(
3z(∓,∓)

√
3
√

(∓,∓)ι(x, y, z) + 6x(z + 2) + 4z2 − 12
)
,

(3.40)

where ι(x, y, z) =
√
3
√

(z + 2) (12x2(z + 2) + 16x (z2 − 3) + 5z3 − 10z2 − 12z + 24). It has

been observed that there are four solutions (y(+−), y(−+)) and (y(−−), y(++)). These poles

satisfy the Kahler cone condition subject to the following constrain regions

(x < 1 or z ⩾ 2− 2x) and (x ⩾ 1 or z > 0). (3.41)

3.2 Recombination factor and stability of non-BPS black holes

Having determined the non-BPS black hole solutions, we move now to inspect their stability

behaviors. This analysis can be done by calculating the recombination factor R via a generic

computation. Following to [1], this factor of such non-BPS solutions can be determined by

means of the following relation

R =

√
V cr
eff

MC∪
(3.42)

where V cr
eff denotes the critical value of the effective potential Veff and MC∪ =

∑
|ϱI |tI . To

compute ϱI , we consider the non-BPS black holes obtained by wrapping M2-branes on a

non-holomorphic curve class embedded in the proposed toric CY threefold given by

C = ϱ1C
1 + ϱ2C

2 + ϱ3C
3 + ϱ4C

4. (3.43)

The associated black hole charges are given by

qI =

∫
C

JI = ϱ1C
1JI + ϱ2C

2JI + ϱ3C
3JI + ϱ4C

4JI , I = 1, . . . , 4. (3.44)

Using the Kähler cone matrix, we get

ϱ1 = q4 − 2(q1 + q2)

ϱ2 = −q1 (3.45)

ϱ3 = q3

ϱ4 = q1 + q4.

After appropriate computations, the recombination factor is found to be

R =
1√

2(|α + β|+ x|1− 2(α + β)|+ y|α|+ z|γ|)

√
3ζ

x(z + 2)− y2 + yz − 2
(3.46)
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where one has used

ζ = −24α2 − 24α+ 12β2 + 6α2x3(z + 2) + x2(α2(−6y2 + 6yz + 7z2 − 36) + 6αβ

(z + 2)(2y − z) + 3β2(z + 2)2) + x(12(−2β2 + 2α2(y2 + 2)− α(y2 + 2)(βy − 1) + 2βy + 1)

− 6z(2β2 − α(2β + 3βy2 + y2 + 4βy − 2y + 6) + 4α2y + β(2− 4y)− 3) + 2z2(10α2 + 4

β2 + 6(γ2 − γ + 1) + α(−12β − 12γ + (4β − 3)y + 17) + 3β(2γ + y − 3)) + z3(14α2

− 2α(7β + 7γ − 6) + 4β2 + 6β(γ − 1) + 6γ2 − 6γ + 3))− 3y4(2α2 + 2α+ β2)

+ 6y3(z(2α2 − 2α(β − 1) + (β − 1)β)− 2β)− y2(6(2α+ 1)2 + z2(16α2 − 4α(6β

+ 3γ − 4) + 6β2 + 6β(γ − 2) + 6γ2 − 6γ + 3) + 6z(2α− 3β + 1)) + y(−24β + z3(10α2

− 2α(4β + 6γ − 5) + 2β2 + 4β(γ − 1) + 6γ2 − 6γ + 3) + 2z2(6α− 2β + 3) + 6(2α+ 1)

z(2α− 2β + 1)) + 4α2z4 − 4αβz4 − 4αγz4 + 4αz4 + β2z4 + 2βγz4 − 2βz4 + γ2z4

− 2γz4 + z4 + 4αz3 − 2βz3 − 2γz3 + 2z3 − 20α2z2 + 24αβz2 + 24αγz2

− 20αz2 − 8β2z2 − 12βγz2 + 12βz2 − 12γ2z2 + 12γz2 − 5z2 − 24αz + 12βz − 12z − 12.

For simplicity reasons, we analyse the stability behavior within the allowed electric charge

regions of the second and the third non-BPS solutions presented previously. Considering the

second solution (3.29), we illustrate in Fig.(4) the behavior of the recombination factor by

taking γ = 0 and varying β between −100 and 100 for positive and negative α charges given

in the left and right panels, respectively.
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Figure 4: Recombination factor for the second solution in the allowed charge regions.

To perform this study in the allowed regions, we select appropriate values of α providing

two graphs. The latters exhibit a remarkable symmetry with one appearing as the mirror

image of the other. This can be supported by the cone symmetry observed in the allowed

charge region illustrations. It follows that the recombination factor R rises to its maximum

values in the left and right plots in the respective regions −100 < β < −50 and 50 < β < 100

where the stable and unstable black holes live. Taking −50 < β < 0 and 0 < β < 50, we

observe that the black holes are unstable, for positive and negative α values, respectively.

The cited symmetry can be understood from the fact that the regions with stable black holes

are associated the positivity and the negativity behaviors of β in the left and the right plots,
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respectively. In addition, for γ = β = 0, a critical point appears in both graphs where all

the curves meet. Interestingly, at this point, the behavior of the black hole changes from

stable to unstable, and vice versa.

For the third solution (4.13), we approach this symmetrical behavior by taking γ ̸= 0.

This means that for each negative value of γ, we can associate a symmetrical positive value

with the same magnitude and then we study the recombination factor behaviors. Effectively,

we consider γ = 50 and γ = −50. In Fig(5), we illustrate the variation of the recombination

factor for opposite charge regions.
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Figure 5: Recombination factor for the third solution in the allowed charge regions.

As the figure shows, the same symmetrical behavior is present, but not for the same γ value.

This symmetry is observed for each pair of opposite values, which could be linked to the

symmetry observed in the allowed region where, each half-cone configuration is associated

with the second half-cone configuration that has the opposite charges, recovering the full

cone configuration. Since it has been shown that a solution could be stable if this factor is

more than one, this figure provides stable and unstable black hole configurations depending

on the allowed charge regions. Indeed, for R < 1, the constituent BPS-anti-BPS pairs can

recombine to generate stable non-BPS black hole states.

4 M-theory black strings from a THCY with h1,1 = 4

In this section, we study 5D black strings using the M-theory compactification on the pro-

posed THCY with h1,1 = 4. These solutions can be provided by wrapping M5-branes on dual

divisors of such a toric CY manifold. The associated stability behaviors can be discussed by

means of the effective potential given in terms of the M5-brane magnetic charges.

4.1 5D black string solutions

Before approaching the stability behaviors, one needs first to find the black string solutions

carrying four magnetic charges pI , I = 1, 2, 3, 4 under U(1)4 gauge symmetries. To do so, we
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should calculate the effective potential V m
eff of the 5D black strings. Indeed, it is given by

V m
eff =

J

t23(−3t22 + 3t3t2 + t23 − 6t24 + 3t1(t3 + 2t4))2
(4.1)

where the scalar function J is expressed as follows

J =6(p23(3t
4
2 − 6t3t

3
2 + 6(t23 + 2t24 − t1(t3 + 2t4))t

2
2 + 4t3((t

2
3 − 3t24 + 3t1((t3 + t4))t2 + t43 + 12t44

+ 6t21(t
2
3 + 2t4t3 + 2t24) + 4t1(t

3
3 − 3t24t3 − 6t34)) + 2p3t

2
3(2p4(3t1 + 3t2 + 2t3)(t1 − 2t4)

+ p1(3t
2
2 + 6t4t2 + t23 + 6t24 + 4t3t4) + p2(−3t22 − 4t3t2 + t23 + 6t24 − 6t1(t2 + t4)))

+ t23(p
2
2(6t

2
2 − 6t3t2 + 5t23 − 12t24 + 6t1(t3 + 2t4))− 6p1p2(2t2 − t3)(t3 + 2t4) + 3p21(t3 + 2t4)

2

+ 4p24(3t
2
1 + 3(t3 − 2t4)t1 − 3t22 + t23 + 6t24 + 3t2t3)− 4p4(3p2(2t2 − t3)(t1 − 2t4)

+ p1(−3t22 + 3t3t2 + t23 + 6t24 + 6t3t4))))).

Now, we need to determine the critical points in terms of the local coordinate of the moduli

space. Roughly, one has the following new dynamical variables

ρ =
p1
p4
, σ =

p2
p4
, τ =

p3
p4

x =
t1
t4
, y =

t2
t4
, z =

t3
t4
. (4.2)

The black string solutions can be approached by considering tI = 3pI

Zm
, where Zm represents

the central charge of the black strings. In this way, the BPS solutions are given in terms of

the magnetic charges

x = ρ, y = σ, z = τ. (4.3)

The above solutions show that all the BPS region charges inside the Kähler cone correspond-

ing to the positivity of the geometric local variables x, y and z.

To establish the equations of motion of the scalar fields associated with the black string

moduli space, one needs to employ an extremization mechanism with respect to the geometric

local variables via (3.27). Indeed, we find three equations which can be formulated as follows

24z(2σ − τ − (τ + 2)y + σz + z)(3(τ + 2)x− 6σy + 3τy + 3ρ(z + 2) + 3σz + 2τz − 12) = 0

(4.4)

−24z(2(ρ+ τ)− (τ + 2)x+ (ρ− 2)z)(3(τ + 2)x− 6σy + 3τy + 3ρ(z + 2) + 3σz + 2τz − 12) = 0

(4.5)
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and

− 24(z3(10(ρ− 2)(3ρ+ 3σ + 2τ)− 3x2(σ2 + 2σ(τ + 3) + τ2 + 8τ + 10) + x(−12σ(ρ− τ − 5)

+ 4ρτ + 6σ2 + 6τ2 + 40τ + 3y(2ρ(σ + τ + 3) + 5σ2 + 2σ(τ + 4)− τ2 − 8τ − 10) + 60)

− (ρ− 2)y2(3ρ+ 15σ − 4τ) + 6y(2ρ2 − 2ρ(3σ − τ + 5)− 5σ2 − 2στ + τ2 + 10)) + 6τ2(x− 2)z

(2x2 − x(y2 − 2y + 2)− y(y2 + 2))− 3z2(−4(ρ2 + ρ(τ − 2)− σ2 + στ + τ2 + 2) + 4(τ + 1)x3

− 2x2(−σ2 + στ + τ2 + 6τ + 2σ(τ + 2)y − 2τy + 6) + x(6(−σ2 + στ + τ2 + 2τ + 2)

+ y2(2ρ(τ + 2) + 3σ2 − 3στ + τ2 − 2τ − 6) + y(−4ρσ + 2(ρ− 6)τ + 8σ(τ + 3)))− (ρ− 2)y3

(2σ − τ) + 2y2(ρ2 − ρ(τ + 6)− 3σ2 + 3στ − τ2 + 6) + 6(ρ− 2)y(2σ − τ)) + 3τ2(x− 2)

(−2x+ y2 + 2)2 − z4(x(ρ(6σ + 4) + 7σ2 + σ(7τ + 12) + 2(τ2 + 7τ + 7))− 6ρ2(y + 3) + ρ(−24σ

− 14τ + (12− 7τ)y + 28)− 2(7σ2 + 7στ + 2(τ2 + 7)− 7τy)) + (ρ− 2)z5(3ρ+ 3σ + 2τ)) = 0.

(4.6)

Solving these scalar equations of motion, we can obtain the magnetic black string configu-

rations in terms the geometric ones. They are organized as follows:

Solution 1

ρ =
ω(x, y, z)

(z + 2) (12x (z2 + 3z + 2)− 12y2(z + 1) + 12y(z + 1)z + 4z3 + 5z2 − 24z − 24)

σ =
y (12x(z + 2)− 7z2 − 24)− 4z (3x(z + 2) + z2 − 6)− 12y3 + 24y2z

12x (z2 + 3z + 2)− 12y2(z + 1) + 12y(z + 1)z + 4z3 + 5z2 − 24z − 24
(4.7)

τ = − 3z (4x(z + 2)− 4y2 + 4yz + z2 − 8)

12x (z2 + 3z + 2)− 12y2(z + 1) + 12y(z + 1)z + 4z3 + 5z2 − 24z − 24

where one has used

ω(x, y, z) = −12x2(z + 2)2 + 3x(z + 2)
(
12y2 − 12yz + 5z2 + 16z + 24

)
− 24y4 + 48y3z

− 2y2
(
17z2 + 24z + 48

)
+ 2yz

(
5z2 + 24z + 48

)
+ 6z4 + 16z3 − 20z2 − 96z − 96.

Solution 2

ρ =
−3x(z + 2) + 6y2 − 6yz − 2z2 + 12

3(z + 2)

σ = y (4.8)

τ = z.

Solution 3

ρ =
Φ

Ω

σ =
Ψ

Ω
(4.9)

τ =
z
(
−3x(z + 2) + 3y2 − 3yz + z2 + 6

) (
4x(z + 2)− 4y2 + 4yz + z2 − 8

)
Ω
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where one has used

Φ = 12x3(z + 2)2 + 3x2(z + 2)(−8y2 + 8yz + 11z2 + 16z − 16) + x(12y4 − 24y3z

+y2(−45z2 − 96z + 48) + 3yz(19z2 + 32z − 16) + 9z4 + 16z3 − 114z2 − 192z + 48)

+8z(3y4 − 6y3z + 2y2(z2 + 6) + yz(z2 − 12)− 2(z2 − 6))

Ψ = 3y(4x2(z + 2)2 − x(5z3 + 10z2 + 16z + 32)− z4 + 10z2 + 16)− 4z(3x2(z + 2)2

+x(z3 + 2z2 − 12z − 24)− 2(z2 − 6))− 3y3(8x(z + 2)− 9z2 − 16) + y2z(48x(z + 2) + z2 − 96)

+12y5 − 36y4z

Ω = 12x2(z + 1)(z + 2)2 + x(z + 2)(−24y2(z + 1) + 24y(z + 1)z + 4z3 + 9z2 − 48z − 48)

+12y4(z + 1)− 24y3z(z + 1) + y2(8z3 + 3z2 + 48z + 48) + yz(4z3 + 9z2 − 48z − 48)

+z4 − 8z3 − 18z2 + 48z + 48.

Solution 4

ρ =
Γ±

(2 + z)Λ

σ = − Π±
(2y − z)Λ

(4.10)

τ = 3
∓
√
2η − 2z3(6x2 + 6xy + x− 3y2 − 6y − 7)− 12(x− 1)z2(2x− y2 − 2) + z4(−10x− 6y + 3)− 2z5

Λ

where one has used

Γ± = 6x2(z + 2)(−6y2(z + 2) + 6yz(z + 2) + z2(5z + 9))− x(±3
√
2η − 36y4(z + 2) + 72y3(z + 2)z

+6y2(7z3 + 26z2 + 12z − 24)− 6y(13z3 + 38z2 + 12z − 24)z − 22z5 − 29z4 + 156z3 + 252z2)

+2(±3
√
2η + 18y4(z + 2)z − 36y3(z + 2)z2 + 6y2(z3 + 5z2 + 12z + 12)z

+6y(2z3 + z2 − 12z − 12)z2 + 2z6 − 2z5 − 24z4 + 12z3 + 72z2)

Π± = −6y2(12x2(z + 2)2 + 4x(z3 − 2z2 − 12z − 24)− z4 − 8z3 + 8z2 + 48)− 3y

(±
√
2η − 6(2x2 + 5x− 3)z3 + (−72x2 + 48x+ 24)z2 + (1− 10x)z4 − 96(x− 1)2z − 2z5)

−2(18x2z3 + 36x2z2 + 15xz4 − 72xz2 ±
√
2η(3x+ z − 3) + 3z5 − 6z4 − 18z3 + 36z2)

+36y4(z + 2)(2x+ z − 2)− 18y3z(3z + 8)(2x+ z − 2)

Λ = z2(18x2(z + 2) + 6x(2z2 − 2z − 15) + 2z3 − 8z2 − 15z + 54) + 6y2(−6x(z2 + 2z + 2)

+z3 + 8z2 + 6z + 12) + 12yz(3x(z2 + 2z + 2) + z3 − z2 − 3z − 6) + 18y4(z + 2)− 36y3z(z + 2)

η =
√

z2(z + 2)(2x+ z − 2)(z − 2y)2(3x(z + 2)− 3y2 + 3yz + z2 − 6)2.

As in the previous cases, we should express the local geometric variable x, y and z in terms

of the obtained magnetic ratio charges of the 5D black strings. This is needed to determine

the allowed magnetic charge regions. As shown in the above equations above, it has been
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inspected that only the first and the second solutions can provide explicit expressions for the

triplet (x, y, z) in terms of the magnetic charge regions. They are given respectively by

x =
−3ρ(τ + 2) + 6σ2 − 6στ − 2τ 2 + 12

3(τ + 2)
, y = σ, z = τ (4.11)

and

x =
B

(τ + 2) (12ρ (τ2 + 3τ + 2)− 12σ2(τ + 1) + 12σ(τ + 1)τ + 4τ3 + 5τ2 − 24τ − 24)

y =
σ
(
12ρ(τ + 2)− 7τ2 − 24

)
− 4τ

(
3ρ(τ + 2) + τ2 − 6

)
− 12σ3 + 24σ2τ

12ρ (τ2 + 3τ + 2)− 12σ2(τ + 1) + 12σ(τ + 1)τ + 4τ3 + 5τ2 − 24τ − 24
(4.12)

z = −
3τ

(
4ρ(τ + 2)− 4σ2 + 4στ + τ2 − 8

)
12ρ (τ2 + 3τ + 2)− 12σ2(τ + 1) + 12σ(τ + 1)τ + 4τ3 + 5τ2 − 24τ − 24

where one has used

B = −12ρ2(τ + 2)2 + 3ρ(τ + 2)(12σ2 − 12στ + 5τ2 + 16τ + 24)− 24σ4 + 48σ3τ − 2σ2(17τ2

+ 24τ + 48) + 2στ(5τ2 + 24τ + 48) + 6τ4 + 16τ3 − 20τ2 − 96τ − 96(5z2 + 24z + 48) + 6z4

+ 16z3 − 20z2 − 96z − 96.

Using the black hole similar techniques, in Fig. (6), we illustrate the allowed magnetic charge

regions for the first solution given in (4.11).
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Figure 6: Allowed magnetic charge regions for the first non-BPS black string solution by considering x, y

and z functions.

As for black holes, we observe overlapping regions with symmetric Kähler cones. They

are given by three colors associated with the three local geometric variables x, y and z.
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In Fig. (7), we present the allowed magnetic charge regions for the second solution of

non-BPS black strings given in (4.12). At first sight, it looks that the cone symmetrical

behavior is broken. A close observation, however, shows that such a behavior still exists by

focusing on the x regions and the non-allowed charge regions. To make this more obvious,

we illustrate in Fig.(8) the allowed charge regions for the second solution by considering only

the local variable x. It is clear from the figure that the cone symmetry behavior is recovered.
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Figure 7: Allowed magnetic charge regions for the second non-BPS black string solution by considering x, y

and z functions.

Before approaching the stability behaviors, we provide a comment on the non-BPS charges

associated with the equations (4.9) and (4.10). As we have done for the black hole solutions,

we consider the pole behaviors obtained by resolving the vanishing denominators Ω = 0 and

Λ = 0. They are found to be
xp1
± =

24y2(z+1)−24y(z+1)z−4z3−(±
√
16z2+24z+33+9)z2+48z+48

24(z+1)(z+2)

xp2
∓ =

6y2(z2+2z+2)∓
√
3
√

(z−2y)2(12y2(z+1)2−12y(z+1)2z+(2z2+4z+3)z2)−6y(z2+2z+2)z−2z4+2z3+15z2

6z2(z+2)
.

(4.13)
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Figure 8: Allowed magnetic charge regions for the second non-BPS black string solution by considering

only the x variable.

4.2 Stability scenarios of 5D black strings

To examine the stability of these solutions, we need to count the recombination factor, which

is the ratio between the black string tension T and the minimum size of the corresponding

piecewise calibrated divisors. By employing the local magnetic variables, we can determine

such a factor from the size VD∪ which is the minimum piecewise calibrated volume represen-

tative of the class [D] given by

D = p1D1 + p2D2 + p3D3 + p4D4 (4.14)

where D1, D2, D3, D4 are dual divisors to J1, J2, J3 and J4 denoting the Kähler (1, 1)-

forms of the proposed toric CY manifold, respectively. Roughly, the recombination factor is

expressed as follows

R =
T

VD∪
(4.15)

where one has used VD∪ =
4∑

I=1

AI |pI | with AI = CIJKt
JtK = 2τI describing the size of the

involved divisors. Computations lead to

VC∪ = t3(t3+2t4)|p1|+t3(−2t2+t3)|p2|+(2t1(t3+t4)+t3(2t2+t4)−t22−2t24)|p3|+2t3(t1−2t4)|p4|.
(4.16)
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Combining these relations, the black string recombination factor is found to be

R =

√
F

|τ | (2xz + 2x− y2 + 2yz + z2 − 2) + |σ| (z2 − 2yz) + (z2 + 2z) |ρ|+ 2xz − 4z
(4.17)

where one has used

F(x, y, z) = 6z2(2(ρ2 + ρ(τ − 2)− σ2 + στ + 2) + (τ2 + 2τ + 2)x2 − 2x(−σ2 + στ + 2τ + σ(τ + 2)y

− τ(τ + 1)y + 2) + y2(ρ(τ + 2) + σ2 − στ + τ2 − 2)− 2(ρ− 2)y(2σ − τ)) + 6τ2z(2x2

− x(y2 − 2y + 2)− y(y2 + 2)) + 3τ2(−2x+ y2 + 2)2 + 2z3(2(ρ− 2)(3ρ+ 3σ + 2τ)

+ x(3σ2 + 6σ + 2τ2 + 4τ + 6)− y(6ρ(σ + 1) + 3σ2 + 4στ − 2τ2 − 6)) + z4(3ρ2 + 2ρ(3σ + τ − 2)

+ 5σ2 + 2στ + τ2 + 4).
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Figure 9: Recombination factor for the first solution in the allowed magnetic charge regions.

In Fig.(9), we illustrate the behavior of the recombination factor in the allowed magnetic

charge regions of the first black string solution by fixing the value of τ and varying ρ and σ.

From the figure, it is evident that for different allowed regions of the magnetic charge, the

black strings exhibit instability behaviors as the recombination factor exceeds 1. Moreover,

a certain symmetry is observed in these two graphs, particularly for opposite values of τ and

ρ local magnetic charges.

Considering the second black string solution, the variation of the recombination factor

is depicted in Fig.(10). As shown in the figure, the stability of the black string solutions

depends on the values of the magnetic charge ratios. For instance, in the case of τ = 100,

the recombination factor is consistently less than 1, indicating that only stable behaviors are

observed. Conversely, for τ = 50, both stable and unstable behaviors can occur depending

on the specific value of magnetic charges. It is worth noting that the variation in the

recombination factor exhibits some apparent similarities in form across different cases.
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Figure 10: Recombination factor for the second solution in the allowed magnetic charge regions.

5 Conclusion and discussions

In this paper, we have studied certain physical behaviors of black branes from the com-

pactification of M-theory on a four parameter CY threefold with h1,1 = 4. Combining toric

geometry techniques and 5D N = 2 supergravity formalisms, we have approached the BPS

and the non-BPS states of the balck holes and the black strings which are obtained by wrap-

ping M2 and M5-branes on appropriate non-homomorphic 2-cycles and 4-cycles, respectively.

Concerning the black holes, we have found the allowed electric charge regions of the BPS and

the non-BPS states using the effective scalar potential computations. Inspired by extended

black hole entropies, we have discussed certain thermodynamic behaviors by computing the

associated quantities including the entropy and the temperature. Then, we have approached

the stability of the non-BPS black holes by computing the recombination factor associated

with four CY Kähler parameters. For simplicity reasons, we have treated only two solutions.

Analyzing such branch solutions, we have examined the stability behaviors in the allowed

electric charge regions of 5D M-theory black holes. As expected, we have found stable and

unstable non-BPS black hole states depending on the electric charge ratios. After that,

we have investigated the non-BPS black strings that are obtained by wrapping M5-branes

on dual non-homormphic 4-cycles in the proposed toric CY threefold. Precisely, we have

found multiple non-BPS solutions. Using the extremization mechanism with respect to the

geometric local variables subject to the volume constraint, we have elaborated black string

solutions from the expression of the stringy effective scalar potential. In particular, we have

computed the recombination factor R. After a close examination, we have shown that the

associated non-BPS black string states are stable in certain allowed magnetic charge regions.

In such regions, the 5D black strings do enjoy the recombination process.

In the end of this work, we could quote certain open questions which may come up.

A classic one concerns 4D black holes using the M-theory compactifications. It would be

interesting to think about alternative compactifications by implementing manifolds with non-

trivial features such as holonomy groups. G2 manifolds could be a possible road to investigate

such classes of black holes [49,50]. Moreover, a remarkable feature of CY threefolds is mirror
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symmetry playing a fondamental role in the compactification scenarios of string theory and

related topics including F-theory. It would therefore be interesting to try to deploy such a

geometric tool in CY black holes. We believe that these issues deserve more reflections. We

hope to address such questions in future works.
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