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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 Mb-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 h'! being the Kihler 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 Kahler 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 h'! = 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 A/ = 2 5D formalism has been investigated [6]. Precisely, a M-theory
CY threefold in the P* x P! x P? 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 Kéahler 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-



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 Kahler 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 Kéhler and the complex deformation parameters associated
with the Hodge numbers h'' and h*!, respectively [24-32]. Forgetting about hypermulti-
plet spectrums linked to the Hodge number h%!, the black object physics in such M-theory
compactifications can be studied using the following 5D Maxwell-Einstein action

S = 2—/1% d°x (R* I — Grdt' ANxdt” — G FP ANxF7 — éCUKFI AF7 A AK) (2.1)
describing the dynamics of h'! vector multiples indexed by I involving the scalar Kahler
moduli ¢; and gauge fields F' = dA!. The symmetric tensor G, 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 C7;x provide the intersecting numbers
which could be fixed once the CY manifolds are built. 5D black holes, for instances, carry ¢’
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

G'1y. It has been suggested that this effective potential can take the following form

e

S =G"aqqy, I,J=1,....h%. (2.2)
This scalar potential is invariant under a Z, symmetry acting as follows
ZQ S qr — —q1 (23)

which could be exploited in certain discussions corresponding to the allowed electric charge
regions. For dual black strings with magnetic charges p’, however, the effective scalar po-
tential can be expressed as

V3 = 4G p'p’. (2.4)

e

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

via the relation ]
Gy = —531& log(V), (2-5)

where one has used ]
V= 5CUthtJtK. (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
Mb5-branes.

3  M-theory black holes from a THCY with hl'! =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 C"™" coordinated by z1, ..., Z,4r
with r C* scale symmetries acting as follows

C*: 2z, = Nz, i=1,2,...,n+r, a=12,...,r (3.1)
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where ) is a non-zero complex number and ¢ 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 WCP" (wy, ..., w, 1) associated with
one Mori vector w; = ¢;. Roughly speaking, a general toric variety V" can be defined by the
following symplectic quotient space

B Cn—i-r \ U
-~
where U is considered as a subset of C* required by triangulation configurations. A close

& (3.2)

examination shows that one can regard V™ as a T" fibration. This can be understood by
dividing T"*" by the U(1)" gauge symmetry

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

where 0 are the generators of the U(1) phase symmetries. In this way, V" can be represented
by a toric graph A(V™) spanned by k = n + r vertices v; in the Z" lattice satisfying the

following toric relations
n+r

quvi:(), a=1,...,7. (3.4)
i=1

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)" gauge fields coupled to n + r
chiral fields ¢; with a matrix gauge charge ¢¢ [45]. Up to the U(1)" gauge transformations,

V™ can be considered as a solution of the D-term flatness condition
n—+r

> qtleil® =", (3.5)
=1

where the quantities p® represent the Fayet-Iliopoulos (FI) coupling parameters [45, 46].
In toric variety V", 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 | Weight ma- | Kahler cone ma | Mori cone matrix (Wt Ab2 )
tope | trix trix
0001
0010
0110 0 —1.0 O -1 1 01 -1 00 O
1310 1120 0 1 0 1 0O -1 00 1 01 1 (4,106,-204)
0100 0 0 1 O 1 0 00 0 12 0
1121 1 0 0 -2 o 1 10 0 00 =2
346 2
1 000




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 C x with I, J, K = 1,...,4 taking the

following matrix form

0111 C(112 C’113 C(114 C’211 C(212 0213 0214
0121 C(122 C123 C(124 0221 0222 C’223 0224
Ciyk = . Coyx = 3.6
MK C’131 C’132 0133 C'134 IR 0231 C'232 0233 C'234 ( )
C1141 C’142 C’143 C'144 C’241 C'242 0243 C1244
C'311 0312 0313 C’314 C'411 C’412 C'413 C’414
Cyo1 Cson Cioz C Cio1 Cass Caoz C
C3JK _ 321 322 323 324 7 C4JK _ 421 422 423 424 ) (37)

Using the equation given in (2.6), appropriate calculations provide the following volume
expression of the proposed toric CY threefold

1
V=3 (3tats(ts + 2ts) + 3 — 3t5t5 + 3lot] + t5 — 6t5t3) . (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

Vi anvtr) = S (5.9)
where T' is a geometric function which reads as
T(tr) =3 (ta(ts + 2ts) — t5 + tots — 243) . (3.10)
The scalar quantity G(qr,t;) is found to be
Glar,tr) = " (tr)arqs (3.11)



where one has used the following matrix elements

g't = 6(t3 + 2t4)t] + (=615 + Gtsty + Tt3 — 36t5)t7 + 2(7t5 + 10t4135 — 12totats + 12t4(t5 + 2t7))t
— 2(3t3 — 6tgts + 8t2t2 + 12632 — 5tity — 12t5t2t, — 265 + 12t5 + 10t32)
g'% = —3(2ty — t3)(ts + 2t4)t2 + (613 — Otgts — 4(t2 4 3tyts — 3t2)ty + t3(Tt2 + 12t4t5 — 612))t,
+ 2(ty — t3)t3(3t5 — 3tsty — 13 + 613)
g =15 (—6t5 + Otsty + 205 — 1265 + Ttyts + 1261t4)
g't = =3ty + 6tsty + (3t1(ts + 2t4) — 2(4t3 + 3tyts + 6t3))t5 + t3(5t5 + Gtyts + 12t3
— 3ty (t3 + 2t4) )to + t1 (683 + 1Ttat5 + 1865t + 12t]) + 2(t5 + taty — Stit; — 6tits — 6t7)
g% = =3ty + 6tgts — 6tat2 + ity + t5 + 1205 — 81212 + 3t3(t5 + 2t4)* + 4ty (13 + 244t — 3tits — 613)
g% =15 (=3t5 + 2Usts + t5 — 6] + 3ty (t3 + 2ta))
g* = 3(ts3 + 2t4)t5 — 3t3(2t5 + 3ty)ts + (2(t3 + tat3 + 3tits + 6t5) — 3t1(t3 + 2t4) )ty
+t3(ts + ta)(t; — 65 + 3ty (t3 + 2t4))
g% =13 (=613 + 6tsts + t5 — 1265 + 611 (t3 + 2t4))
g*t = t3(=3t5 + 3tsty + 5 — 615 + taty + 3t1(t3 + 2t4))
g* =15+ 2t4ts — Bt3ts — 1255 + 3to(t3 + 2tats + 25ty — 12t — 3t5(t5 + 2t4ts + 2t7)
+ 3ty (13 + dtgts + 63tz + 4t3).
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 ¢;
associated with U(1) x U(1) x U(1) x 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
q — 21712, =0, 1 =1,2,3,4 (3.12)
where one has used
n:%QMMK Ze = qity + qats + g3ty + qata. (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

t t t
l-:_l y:_27 22_37 a:ﬂ, 6:@, 7:@ (314)
Uy 121 4 qa 4
where ¢; and ¢; 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

_ qa(—2a(z—2)+2+4+2) __ 0
et mis)
- 2(2—2) : =0 (3.15)
q4(2:1:((771)271)+y272yz7227472+2) —0
2(z—2)z o

Solving this system of equations, we can get the local charge variables in terms of the local
coordinates of the Kéhler moduli in the following form
z+2 z—2y 20(z4+1) —y* +2yz + 22 — 2

T R T M 2o —2)z B

Indeed, it is possible to express to the local geometric coordinates as functions of the local
charge variables. Two triplet solutions are obtained (z,,y., 24 ), and (z_,y_, z_) which are

given by
M F (o, B,y) + (48 =8y +11) —a (26° + S+ 2y — 1)
T a(7a? —=2a(f+2v—2) - [?)
_ Aol Fa(f(e,B,7) — 26° — 28y + B) £ BE(a, B,7) + o® (=26 + 2y — 3)
v = a(7Ta? —2a(6 + 2y — 2) — B?)
T 2(a, B,y) — 8% 4+ 20(f + 2y — 3) + 2°
w7 702 = 2a(fB + 2y —2) — 52 (3:17)

where one has used

(o, B,7) = Va2 (202 + a(—48 — 8y +2) + 262 + B4y — 2) + (1 — 279)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 Kéahler cone. A close examination shows that each triplet solution should be
analyzed separately. Notably, the first triplet (z_,y_, z_) reveals larger regions of the allowed
electric charges. Similar behaviors can be elaborated for the second triplet (z,yy,2.). As
illustrated in Fig.(1), the allowed electric charge regions for BPS black holes in the (o, )
plane are shown for the (z_, y_, z_) triplet by taking certain values of the local electric charge
.

In this figure, the white regions indicate the absence of large black hole solutions. It has
been observed that for each fixed value of ~, the configurations provide only half-cone black
hole solutions. Interestingly, the negative and the positive values of 7 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 v = 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

27
Spps = ——|Z.|?/%. 3.19
BPS 3\/§| | ( )
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M x(BPS)
[ y(BPS)
[ z(BPS)

-100 T -100 =
-100 -50 0 50 100 -100 -50 0 50 100

Figure 1: Electric charge regions for BPS black hole sates associated with the second triplet (z_,y_,z_).

Indeed, this entropy is found to be
Sppg = 3—|t4q4|3/2|xa+yﬂ+27+ 1132, (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

1
ly = . (3.21)
22/33/(x — 2)z(ax + By + vz + 1)
Computations show that the BPS black hole entropy can take the form
. 5 . 3/2
Spps = v/ar | —lazt Byt + 1) (3.22)

9 V(x—2)z(ax + By +7z +1)

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 Sgps with the Brown one, denoted as Sg

e (27 o

P1
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where one has used A, = 4G being the Planck area and A = 47r}. In this way, A indicates
a deformed quantum gravity dimensionless parameter. Considering a maximal quantum

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

1/2

1/1 1/3 1

= = (—\/571‘) : 614(053j + By + V=< + ) (324)
2\9 Yz —2)2(ax + By + vz + 1)
Exploiting the thermodynamic techniques, we obtain the Hawking temperature
13| s 1/2
9 Y(x—2)z(ax + By +v2+ 1)

Thg = | — (3.25)

V2 qlaz + By + vz + 1)

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

gy = 3tits(ts + 2ty) + t5 — 3tots + tats + t3 — 6t5t7. (3.26)
Solving the equations

DV, _ Drgy
D,V5:  Dygy

, 1,J=1,2,3.4 (3.27)

one can find the possible solutions, where one has used D; = 0y — %7’1. 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
z+2
a P —
2(z — 2)
z—2y
= - =7 3.28
B 2@ =) (3.28)
o 2z(z41) -y 4 2yz + 27 -2
7= 2(x — 2)z '
Solution 2
3(z +2)°

T T9Bu(z +2) — 642 + 6y + 22(z + 3))
3 2)(2y —
. (+2)(2y—2) 20
2(3x(z 4 2) — 6y% + 6yz + 22(2 + 3))
6z (22 4+ 32 +2) — 3y%(32 + 2) + 6y2? + 2% — 222 — 182 — 12

22 (3x(z + 2) — 6y + 6yz + 22(2 + 3))
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Solution 3
(2 +2)2 (122(z + 2) — 12y + 12yz + 52% — 24)

a = —

A(z,y, 2)
5 _ (= 2y) (120(:42) = 127 4 12yz + 522 — 24) (3.30)
Ay, 2)
B _§($,yaz)
7T T M@y 2)

where one has used
s(z,y,2) = 242*(2 + 2)? + 22(2 + 2) (6y°(z — 4) + 36yz + 2° + 112> + 122 — 48) — 12y%(z — 2)

+12y°(z — 6)z + ¥ (32° + 2627 — 482 + 96) + 2y (2° + 162* + 122 — 72) = + 2° + 62*
+62° — 442% — 482 + 96

Az, y, 2) = 242%(2 + 2)* + 62(2 + 2) (—12y2 +12yz + 322 4+ 82 — 8) + 4(12y* — 24932
+y2(52% — 122 + 24) + y2(722 + 122 — 24) + 2(2% + 522 — 42 — 24)).

Solution 4
z+2
a = ——
2(x —2)
z—2y
= — 3.31
= 5y (3.31)
I'z,y, 2z
; ( )

2(1‘ - 2)A<CL’, Y, Z)
where the function A(z,y, z) is expressed as follows
D(z,y,2) = —2423(2 + 2)% + 222 (2 + 2)(6y% (2 + 6) — 24yz + 723 + 92° 4+ 122 + 72)
— 2(24y* (2 4+ 3) — 249> (2 + 4)2 + y? (2323 + 602% 4 962 + 288) — 2y(1423 + 2322
+ 242 +96)z — 72° — 122 + 4623 + 722% 4+ 962 + 288) + 12y°% — 24y°2 + 3y* (722 + 24)
— 32(232% + 96) 4 4%(22* + 1522 + 36) + y2(72* — 4622 — 96) + 2% — 122* 4 3622 + 96

Az, y, 2) = 2(122% (2 + 2)2 + 2(2 + 2)(—24y> + 24yz + 52% — 48) + 12y* — 24932
+ 2 (72% + 48) + y2(52% — 48) + 2* — 1022 + 48).

Solution 5
B z+ 2
“ T %@ 2
. ¢:F(‘r7 Y, Z)
P = -2 (3:32)
_ :i:QO(.Z', Y, Z)
v

2(3j - 2)2X($a Y, Z)
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where one has used

b+ (x,y,2) = 2882 (x® — 3z + 2)2% +12(62° — 2% — 33z 4+ 22)2° + 72(x — 2)y3 (2 +2) (22 + 2 — 2)
—108(x — 2)y%(2 + 2)2(2x + 2z — 2) 4+ 15(x — 2)2° + 66(z — 2)z2? +288(x — 2)(z — 1)%2
T 2V26(x,y, 2) — 6(x — 2)y(z + 2)(242% (2 + 2) + 22(52% — 48) — 2% 4 222 — 242 + 48)

x(z,y, 2) = 122 (6x(2 + 2) — 522 — 12) — 12y2(62(2 + 2) + 2% — 12) + 2%(18x(2 + 2) + 72% — 36)
— 725" + 1449°2)

o(x,y,2) = —72(x — 223 (x4 2) + 1293 (—12(2? — 32+ 2)2° £ V26(2,y, 2) + 9(x — 2)2° + 6(2 — 2)2z?)
+ 2y(—28823 + 720223 — 576222% 4 1442323 + 144x2* — 216222 + 72232% — 962°
+ 14422° — 482%2° + 6022° — 30222% — 922" + 1827
+V20(z,y, 2)(12 — 122 — 622 + 222)
+ 2(3362% — 840223 + 6722223 — 1682323 — 264x2* + 396222* — 1322321 — 762° + 11422°
+102%2° — 242320 + 24225 — 122220 + 227 — 227
+V20(z,y, 2) (=12 + 122 + 622 + 222)
— 3y?(—242323 (2 + 2) — 20%23(212% + 382 — 72) + 2% (2° + 8422 + 3722 — 96)+
+ 2(—25 — 1242* 4+ 3v226 (2, y, 2)))

with § = /(x — 2)224(2 + 2) (22 + 2 — 2)(3z(2 + 2) — 3y2 + 3yz + 22 — 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

2 = 14a' 40 (48+8y—3)+a? (282 +8(9—87) =812 +18y—7)F28%v(a,8,7) +a(—483+ 82 (4—87)+2Bv (e, B,7) +(Iy—1D)v(e,8,7)
F 3a2(7a2—2a(B+27—2)—pB2)
2 _ (m4aP+a?(=28+2y-3)+fv(a,B,y)a(8=282~28y+v(a,8,7)))
Yz a(7a?—2a(B+2y—2)—B2)
22— F2u(a,B,7)—8a+2a(B+2v—3)+282
F Ta? —2a(B+2v—2)— B2
(3.33)
where one has used
v(a, B,7) = Va2 (202 + a(—48 — 8y +2) + 282 + B4y — 2) + (1 — 27)2). (3.34)
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Concerning the third non-BPS black hole solution (4.13), we get

3 = FF(a,87)
F T a2(14a%—203(188+367+5)+a2 (4782 4+12B(8y+1)+24v(4y+1))—6aB2 (56+107+1)+958%)
3 _ +G(B7)
Y+ = a(lda*—2a3(188+367+5)+a2 (4782+126(8v+1)+24v(4v+1))—6aB2(58+107+1)+984)
Zi _ _6(—8a4+20¢3(5,3+1O’y—3)+a2(—252+10,8+20'y+2):|:\/a2(—2a2—2a+,32)211(a,,3,’y))—a,32(55+10’y+7)+3,84)

1407 =203 (18B+367+5)+02 (4782 12B8(8v+1)+24~ (4y+1))—6aB2 (58+107+1)+93%
(3.35)
where one has used

F(a, B,7) = —28a° 4 a5(2483 + 48y — 46) + 6a*(78% + B(8y + 13) + 892 + 267 + 2)
—a3(84% 4 B2(1687 4 59) + 68(8y — 1) + 6(87* — 2y — 1)) 4+ o?B*(5832
+ B(T2y = 3) + 729° — 6y — 15) F 68°\/a?(—202 — 2a + 2)20(a, B,7))
+3a(v/a? (=202 — 20+ 52)%v(a, 8,7)) (26 + (4 + 1)) —45° + 8*(4 — 87))
G(a, B,7v) = 24a” — 204 (348 + 30y — 9) + 20°(3632 + B(667 — 19) — 30y — 3)
+ a2 B(—386% + B(39 — 667) — 967> + 367 + 6) + 36/ a2(—2a2 — 2a + 32)2v)
+ 3a(v/a2(—2a2 — 2a + 2)2v) — 28 4 B3(5 — 107)).

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 Kéhler cone conditions, respectively.

y=-100 =-50 =0
B B B
100 7 100 100 [f7
]
50+ 50 50
0 a 0 a 0 a
-50 -50 H -50
A Z 1/
-100 éé -100 & ! -100 —
-100 -50 0 50 100 -100 -50 0 50 100 -100 -50 0 50 100
y=50 y=100
B B
100 f g 100
7 ]
[l x(non-BPS)
5073 ] %0 I y(non-BPS)
[ z(non-BPS)
0 a 0 a
-50 -50
-100 -100 f
-100 -50 0 50 100 -100 -50 0 50 100

Figure 2: Allowed electric charge regions for the second non-BPS black hole solution for the triplet

(22,92, 22).
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y=—1 00

-100 -50 0 50 100 -100 -50 0 50 100

H x(non-BPS)
[ y(non-BPS)
[ z(non-BPS)

-100
-100 -50 0 50 100

Figure 3: Allowed electric charge regions for the third non-BPS black hole solution for the triplet

(23 ,%,2%).

The two figures illustrate that the cone symmetry configuration is recovered when we set
v = 0, as observed for 5D black holes obtained from M-theory on CY threefold with two
Kéhler parameters [1,4,6]. Non zero values of the  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 Kéahler 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 «, 8, and v 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 («, 3,7) space. However, it is reduced here to a single
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point in such a space.

Moreover, the denominator of 7 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_2a—26+y+1 Z_Q(ﬂ—i—ozy)
— , ==aTh

a—f

Replacing x and z in the v expression, we get

(3.36)

y =) (3.37)

where s(y) and ¢(y) are found to be

t(y)

4(B + ay) (22 (6y* + 22y% + 35y + 24y + 6) + 23 (11y* +2(8 + 23)y° + (71 — 453)y>
—2(8 —24)y +12) — a?(2(78% — 6) + (118% — 12)y* + (465 + 48 — 48)y> + (613% + 88 — 72)y>
+4(136% + 8 — 12)y) + 2087 (—6y" + (8 — 24)y” + (28 — 3T)y* + (56 — 26)y — 7)

+ B3yt + 123 + 1992 + 14y +6))

s(y) = 2a5(35y° + 99yt + 92¢° — 36y — 12) 4+ o° (486 + (134 — 248)y° + (643 + 382)y" + 4(718
+69)y> + 24(198 — 6)y? + 24(118 — 10)y — 72) + a*(12(56% + 108 — 6) + (—5532 — 4453 + 68)y°
+ (—=17982 + 1048 + 160)y* + (—485% + 6928 — 4)y> + 12(65% + 898 — 24)y> + 12(133% + 52
B —22)y) + 203(—2863 + 6032 + 483 + B(118% — 2368 — 12)y° — 2(96° + 2642 — 213 + 6)y?
+ (16983 + 3332 + 25253 — 48)y> — 2(9533 — 7842 — 18953 + 36)y? — 6(235° — 298% — 383 + 8)y
—12) +2a28(—208% — 4262 + 308 + 38(8% + 48 + 2)y° + 3(28% — 1162 + 108 + 4)y* + (—953°
— 20432 + 786 4 48)y® + (=663 — 28782 + 1208 + 72)y% + (—345% — 19052 + 96 + 48)y
+12) — 2a83(—128% + 208 + 3B(B + 2)y° + (=682 + 213 + 12)y* + (=395 + 458 + 48)y>
+ (=585% 4+ 708 4 74)y? + (=266 + 508 + 52)y + 14) + B°(4(8+ 3) + 36y° + (98 + 6)y*
+6(38 +4)y> + (288 + 38)y* + 4(63 + 7)y).

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

y=—"" (3.38)

In this case, the singularity is located in the region with opposite charges being either (5 > 0
and o < 0) or (8 < 0 and a > 0). These regions can reduced by replacing y in the x and
the z expressions. This yields to

_1—1—2a
T«

. 2=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 y = 0. Resolving this equation, we

can express the poles of y as functions of  and z as follows

Y = & <3z(i, F)VIVE F)i(@, 1, 2) + 62(z + 2) + 422 — 12)

(3.40)
Y7 = é (32(:':7 q:>\/§\/(:|:> ?)L(:IZ‘, Y, Z) + 6£U(Z + 2) + 427 — 12) )

where (z,y, 2) = V3y/(2 +2) (1222(z + 2) + 167 (22 — 3) + 523 — 1022 — 122 + 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<1l or 222—2z) 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

VC’I"
R=Y_< (3.42)

Mcu
where V7, denotes the critical value of the effective potential V.z; and Mou = > lorltr. To

means of the following relation

compute o7, 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 = 0,C" + 0,0? + 03C° + 0,C*. (3.43)
The associated black hole charges are given by
qI:/CJ[:Q101J]+QQC2J[+Q303J[—|—Q4C4J[, I1=1,....4. (3.44)
Using the Kahler cone matrix, we get

0 = @u—2(q+q)

02 = —q (3.45)
03 = (g3
012 = @1+ Q.

After appropriate computations, the recombination factor is found to be

— 1 3¢
R= V2(Ja+ 8] + 2|1 = 2(a + B)| + yla +Z”YD\/$(2+Q) Pty 2 (3.46)
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where one has used

¢ = —240” — 24+ 1232 + 60223 (2 + 2) + 2% (a®(—6y* + 6yz + 72 — 36) + 608
(2 +2)(2y — 2) +38%(2 + 2)}) + 2(12(—28 + 2% (y* + 2) — a(y® + 2)(By — 1) + 2By + 1)
—62(28% — (28 + 3B8y> + y? + 48y — 2y + 6) + 40’y + B(2 — 4y) — 3) + 222(10a2 + 4
B2+6(72 =y +1)+a(—128 — 12y + (48 — 3)y + 17) + 38(2y + y — 3)) + 23(140?
—20(TB+ Ty — 6) +4B8% + 6B(y — 1) + 67% — 6y + 3)) — 3y*(2a* + 2 + ?)
+ 632 (2(20% — 20(B — 1) + (B — 1)B) — 28) — y2(6(2a + 1)? + 2%(160° — 4a(6
+3y —4) + 682+ 6B(y — 2) + 69% — 6y + 3) +62(2a — 38 + 1)) + y(—248 + 23(10a?
—20(48 + 6y — 5) + 282 +48(y — 1) + 692 — 67 + 3) + 22%(6a — 28 + 3) + 6(2a + 1)
22 —264+1)) + 4022* — 4Bzt — 4oyt + dazt + 5221 + 282t — 2824 + 4224
— vzt 4 2t a2 — 2823 — 2923 + 22% — 200222 + 240822 + 240y 2?
—20az% — 83222 — 128722 + 12822 — 129222 + 12722 — 522 — 24z + 1282 — 122 — 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 v = 0 and varying 3 between —100 and 100 for positive and negative o charges given

in the left and right panels, respectively.

y=0 y=0
a a

20 100 20 -50

1.5} ] 90 1.5} 80
Rs2 80 Rs2 | -70

1.0F---~ - ---------N\g----------------1 70 1.0p-----------------ff---------Q- - - 80

0.5- - 60 0.5f -90

50 -100
0.0 0.0
-100 -50 50 100 -100 =50 0 50 100

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 a 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 < § < —50 and 50 < 5 < 100
where the stable and unstable black holes live. Taking —50 < # < 0 and 0 < 8 < 50, we
observe that the black holes are unstable, for positive and negative o 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 £ in the left and the right plots,
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respectively. In addition, for v = § = 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 v # 0.
This means that for each negative value of v, we can associate a symmetrical positive value
with the same magnitude and then we study the recombination factor behaviors. Effectively,
we consider v = 50 and v = —50. In Fig(5), we illustrate the variation of the recombination
factor for opposite charge regions.

y=-50 y=50
1.4F 14r ‘
a 1.2¢ 1 a
1.2¢ 1 100 T -50
_______________________________________ 1.0f--------4FFF === - R - - ------------
1.0 20 -60
0.8} ] 0.8¢ ]
R 80 R -70
s3 06" ] s3 0.6L ]
70 -80
0.4 ] 0.4F ]
60 -90
0.2 1 0.2+ 1
50 -100
0.0, ‘ ‘ J 0.0F ‘ ‘ 3
-100 -50 0 50 100 -100 -50 0 50 100

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 v 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 hl'l =4

In this section, we study 5D black strings using the M-theory compactification on the pro-
posed THCY with h! = 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 p, I = 1,2,3,4 under U(1)* gauge symmetries. To do so, we
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should calculate the effective potential V., of the 5D black strings. Indeed, it is given by

. J
SIT T 42( =382 + Btsty + t2 — 612 + 3ty (ts + 2ty))2

(4.1)

where the scalar function J is expressed as follows

J =6(p3(3t; — 6tsts + 6(t5 + 265 — t1(ts + 2t4))t5 + 4ts((13 — 3t5 + 3t1((ts + t4))ta + 15 + 12
+ 613 (15 + 2tyts + 2t7) + 4ty (ts — 3tits — 6t3)) + 2psta(2pa(3ty + 3t + 2t3)(t — 2t4)
+ p1(3t5 + 6taty + 15 + 615 + 4Atsts) + pa(—3t5 — dtgls + t5 + 615 — 6t1(ta + 14)))
+ t2(p3(6t2 — 6tsty + 5tz — 1213 + 611 (t3 + 2t4)) — 6p1pa(2ts — t3)(ts + 2t4) + 3p3(t3 + 2t4)
+ 4p5 (33 + 3(ts — 2ta)ty — 3t3 + t5 + 6t + 3totz) — 4pa(3pa(2ts — t3)(t — 2t4)
+ p1(=3t3 + 3taty + 15 + 65 + 6tsts))))).

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

t t t
p:]ﬂ7 0:12’ T:@ €Tr = 1’ y——Q, Z:_3 (42)
D4 D4 Pa 121 21 2}
The black string solutions can be approached by considering ¢/ = %, where Z,, represents

the central charge of the black strings. In this way, the BPS solutions are given in terms of
the magnetic charges
r =p, Y=o, Z=T. (4.3)

The above solutions show that all the BPS region charges inside the Kahler 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

242(20 — 7 — (T 4+ 2)y+ 02+ 2)(3(7 + 2)x — 60y + 37y + 3p(2 + 2) + 302 + 272 — 12) =0
(4.4)

—2422(p+717) = (T+2)x+ (p—2)2)(3(1+2)x — 60y + 37y + 3p(2 + 2) + 302+ 272 — 12) =0
(4.5)
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and

— 24(2%(10(p — 2)(3p + 30 4 27) — 32%(0* 4+ 20 (7 + 3) + 7% + 87 + 10) + 2(—120(p — 7 — 5)

+4pT + 607 + 672 + 407 + 3y(2p(0 + T + 3) + 502 + 20 (7 + 4) — 72 — 87 — 10) + 60)

—(p—2)y%*(3p + 150 — 47) + 6y(2p* — 2p(30 — T+ 5) — 502 — 207 + 72 + 10)) + 67%(x — 2)2

(20 —z(y® — 2y +2) —y(y® +2)) — 322 (—4(p* + p(1 —2) —o* + o7 + 77+ 2) + 4(7 + 1)2°

— 20 (—0? + o7 + 72+ 67+ 20(7 + 2)y — 27y + 6) + 2(6(—0? + 0T + 72 + 27 + 2)

+ % (20(7 +2) + 302 — 307 + 72 — 27 — 6) + y(—4po + 2(p — 6)7 + 80(T +3))) — (p — 2)y*

(20 — 1) 4+ 2% (p* — p(1 +6) —306% + 307 — 72 +6) + 6(p — 2)y(20 — 7)) + 37%(x — 2)

(=22 4+ 9% 4+ 2)? — 24 az(p(60 +4) + 7o + o(T1 +12) + 2(72 + 77 + 7)) — 6p°(y + 3) + p(—240

— 147 + (12 = 77)y + 28) — 2(T0* + ToT + 2(72 +7) — T1y)) + (p — 2)2°(3p + 30 + 27)) = 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

w(z,y, z)
(z4+2) (122 (22 4+ 324+ 2) — 12y%2(2 + 1) + 12y(2 + 1)z + 423 4+ 522 — 242 — 24)
y(122(2 +2) — 722 — 24) — 42 (3z(2 + 2) + 22 — 6) — 12¢° + 24y*2
120 (22 +32+2) — 12y2(2 + 1) + 12y(z + 1)z + 423 + 522 — 24z — 24
3z (4z(z + 2) — 4y + dyz + 22 — 8)
120 (22 +3242) —122(2 + 1) + 12y(z + 1)z + 423 + 522 — 242 — 24

p —=

(4.7)

T —_=

where one has used

w(z,y,2) = —122%(z + 2)® + 3z(z + 2) (12y° — 12yz + 52 + 162 + 24) — 24y + 48y°~
—2y? (172% + 242 + 48) + 2yz (527 + 242 + 48) + 62" + 162° — 202% — 962 — 96.

Solution 2
_ —3x(z+2) +6y* — 6yz —22° + 12
P 3(z+2)
o =y (4.8)
T = z
Solution 3
p =

(4.9)

(=3z(z +2) + 3y* — 3yz + 22 + 6) (da(z +2) — 4y* + dyz + 2% — 8)
Q
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where one has used

® = 1223(2 + 2)% + 32%(2 + 2)(—8y? + 8yz + 1122 + 162 — 16) + z(12y* — 24932
+y?(—4522 — 962 + 48) + 3yz(192% + 322 — 16) + 92* + 1623 — 11422 — 192z + 48)
+82(3y* — 6132 + 2y%(22 + 6) + y2(2? — 12) — 2(22 — 6))

U = 3y(422(2 4+ 2)? — 2(523 + 1022 + 162 + 32) — 2* + 1022 + 16) — 42(32%(z + 2)?
(23 4+ 222 — 122 — 24) — 2(2% — 6)) — 33 (8x(2 + 2) — 922 — 16) + y?2(48x(z + 2) + 22 — 96)
+129° — 36y*2

Q=122%(z + 1)(z + 2)? + 2(2 + 2)(—249%(2 + 1) + 24y (2 + 1)z + 423 + 922 — 482 — 48)
+12¢y% (2 + 1) — 24932(2 + 1) + y?(823 + 322 + 482 + 48) + yz (423 + 922 — 482 — 48)
24 — 823 — 1822 4 482 + 48.

Solution 4
p= (24 2)A
I
= = 4.10
7 (2y — 2)A (4.10)
3$\/§77 —223(62% + 62y +x — 3y? — 6y — 7) — 12(x — 1)22(20 — 3% — 2) + 2*(—102 — 6y + 3) — 22°
T =

A

where one has used

)
Iy = 62%(z 4 2)(—6y%(z + 2) + 6yz(z 4+ 2) + 22(52 + 9)) — 2(£3v2n — 36y* (2 + 2) + 7253 (2 + 2)z

+6y2(723 + 2622 4+ 122 — 24) — 6y(1323 + 3822 4 122 — 24)z — 222° — 292% + 15623 + 25222)

+2(£3v2n + 18y* (2 + 2)z — 3633 (2 + 2)2% + 6y%(23 + 522 + 122 + 12)2

+6y(223 + 22 — 122 — 12)22 4+ 225 — 225 — 242% + 1223 + 7222)

My = —6y%(122%(2 + 2)% + 4a(23 — 222 — 122 — 24) — 2% — 823 + 822 + 48) — 3y

(£v2n — 6(22% + 52 — 3)23 + (—7222 + 482 + 24)2% + (1 — 102)2* — 96(x — 1)%2 — 22°)
—2(182223 + 362222 + 1522* — 72022 £ V2n(3z + 2 — 3) + 32° — 62* — 1823 + 3622)
+36y%(z +2)(27 + 2 — 2) — 18y32(32 + 8) (22 + 2 — 2)

A = 22(1822(2 + 2) + 62(222 — 22 — 15) + 223 — 822 — 152 + 54) + 6y*(—6x(2% + 22 + 2)
+23 + 822 + 62 +12) + 12y2(32(22 + 22+ 2) + 23 — 22 — 32 — 6) + 18y* (2 + 2) — 36y32(2 + 2)

n=+22(2+2)2z + 2z —2)(z — 29)2(3z(z + 2) — 3y% + 3yz + 22 — 6)2.

As in the previous cases, we should express the local geometric variable z, 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 (z,y, 2) in terms of the magnetic charge regions. They are given respectively by

_ =3p(T+2) +60° — 60T — 27 + 12

T = CE) L, Y=0, Z2=T (4.11)
and
B
T (T+2)(12p (72 + 374+ 2) — 1202(7 + 1) + 120 (7 + 1)7 + 473 4+ 572 — 247 — 24)
o (12p(1 +2) — 772 — 24) — 47 (3p(T + 2) + 72 — 6) — 120> + 240°7
Y 12p(12+374+2) —1202(7 + 1) + 120(7 + 1)7 + 473 + 572 — 247 — 24 (4.12)
L 37 (4p(1 +2) — 402 + doT + 72 — 8)

12 (72437 +2) — 1202(7 + 1) + 120(7 + 1)7 + 473 + 572 — 247 — 24

where one has used

B = —120%(7 4+ 2)% + 3p(7 + 2)(120% — 1207 4 57% + 167 + 24) — 240 + 48037 — 20 (1772
+ 247 + 48) 4 207 (572 + 247 + 48) + 671 4 1673 — 2072 — 967 — 96(52% + 242 + 48) + 627
+162% — 2022 — 962 — 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 Kahler cones. They
are given by three colors associated with the three local geometric variables z, 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 2 = 0 and
A = 0. They are found to be

pl _ 24y%(241)—24y(2+1)2—425 — (£ V1627 4242+33+9 ) 22 +482+48
Ty = 24(2+1)(212)

p2 _ 6y2(2242:42) FVB4/(2—2y)2 (1202 (2+1)2— 12y(2+1)? 2+ (222 +42+3)22) —6y (2242242 ) 2— 224 4227+ 1522
€T =
+ 622(2+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 7" 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 Vpu which is the minimum piecewise calibrated volume represen-
tative of the class [D] given by

D = p1D1 + p2Ds + psDs + paDy (4.14)

where Dy, Dy, D3, D, are dual divisors to Jy, J2, J3 and J; denoting the Kahler (1,1)-
forms of the proposed toric CY manifold, respectively. Roughly, the recombination factor is

expressed as follows
T

" Voo

R (4.15)

4
where one has used Vpu = Y. A;lps| with A7 = Cryxt’t"™ = 27; describing the size of the
=1

involved divisors. Computati:)ns lead to

VCU = tg (t3+2t4) |p1 |+t3 (—2t2+t3) |p2 | +(2t1 (t3+t4)+t3 (2t2+t4) —tg —2ti) |p3 | +2t3 (tl —2t4) |p4| .
(4.16)
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Combining these relations, the black string recombination factor is found to be

VF

T (2rz 420 — 2 + 2yz + 22 — 2) + |o] (22 — 2y2) + (22 + 22) |p| + 202 — 4z

R (4.17)

where one has used

Flz,y,2) = 622(2(p* + p(1 —2) —0® + 07+ 2) + (7> + 27 + 2)2% — 22(—0? + o7 + 27+ o(T + 2)y
— T+ Dy +2) + 12 (p(r+2) + 0% —or+ 72 —2) —2(p— 2)y(20 — 7)) + 67%2(22>
—x(y? =2y +2) —y(y® +2)) + 37%(—22 + y* +2)% +223(2(p — 2)(3p + 30 + 27)
+ 2(30% + 60 4+ 272 + 47 +6) — y(6p(c + 1) + 30% + 407 — 27% — 6)) + 2 (3p* + 2p(30 + 7 — 2)
+50% + 207 + 72 4 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 7 and varying p and o.
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 7 and
p 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 7 = 100,
the recombination factor is consistently less than 1, indicating that only stable behaviors are
observed. Conversely, for 7 = 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 h'! = 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 Kéhler 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 Mb-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. G5 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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