arXiv:1304.6537v2 [hep-th] 29 Apr 2013

IMSc/2013/04/03

M theory Branes : U duality properties

and a class of new Static Solutions

S. Kalyana Rama

Institute of Mathematical Sciences, C. I. T. Campus, Tharamani, CHENNAI 600 113, India.

email: krama@imsc.res.in

ABSTRACT

We obtain the most general static intersecting brane solutions by directly solving the relevant equations of motion analytically and in complete generality. These solutions reduce to the known ones in special cases, and contain further a class of new static solutions which are horizonless. We describe their properties and discuss their physical relevance. Along the way, we also describe the features of the brane energy momentum tensors, the equations of motion, and their solutions which arise as consequences of the intersection rules and the U duality symmetries of M theory.

1. Introduction

Consider a static spherically symmetric star. If it is sufficiently massive then it is likely to collapse and to finally form a black hole or, possibly, some other static object. It is self evident that, generically, the fields outside such stars and the final collapsed objects must be described by the most general static solutions to the relevant equations of motion. In Einstein’s general theory of relativity, for example, the most general static spherically symmetric solution is given by the Schwarzschild solution. In Brans–Dicke theory, the most general static spherically symmetric solutions are given by the Janis–Newman–Winicour–Wyman (JNWW) solutions [1], the Schwarzschild solution now being a special case.

In M theory (or equivalently string theory), the black holes are described by various intersecting brane configurations where the branes wrap the compact internal spaces, taken to be toroidal. For example, the four dimensional black holes are described in M theory by two stacks of M2 branes and two stacks of M5 branes which wrap the seven dimensional compact toroidal space and intersect according to the BPS rules.^1 The standard intersecting brane solutions are given in [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. They are static solutions independent of compact toroidal coordinates and are spherically symmetric in the non compact transverse space.

It is natural to expect that such black holes in M theory must have been formed by the collapse of sufficiently massive stars. In order to study such collapses, one first needs to construct a static star in M theory. This requires, among other things, a knowledge of the most general static solutions to the relevant equations of motion.

The standard brane solutions given in [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7] are not the most general ones. These solutions can be thought of as analogous to the Schwarzschild solutions rather than to the JNWW solutions. Brane solutions of the JNWW type also exist. They have been found by several groups in different forms and using different methods [8, 9], see [10] also. However, in all these works, while solving the equations of motion, some ansatz or the other is made re-

1According to the BPS rules, two stacks of five branes intersect along three common spatial directions; a stack each of two branes and five branes intersect along one common spatial direction; and two stacks of two branes intersect along zero common spatial direction. Also, the branes are taken to be uniformly smeared along the remaining compact directions [2, 3].

garding the form of the brane solutions which thereby limits their generality. Therefore, these solutions are not the most general ones.

In this paper, we find the most general static intersecting brane solutions. We directly solve the relevant equations of motion analytically and in complete generality. No ansatz is made regarding the form of the solutions. The resulting solutions are thus completely general. In special cases, they reduce to the standard solutions of [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7] and to the more general ones of [8, 9]. The general solutions we find contain further a class of new static solutions which are horizonless and, to the best of our knowledge, have not appeared in the literature.^2

We point out here that, except the Schwarzschild and the standard brane solutions, the general solutions mentioned above – namely, JNWW solutions, those given in [8, 9], and the new ones found in this paper – all have, generically, a singularity either at a finite radius or at a vanishing radius. These singularities are not covered by any horizon and, hence, are naked. Also, they are present even though the solutions all have positive ADM mass. In the case of a static star, the interior solutions get modified and, hence, these singularities are not relevant since the general solutions are applicable only outside the star. The general solutions can then be used to explore the observational consequences by studying the motions of various probes outside such a static star, as in [12, 13, 14, 15] for example.

Also, such general solutions are essential ingredients in the study of collapse of stars, and in determining the nature and the properties of the final collapsed objects; in particular, in determining whether a naked singularity appears or not during and after the collapse. In the context of four dimensional JNWW solutions, such collapse processes and various issues involving naked singularities have been extensively studied in [14, 16]. Similar studies are also needed in the present context.

In this paper, we describe our general static intersecting brane solutions. We start with the eleven dimensional low energy effective action for the intersecting branes of M theory, and write down the equations of motion. These equations, their solutions, and the energy momentum tensors for the branes all exhibit several features which arise as consequences of the BPS intersec-

2In our earlier reports [11], we obtained the most general vacuum solutions first and then used it to generate the brane solutions by suitable boosting and U duality operations [6]. The brane solutions thus generated turn out to be the same as the ones obtained in this paper by directly solving the equations of motion.

tion rules and the underlying U duality symmetries of M theory. We describe these features along our way to solving the equations of motion. We first solve the equations and obtain the general analytical solutions in terms of a variable τ which is suggested naturally by the equations themselves. We then obtain the general relation between τ and the standard radial coordinate r, which completes the solutions. All along, we take particular care in ensuring that no generality is lost at any stage. We then describe the properties of the resulting solutions.

The paper is organised as follows. In section 2, we present the action and the metric which can describe the static intersecting branes. In section 3, we write down the equations of motion in several convenient forms and discuss the structure of the solutions. In section 4, we describe the features which are consequences of the intersection rules and the U duality symmetries of M theory. In section 5, we solve the equations of motion in complete generality in terms of τ . In section 6, we obtain the general relation between τ and the radial coordinate r . In section 7, we describe the properties of the solutions pointing out the special cases which lead to the solutions known before, and the general cases which lead to the new solutions. In section 8, we make several remarks which illustrate various features of the present solutions. In section 9, we conclude with a brief summary and by mentioning a few issues for further studies.

Three Appendices contain some useful expressions and formulae. In Appendix A, we give the non vanishing components of the Riemann tensor for the metric used here. In Appendix B, following the analysis of [17], we give the general expressions for the ADM mass. In Appendix C, for the sake of completeness, we give the general vacuum solutions obtained earlier [11] directly in terms of r .

A Note to the reader : The paper is somewhat long and contains many technical details which we have presented in order to solve the equations analytically and, at the same time, to make the generality of our approach obvious. Much of these details may be familiar to the reader. Hence, for the sake of the reader’s convenience, we have collected the main results and the expressions for the general solutions together in one place in the beginning of section 7 before proceeding to discuss their properties in sections 7 and 8. So those readers who are mainly interested in the solutions may go straight to these sections at a first reading.

2. General Set Up

We study the static solutions describing N stacks of M theory branes, intersecting according to the BPS rules [2, 3] whereby two stacks of five branes intersect along three common spatial directions; a stack each of two branes and five branes intersect along one common spatial direction; and two stacks of two branes intersect along zero common spatial direction. We start with the low energy effective action for M theory branes and an appropriate static ansatz for the metric.

The relevant part of the eleven dimensional low energy effective action describing N stacks of M theory branes mentioned above may be written in standard notation as S = 1 2κ^2 ∫ d^{11}x √ −g ( R − ∑ I F^2_{(I)} 2(n_I + 2)! ) (1) where I = 1, 2, · · · , N ,

F^2_{(I)} = ∑ M_1···M_{nI +2} F_{M1M2···MnI +2} F^{M1M2···MnI +2} ,

F_{M1···MnI +2} is the (n_I +2)−form field strength for the I^{th} stack of n_I −branes, and n_I = 2 or 5 . We write the summation indices explicitly since not all the sums in this paper are over repeated indices. The above form of the brane action can be shown to follow as a consequence of the BPS intersection rules, see [7, 10]. Setting κ^2 = 1 , the resulting equations of motion are given by R_{MN} − 1 2 g_{MN} R = T_{MN} = ∑ I T_{MN(I)} (2) ∑ M ∂_M (√ −g F^{MM2···MnI +2} ) = 0 (3) ←→ ∑ M ∇_M T^M_{N(I)} = 0 (4)

where T_{MN} is the total energy momentum tensor and T_{MN(I)} = 1 2(n_I + 1)! ∑ M_2···M_{nI +2} F_{MM2···MnI +2} F^{M2···MnI +2} N − g_{MN} F^2_{(I)} 2(n_I + 2) (5) is the energy momentum tensor for the I^{th} stack of branes.

We take the spatial directions of the brane worldvolumes to be toroidal and assume necessary isometries. Let the spacetime coordinates be given by x^M = (t, x^i, r, θ^a) where i = 1, 2, · · · , n_c and a = 1, 2, · · · , m . The total spacetime dimension D = n_c + m + 2 = 11 . The coordinates x^i describe the compact, n_c dimensional, toroidal space; and the radial coordinate r and the spherical coordinates θ^a describe the non compact, (m + 1) dimensional, transverse space. In the following, we will assume that m ≥ 2 and study the static solutions. The line element ds which can describe the static intersecting branes may now be written as

ds^2 = g_{MN} dx^M dx^N = −e^{2λ0} dt^2 + ∑ i e^{2λi} (dx^i)^2 + e^{2λ}dr^2 + e^{2σ}dΩ^2_m (6)

where dΩ_m is the standard line element on an m dimensional unit sphere. The non vanishing components of the field strengths are F_{0i1···inI r} = ∂_rA_{(I)} where i_1, · · · , i_{nI} and A_{(I)} denote, respectively, the spatial worldvolume directions and the (n_I + 1)−form gauge field for the I^{th} stack of branes. The fields (λ^0, λ^i, λ, σ) and A_{(I)} are functions of r only.

It can now be seen that the energy momentum tensors T_{MN(I)} given in equation (5) are all diagonal. We denote these diagonal elements as ( T^0_{0(I)}, T^i_{i(I)}, T^r_{r(I)}, T^a_{a(I)} ) = (−ρ_I , p_{iI} , Π_I , p_{aI} ) (7)

where p_{aI} = p_{ΩI} for all a . The total energy momentum tensor is now given by T^M_N = diag (−ρ, p_i, Π, p_a) where ρ = ∑ I ρ_I , p_i = ∑ I p_{iI} , Π = ∑ I Π_I , p_a = p_Ω = ∑ I p_{ΩI} . (8)

From the expression for T_{MN(I)} in equation (5), it follows that p_{iI} = p_{‖I} or p_{⊥I} according to whether the x^i direction is parallel or transverse to the worldvolume of the I^{th} stack of branes, and further that

−ρ_I = p_{‖I} = −p_{⊥I} = Π_I = −p_{ΩI} = 1 4 F_{0i1···inI r} F^{0i1···inI r} . (9) Note that, in the studies of stars or of cosmological evolution, one often assumes that the total energy momentum tensor is the sum of N individual energy momentum tensors each of which is diagonal and seperately conserved;

and then supplements the equations of motion with equations of state for each individual I which determine the diagonal components T^M_{M(I)} in terms of ρ_I , or equivalently Π_I . In our case here, these properties of the energy momentum tensors follow from an underlying action for branes and from the BPS intersection rules, and equation (9) provides the equations of state for each individual I .

3. Equations of motion

We first write down the equations of motion for the fields Π_I and (λ^0, λ^i, λ, σ) using equations (2), (4), (6), (7), and (8) only. In particular, we will not use equations (5) or (9). The resulting equations are, therefore, valid quite generally wherever the metric is given by equation (6) and where the total energy momentum tensor is the sum of N energy momentum tensors each of which is diagonal and seperately conserved. Let α = (0, i, a) , λ^α = (λ^0, λ^i, λ^a) , p_{αI} = (p_{0I} , p_{iI} , p_{aI} ) (10)

where p_{0I} = −ρ_I , and λ^a = σ and p_{aI} = p_{ΩI} for all a . Define Λ = ∑ α λ^α = λ^0 + ∑ i λ^i + mσ (11)

T_I = ∑ M T^M_{M(I)} = Π_I + ∑ α p_{αI} . (12)

It is straighforward to calculate the Riemann tensor corresponding to the metric given by equation (6). We have listed its non vanishing components in Appendix A. Using these components and the above definitions, it follows after some algebra that equations (2), (4), (6), (7), and (8) give

(Π_I )_r = −Π_I Λ_r + ∑ α p_{αI} λ^α_r (13)

Λ^2_r − ∑ α (λ^α_r )^2 = 2 ∑ I Π_I e^{2λ} + m(m − 1) e^{2λ−2σ} (14)

λ^α_{rr} + (Λ_r − λ_r) λ^α_r = ∑ I ( −p_{αI} + T_I D − 2 ) e^{2λ} + δ^{αa} (m − 1) e^{2λ−2σ} (15)

where the subscripts r denote r−derivatives.

Equation (15) now suggests a change of variable from r to τ given by^3 e^λ dr = e^Λ dτ . (16) Then, for any function X(r(τ)), we have

X_τ = e^{Λ−λ} X_r , X_{τ τ} = e^{2(Λ−λ)} (X_{rr} + (Λ_r − λ_r) X_r) (17) where the subscripts τ denote τ−derivatives. The line element for the (m+1) dimensional transverse space given in equation (6) now becomes e^{2λ}dr^2 + e^{2σ} dΩ^2_m = e^{2σ} ( e^{2χ} dτ^2 + dΩ^2_m ) (18) where the field χ is defined by χ = Λ − σ = λ^0 + ∑ i λ^i + (m − 1)σ . (19) Equations (13) – (15), expressed in terms of τ, become (Π_I )_τ = −Π_I Λ_τ + ∑ α p_{αI} λ^α_τ (20) Λ^2_τ − ∑ α (λ^α_τ )^2 = 2 ∑ I Π_I e^{2Λ} + m(m − 1) e^{2χ} (21) λ^α_{τ τ} = ∑ I ( −p_{αI} + T_I D − 2 ) e^{2Λ} + δ^{αa} (m − 1) e^{2χ} . (22) Equation for the field χ defined in equation (19) can now be obtained. It is given by χ_{τ τ} = ∑ I (Π_I + p_{ΩI} ) e^{2Λ} + (m − 1)^2 e^{2χ} . (23) The above equations may be written more compactly upon defining G_{αβ} and G^{αβ} by G_{αβ} = 1 − δ_{αβ} , G^{αβ} = 1 D − 2 − δ^{αβ} , (24)

3We note in passing that this variable τ and the solutions obtained in terms of τ bear a striking similarity to those which appear in the ‘H-FGK formalism’ [18]. Upon substitution of the solution for χ(τ), see later in the following, the form of the (m + 1) dimensional line element given in equation (18) becomes an example of such a similarity; the Mp brane solutions given in equation (80) below is another example.

and upon defining h_{αI} by h_{αI} = ∑ β G_{αβ} ( −p_{βI} + T_I D − 2 ) = Π_I + p_{αI} . (25)

Then we get

(Π_I )_τ = −2Π_I Λ_τ + ∑ α h_{αI} λ^α_τ (26) ∑ αβ G_{αβ} λ^α_τ λ^β_τ = 2 ∑ I Π_I e^{2Λ} + m(m − 1) e^{2χ} (27)

λ^α_{τ τ} = ∑ βI G^{αβ} h_{βI} e^{2Λ} + δ^{αa} (m − 1) e^{2χ} . (28)

χ_{τ τ} = ∑ I h_{ΩI} e^{2Λ} + (m − 1)^2 e^{2χ} . (29)

We require the solutions to correspond to asymptotically flat spacetime in the limit r → ∞ . Therefore, the above equations of motion are to be solved with the asymptotic condition that, in the limit r → ∞, the fields ( e^{λ0} , e^{λi} , e^λ, e^σ ; A_{(I)} ) → ( 1, 1, 1, r ; Q_I r^{m−1} ) (30)

where Q_I are the charges. The definitions of (Λ, χ) and equation (16) then imply that, in the limit r → ∞ ,

e^Λ → r^m , e^χ → r^{m−1} , (τ_0 − τ) → 1 (m − 1) r^{m−1} (31)

where τ_0 is a constant. Thus τ → τ_0 from below in the limit r → ∞ . Furthermore, since^{dr}_{dτ} is positive, it follows that τ decreases from τ_0 as r decreases from ∞ . Hence τ ≤ τ_0 for r ≤ ∞ and, incorporating this feature, equation (16) may be written as ∫_{τ0} τ dτ = ∫_∞ r dr e^{λ−Λ} . The constant τ_0 can be set to zero with no loss of generality. But we will not do so in the following in order to avoid the seemingly spurious negative signs in expressions involving (τ_0 − τ) .

Note that, for a metric of the form given in equation (6) and which corresponds to asymptotically flat spacetime, one can obtain the ADM mass. In Appendix B, following the analysis of [17], we have given the corresponding general expressions for the ADM mass.

Linear equations of state To solve equations (26) – (29), one requires the equations of state which give, for example, p_{αI} = (p_{0I} , p_{iI} , p_{aI} ) as functions of Π_I . Consider the case where these equations of state are linear and are given by h_{αI} = Π_I + p_{αI} = z^I_α Π_I (32) where z^I_α are constants and z^I_a = z^I_Ω for all a . Equation (26) can now be solved to give Π_I = Π_{I0} e^{−2Λ+lI} −→ h_{αI} e^{2Λ} = z^I_α ( Π_{I0} e^{lI} ) (33) where Π_{I0} are constants and l^I are given by l^I = ∑ α z^I_α λ^α . (34)

Using these expressions, equations for λ^α, l^I , and χ become λ^α_{τ τ} = ∑ I z^{αI} ( Π_{I0} e^{lI} ) + δ^{αa} (m − 1) e^{2χ} (35) l^I_{τ τ} = ∑ J G^{IJ} ( Π_{J0} e^{lJ} ) + z^I_Ω m(m − 1) e^{2χ} (36) χ_{τ τ} = ∑ I z^I_Ω ( Π_{I0} e^{lI} ) + (m − 1)^2 e^{2χ} (37)

where z^{αI} = ∑ β G^{αβ} z^I_β , G^{IJ} = ∑ αβ G^{αβ} z^I_α z^J_β . (38)

One may now express λ^α in terms of l^I and χ as follows. Solve equations (36) and (37) as simultaneous equations to obtain Π_{I0} e^{lI} and e^{2χ} in terms of l^I_{τ τ} and χ_{τ τ} . Substituting these expressions into equation (35) gives an equation of the form λ^α_{τ τ} = X^α_{τ τ} , X^α = ∑ I a^α_I l^I + a^{′α}χ where a^α_I and a^{′α} are constants. It then follows that the most general solution for λ^α is given by λ^α = X^α +L^ατ +a^{′′α} where L^α and a^{′′α} are integration constants. Substituting this expression for λ^α into the definitions l^I = ∑ α z^I_αλ^α and χ = Λ−σ will lead to N +1 consistency constraints each on L^α and a^{′′α} . A complete solution thus follows once equations (36) and (37) are solved for l^I (τ) and χ(τ) . Finally, equation (27) will lead to one further constraint among various integration constants appearing in the complete solutions for (l^I , χ, λ^α) .

As pointed out earlier, the various forms of equations of motion above have been obtained without using the expression for T_{MN(I)} given in equation (5) or (9). Hence, these equations of motion are all valid quite generally wherever the metric is given by equation (6) and the total energy momentum tensor is the sum of N energy momentum tensors, each of which is diagonal and seperately conserved. Thus, for example, these equations may also be used to study stars made up of M theory branes; similarly, with a few straightforward modifications involving t and r, and ρ_I and Π_I , they may also be used to study the cosmological evolution of a universe made up of intersecting M theory branes [19, 20, 21, 22, 23].

4. M theory branes

Whether or not the equations for l^I (τ) and χ(τ) can be solved explicitly depends on the values of the constants z^I_α and the consequent structure of G^{IJ} . It does not seem to be possible to obtain explicit solutions for general arbitrary values of z^I_α . Hence we now specialise to M theory branes and first incorporate the U duality symmetries of M theory which lead to a relation among z^I_α and to an elegant form for G^{IJ} .

U duality relation among (Π_I , p_{αI} )

We use the U duality symmetries here the same way as in our earlier works [20, 21, 22]. We note that, for a given N , different intersecting brane configurations of M theory can be related to each other by suitable U duality operations – namely, by suitable dimensional reduction and uplifting to and from type IIA string theory, and T and S dualities in type IIA/B string theories. For a metric of the form given in equation (6), such an operation leads to relations among λ^α which in turn, through their equations of motion, imply relations among (Π, p_α) . Although only time dependent cases in early universe were studied in [20, 21, 22], the U duality details of these works carry over and are applicable to the static cases also with only a few minor changes. The relevant details may be found in [20] and in Appendix A of [22]. Hence, we present only the main results here without repeating the details.

It can be shown that the relations among (Π, p_α) for intersecting branes of M theory, obtained by applying U duality operations as described above, are all satisfied if the individual (Π_I , p_{αI} ) obey the relation

p_{‖I} = Π_I + p_{0I} + p_{⊥I} + m (p_{ΩI} − p_{⊥I} ) (39)

where p_{‖I} and p_{⊥I} are the pressures along the directions that are parallel and transverse to the worldvolume of the I^{th} stack of branes. The above relation is a consequence of U duality symmetries and, therefore, must always be valid independent of the details of the equations of state. We further take p_{ΩI} = p_{⊥I} which is natural since the sphere directions are transverse to the branes.^4

It can further be argued [20] that the equations of state may be written in terms of one single function only. For example, they may be written as

h_{αI} = Π_I + p_{αI} = z_α F({∗}_I ) , α = {0, ‖, ⊥, Ω} (40)

where {∗}_I denote brane quantities such as the number and the nett charge of the branes in I^{th} stack, the constant coefficients z_α and the functional dependence of F on the brane quantities {∗} are same for all I , and

z_Ω = z_⊥ , z_‖ = z_0 + z_⊥ (41)

as follows from p_{ΩI} = p_{⊥I} and from equation (39). Note that equations (40) may still lead to equations of state of the type considered in equation (32) if F depends on Π only and if the function F(Π) is such that, for example, F(Π) = u^{(lo)}Π or u^{(hi)}Π for low or high magnitudes of Π . Equation (32)

4We mention here that, in the studies of early universe or of stars, the constituent matter components also satisfy T^r_{r(I)} = T^a_{a(I)}, equivalently Π_I = p_{aI} . Using p_{0I} = −ρ_I and p_{aI} = p_{ΩI} = p_{⊥I} , equation (39) then becomes p_{‖I} = −ρ_I + 2p_{⊥I} [19, 20, 21, 22].

then follows, with z^I_α = z_αu^I where u^I = u^{(lo)} or u^{(hi)} according to whether the magnitude of Π_I is low or high.

Consider the case where z^I_α = z_αu^I and z_α obey equations (41). It then follows from equations (38) and from BPS intersection rules that z^{αI} = ( (n_I + 1) 9 z_0 + z_⊥ − z_α ) u^I (42)

G^{IJ} = 2z_0 ( z_⊥ − z_0 δ^{IJ} ) u^I u^J . (43)

The form of z^{αI} and the relations among them are consequences of U duality symmetries of M theory. The relations among z^{αI} will be reflected in the solutions for λ^α when written in terms of l^I , see equation (35) and subsequent comments. Note the elegant structure of G^{IJ} and its independence on n_I . These features of G^{IJ} are consequences of both the U duality symmetries and the BPS intersection rules. Similar G^{IJ} was also present in our time dependent early universe studies.

Equations of state from action S

Now consider the equations of state for M theory branes which are given in equation (9). They follow from the energy momentum tensor in equation (5), which in turn follows from the action S given in equation (1). Setting p_{0I} = −ρ_I , it follows from equation (9) that h_{αI} = Π_I + p_{αI} are given by ( h_{0I} , h_{‖I} , h_{⊥I} , h_{ΩI} ) = (2, 2, 0, 0) Π_I .

Clearly, these h_{αI} satisfy the U duality relations in equation (39). They are of the form given in equation (40) with F({∗}_I ) = Π_I and with z_α given by

(z_0, z_‖, z_⊥, z_Ω) = (2, 2, 0, 0) (44)

which satisfy equations (41). Writing h_{αI} = z^I_α Π_I with z^I_α = z_αu^I and u^I = 1 , it follows from equations (42) and (43) that z^{αI} and G^{IJ} for M theory branes are given by

z^{0I} = z^{‖I} =

2 (n_I − 8) 9 , z^{⊥I} = z^{ΩI} =

2 (n_I + 1) 9 , G^{IJ} = −8 δ^{IJ} . (45)

Thus (z^‖, z^⊥) =^2_3 (−2, 1) for M2 branes and (z^‖, z^⊥) =^2_3 (−1, 2) for M5 branes.

5. Solutions in terms of τ

We now solve the equations of motion in complete generality for the case where the equations of state for M theory branes are given by equations (9). The fact that z^I_Ω = z^I_⊥ = 0 in this case leads to crucial simplifications which in turn lead to explicit analytical solutions.

Expressions for λ^α and A_{(I)} in terms of l^I and χ

Using (z^I_0 , z^I_‖ , z^I_⊥, z^I_Ω) = (2, 2, 0, 0) and G^{IJ} = −8 δ^{IJ} in equations (34), (36), and (37), we obtain

l^I = 2 (λ^0 + ∑ i∈‖_I λ^i) (46)

where i ∈ ‖_I denote spatial directions of the I^{th} stack of branes; and

l^I_{τ τ} = 8 ρ_{I0} e^{lI} , χ_{τ τ} = (m − 1)^2 e^{2χ} (47)

where ρ_{I0} = −Π_{I0} . These simplified equations for l^I and χ can now be solved explicitly. Integrating the above equations once, we get

(l^I_τ )^2 − 16 ρ_{I0} e^{lI} = 2 c^I , (χ_τ )^2 − (m − 1)^2 e^{2χ} = c_χ 2 (48)

where c^I and c_χ are integration constants. Furthermore, it follows from the asymptotic conditions given in equations (30) and (31) that, in the limit τ → τ_0 , e^{lI} → 1 , e^χ → 1 (m − 1) (τ_0 − τ)

. (49)

Using equations (47) for e^{lI} and e^{2χ} , equation (35) for λ^α can now be integrated to give

λ^α = − 1 8 ∑ I z^{αI} l^I + δ^{αa} m − 1 χ + L^α (τ − τ_0) (50) where L^α are constants, L^a = L^Ω for all a, and the asymptotic conditions given in equation (30) have been incorporated. Substituting the above λ^α into the definitions of l^I and χ leads to N + 1 consistency constraints on L^α given by ∑ α z^I_α L^α = 0 , ∑ α L^α = L^Ω . (51)

Substituting λ^α into equation (27), and using equations (48) and (51), leads to one further constraint among (c^I , c_χ, L^α) given by m 2(m − 1) c_χ = 1 4 ∑ I c^I − ∑ αβ G_{αβ} L^α L^β . (52)

Note that the constraint ∑ α L^α = L^Ω implies that − ∑ αβ G_{αβ} L^αL^β = − ( ∑ α L^α )^2 + ∑ α (L^α)^2

= (L^0)^2 + ∑ i (L^i)^2 + (m − 1) (L^Ω)^2 ≥ 0 .

Hence c_χ ≥ 0 if ∑ I c^I ≥ 0 .

An expression for the field strength F_{0i1 ···inI r} can also be obtained. Using ρ_{I0} = −Π_{I0}, equation (33) for Π_I , and equation (46) for l^I , it follows from equation (9) that

ρ_I = −Π_I = ρ_{I0} e^{−2Λ+lI} = 1 4 e^{−2λ−lI} (F_{0i1···inI r})^2 , and hence that ρ_{I0} ≥ 0 . Furthermore, since F_{0i1···inI r} = ∂_rA_{(I)} , it follows that e^{2Λ−2λ} (∂_rA_{(I)})^2 = ( ∂_τ A_{(I)}

)_2

= 4 ρ_{I0} e^{2lI}

where the first equality follows from equation (17). Using the asymptotic form for A_{(I)} given in equation (30), we then get

e^{Λ−λ} ∂_rA_{(I)} = ∂_τ A_{(I)} = −2 √ ρ_{I0} e^{lI} (53)

and, taking Q_I to be positive with no loss of generality, 2 √ ρ_{I0} = (m − 1) Q_I . (54)

Solutions for l^I , χ, and A_{(I)}

We now solve equations (47) for l^I and χ . Let X(τ) satisfy the equation

X_{τ τ} = b e^X =⇒ (X_τ )^2 − 2b e^X = 2c

where b is a given constant and c an integration constant. X may be thought of as the coordinate of a particle moving in a ‘potential’ (−be^X ) with ‘energy’ c . The second equation above implies that if b is negative then c must be positive. Thus, there are three cases depending on the signs of b and c . The corresponding general solutions may be written as

e^X =

2 γ^2 α^2 sinh^2y , b = α^2 , c = 2 γ^2

e^X =

2 γ^2 α^2 sin^2y

, b = α^2 , c = − 2 γ^2

e^X =

2 γ^2 α^2 cosh^2y , b = −α^2 , c = 2 γ^2

where y = γ(τ_∗ − τ), α is obtained from b, and γ and τ_∗ are two integration constants. Note that, in the above three cases, X is unbounded above and below, bounded from below, or bounded from above respectively.

In the following, we take α and γ to be positive with no loss of generality. The constant b is given, hence it determines the sign of b and the value of α . The constants γ and τ_∗ may be determined, for example, as follows. Let (x, v) be the initial values of (X, X_τ ) at τ = τ_{in} . Then v^2 − 2be^x = 2c determines the sign of c and the value of γ . The solution for e^X can now be selected from above according to the signs of b and c . This solution evaluated at τ = τ_{in} then determines y_{in} = γ(τ_∗ − τ_{in}), and thus τ_∗ .

Now consider equations (47) and (48). Let ρ_{I0} > 0 and c^I be positive for all I . (We will later comment on the case where one or more of the c^I may be negative.) Then c_χ > 0 as follows from equation (52). Hence let c^I = 2(γ^I )^2 and c_χ = 2β^2 , and take γ^I and β to be positive with no loss of generality. Then, comparing with the equations and solutions for X given above, it follows that the general solutions for l^I and χ may be written as e^{lI} = (γ^I )^2 4 ρ_{I0} sinh^2 y_I , y_I = γ^I (τ_I + τ_0 − τ) (55) e^χ = β (m − 1) sinh y_χ , y_χ = β (τ_0 − τ) (56)

where τ_I are integration constants, and we have incorporated the asymptotic condition given in equation (49) for e^χ in the limit τ → τ_0 . It follows from equation (52) that β, γ^I , and L^α must satisfy the constraint m m − 1 β^2 = 1 2 ∑ I (γ^I )^2 − ∑ αβ G_{αβ} L^α L^β . (57)

We now express e^{lI} in a different form that facilitates comparisons with the brane solutions as presented commonly in the literature. Since e^{lI} → 1 in the limit τ → τ_0 , we have 2 √ ρ_{I0} γ^I sinh (γ^I τ_I ) = 1 , which may be satisfied identically upon setting √ ρ_{I0} γ^I e^{γI τI} = C^2_I , √ ρ_{I0} γ^I e^{−γI τI} = S^2_I where C_I = cosh Θ_I and S_I = sinh Θ_I . It then follows that √ ρ_{I0} γ^I = C_I S_I , e^{γI τI} = C_I S_I . Using the above expressions in equation (55), we now obtain e^{lI} = e^{2γI (τ −τ0 )} H^2_I

, H_I = C^2_I − e^{2γI (τ −τ0)} S^2_I . (58)

Using the expression for e^{lI} given above, equation (53) can now be integrated to obtain A_{(I)} . Noting that H_I → 1 and A_{(I)} → 0 in the limit τ → τ_0 , and using^{√ρI0}_{γI} = C_I S_I , it follows from equations (53) and (58) that

A_{(I)} = C_I S_I H_I ( 1 − e^{2γI (τ −τ0)} ) ; (59)

and from equation (54) for the charges Q_I that

(m − 1) Q_I = 2γ^I C_I S_I . (60)

Also, using l^I = 2 γ^I (τ − τ_0) − 2 lnH_I , the solution for λ^α given in equation (50) can be written in terms of H_I as

λ^α = ∑ I z^{αI} 4 ln H_I + δ^{αa} m − 1 χ + ( L^α − ∑ I z^{αI} γ^I 4 ) (τ − τ_0) . (61)

We note here that the functions H_I and A_{(I)} and the form of λ^α given above turn out to be the generalisations of the corresponding harmonic functions, the (n_I + 1)−form gauge fields, and the metric components which appear in the standard intersecting brane solutions as given, for example, in [2, 3, 5, 6, 7].

6. Solutions in terms of r : obtaining r(τ)

We now have the complete general solutions for static intersecting M theory branes, obtained by directly solving the equations of motion in terms of the variable τ . To express these solutions in terms of the more familiar radial coordinate r, we need to obtain the function r(τ) in complete generality using equation (16). We place an emphasis here on the generality of r(τ) because of the following. General solutions in terms of τ have been obtained by several groups for systems which, at different levels, are more general than ours [10]. But, while translating such solutions to the r variable, invariably some ansatz is made which thereby limits the generality of the final solutions given in terms of r .

Consider the line element ds given in equation (6). With no loss of generality, we exchange the function e^λ for another function f by taking

e^{2λ}dr^2 + e^{2σ}dΩ^2_m = e^{2σ} ( dr^2 r^2f

+ dΩ^2_m ) , thus e^{σ−λ} = r √ f . Using e^λ dr = e^Λ dτ and e^{Λ−σ} = e^χ, it now follows that

r_τ = dr dτ = e^{Λ−λ} = r √ f e^χ . (62)

Since e^χ → r^{m−1} in the limit τ → τ_0 , see equation (31), the general relation between r and τ can be expressed as

e^{χ(τ )} = r^{m−1} e^{h(τ )} (63) where the function h(τ) → 0 in the limit τ → τ_0 . Using equation (56) for e^χ, it now follows that r(τ) is given by r^{m−1} = e^{χ−h} = β m − 1 e^{−h} sinh β (τ_0 − τ) . (64)

Calculating r_τ from this expression and substituting it into equation (62) gives √ f = r_τ r e^{−χ} = cosh β (τ_0 − τ) − h_τ β sinh β (τ_0 − τ) . (65) Thus r(τ) and f(τ) are determined once h(τ) is known.

Obtaining h(τ)

We now obtain h(τ) first for vacuum solutions, thereby also illustrating our method in a simpler context; and then for brane solutions. The function h(τ) turns out to be the same in both of these cases.

Consider first the vacuum equations of motion in terms of r, namely equations (14) and (15) with Π_I = p_{αI} = 0 . Equation (15) gives λ^{i′} = b^{i′} F where i^′ = (0, i), λ^{i′} = (λ^0, λ^i), b^{i′} = (b^0, b^i) are constants, and the function F is the solution to the homogeneous equation F_{rr} + (Λ_r − λ_r) F_r = 0 . (66) This equation for F implies that e^{Λ−λ} F_r = F_τ = M =⇒ F = M (τ − τ_0) (67) where M = (m−1) r^{m−1}_0 is an integration constant and we have incorporated the condition that F → 0 in the limit τ → τ_0, see equations (30) and (31). As for σ, note that there is a freedom in defining the r coordinate. Using this freedom, we set σ = b^Ω F + ln r with no loss of generality.^5 Thus, for vacuum solutions, we have λ^α = b^α F + δ^{αa} ln r (68)

5Upon substitution of σ(r), equations (14) and (15) will now give an equation for the function f(r) . See Appendix C.

where b^α = (b^0, b^i, b^a), and λ^a = σ and b^a = b^Ω for all a . One can further set b^Ω = 0 with no loss of generality, so that r becomes the conventional radial coordinate. However, we keep b^Ω non vanishing since the underlying structure is then clearer. Also, define B = ∑ α b^α , K = − ∑ αβ G_{αβ} b^α b^β . (69)

Using λ^α given in equations (68), we now get

χ = Λ − σ = (m − 1) ln r + (B − b^Ω) F .

Comparing with equation (63) then gives h = (B−b^Ω)F for vacuum solutions.

Consider now the brane equations of motion in terms of r, namely equations (13) – (15) with Π_I and p_{αI} given by equations (9). Following the comments made below equation (38) regarding expressing λ^α in terms of l^I , and following the analysis of section 5, it can be seen that λ^{i′} = (λ^0, λ^i) are now given in terms of l^I by equation (50), or equivalently in terms of H_I by equation (61), where z^{αI} are given in equation (45) and (τ − τ_0) is now to be replaced by the function F satisfying the homogeneous equation (66). Thus, we write λ^{i′} = ∑ I z^{i′I} 4 ln H_I + b^{i′} F . As for σ, note that p_{aI} = p_{ΩI} = p_{⊥I} for the branes. It therefore follows that, using the freedom in defining the r coordinate, we can set σ = ∑ I z^{⊥I} 4 ln H_I + b^Ω F + ln r with no loss of generality. Thus, for brane solutions, we have

λ^α = ∑ I z^{αI} 4 ln H_I + b^α F + δ^{αa} ln r . (70) Using λ^α given above, we again get

χ = Λ − σ = (m − 1) ln r + (B − b^Ω) F

because it follows from equation (45) that ∑ α z^{αI} − z^{ΩI} = (n_I + 1) z^{‖I} + (8 − n_I ) z^{⊥I} = 0 and, hence, the coefficient of the lnH_I term in χ vanishes. Comparing with equation (63) then gives h = (B − b^Ω)F for brane solutions also.

Writing F in terms of τ using equation (67), we now have

h(τ) = k (τ − τ_0) , k = M (B − b^Ω) (71)

for both vacuum and brane solutions. The functions r(τ) and f(τ) then follow from equations (64) and (65), and are given by

r^{m−1} = β m − 1 e^{k (τ0−τ )} sinh β (τ_0 − τ) (72)

and √ f = cosh β (τ_0 − τ) − k β sinh β (τ_0 − τ) . (73) Note that, in principle, one can now obtain the functions F and f, and thereby all other functions also, in terms of radial coordinate r by using equations (67), (72), and (73). However, it turns out that the functions F (r) and f(r) can be obtained more directly. It is straightforward to obtain their equations of motion in terms of r . We have earlier solved these equations analytically and in complete generality, and reported the results in [11]. For the sake of completeness here, we briefly describe these analytical solutions and their derivation in Appendix C.

Relations between (b^α, M) and (L^α, γ^I )

The brane solutions given in terms of τ are parametrised by the set of constants (L^α, γ^I ) , whereas those given in terms of r are parametrised by the set (b^α, M) . We now obtain the relations between these two sets.

Consider the expression for λ^α given in equation (70). Using equation (63) to write ln r =^{χ−h}_{m−1} in this expression, substituting F = M (τ − τ_0) and h = k (τ − τ_0) into it, and then comparing it with equation (61), we get M b^α − δ^{αa} m − 1 k = L^α − ∑ I z^{αI} γ^I 4 . (74)

Using the expressions for z^I_α and z^{αI} given in equations (44) and (45), the N + 1 constraints on L^α given in equations (51) can be shown to imply that k = M (B − b^Ω), which is already known, and that

γ^I = M w^I , w^I = 1 2 ∑ α z^I_α b^α = b^0 + ∑ i∈‖_I b^i (75)

where i ∈ ‖_I denotes the spatial directions of the I^{th} stack of branes. Furthermore, using the b^α given in equation (74), it can be shown that K defined in equation (69) is now given by

M^2 K = 1 2 ∑ I (γ^I )^2 − ∑ αβ G_{αβ} L^α L^β − m m − 1 k^2 .

Then the constraint given in equation (57) becomes

β^2 = k^2 + m − 1 m M^2 K . (76)

Note that equation (75) gives γ^I (τ − τ_0) = w^I F . Equations (58) and (59) then give e^{lI} =^{e2wI F}_{H2I} and

H_I = C^2_I − e^{2wI F} S^2_I , A_{(I)} = C_I S_I H_I ( 1 − e^{2wI F} ) . (77)

Using γ^I = (m − 1) r^{m−1}_0 w^I , equation (60) for the charges Q_I gives

Q_I = (2 w^I C_I S_I ) r^{m−1}_0 . (78)

Note also that there is a scaling freedom, namely (F, M, b^α) −→ (c F, c M, c^{−1} b^α) where c is a constant, under which (b^αF, Mb^α) and hence the solutions (λ^α, H_I , A_{(I)}) remain unchanged. Using this scaling freedom, we can set, for example, 2 (B − b^Ω) = 1 with no loss of generality.

We now count the nett number of constants among each of the sets (L^α, γ^I ) and (b^α, M) . The constants (L^α, γ^I ) are (n_c + 2 + N ) in number, and must obey (N + 1) constraints given in equations (51). Hence, there is a nett total of (n_c + 1) constants among (L^α, γ^I ) . Similarly, (b^α, M) are (n_c + 2 + 1) in number but with no constraints. However, one can set b^Ω = 0 using the freedom in defining the r coordinate; and set, for example, 2 (B − b^Ω) = 1 using the scaling freedom. Hence, there is a nett total of (n_c + 1) constants among (b^α, M) also. This equality of the nett totals is a further check that there has been no loss of generality in our derivation of r(τ) . 7. Properties of the solutions

We have now completed the derivation of the general solutions for static intersecting M theory branes, expressed in terms of τ or r . Below, for the sake of the reader’s convenience, we first collect the main results and the expressions for the general solutions together in one place; and then discuss the properties of the solutions.

Main results in terms of τ

In terms of the variable τ, the general intersecting brane solutions are given by

ds^2 = −e^{2λ0} dt^2 + ∑ i e^{2λi} (dx^i)^2 + e^{2σ} ( e^{2χ} dτ^2 + dΩ^2_m ) (79)

and A_{(I)} where

λ^α = ∑ I z^{αI} 4 ln H_I + δ^{αa} m − 1 χ + L̃^α (τ − τ_0) ,

e^χ = β (m − 1) sinh β (τ_0 − τ) , L̃^α = L^α − ∑ I z^{αI} γ^I 4 ,

H_I = C^2_I − e^{2γI (τ −τ0)} S^2_I , A_{(I)} = C_I S_I H_I ( 1 − e^{2γI (τ −τ0)} ) , and the constants z^{αI} are given in equation (45). In the above expressions, (β, γ^I ) are taken to be positive, β is given by equation (57), and L^α obey the constraints given in equation (51). The general Mp brane solutions follow upon setting N = 1 . Thus, for example, the line element for the general Mp brane solutions is given by ds^2_{(Mp)} = H^{A‖} ds^2_{p+1} + H^{A⊥} e^{2σ̃} ( e^{2χ} dτ^2 + dΩ^2_{9−p} ) (80) where the I subscripts are omitted, ds^2_{p+1} = −e^{2L̃0 (τ −τ0)} dt^2 + p∑ i=1 e^{2L̃i(τ −τ0 )} (dx^i)^2 ,

e^{2σ̃} = e^{2 χ8−p} e^{2L̃Ω (τ −τ0)} , L̃^α = L^α − z^α γ 4 , and (p, A^‖, A^⊥) = (2,^{−2}_3 ,^1_3 ) for M2 branes and (5,^{−1}_3 ,^2_3 ) for M5 branes. The general vacuum solutions follow upon taking S_I = 0 , thus H_I = 1 and A_{(I)} = 0 , and formally setting γ^I = 0 in the expression for L̃^α .

Main results in terms of r In terms of the radial coordinate r, the general intersecting brane solutions are given by ds^2 = −e^{2λ0} dt^2 + ∑ i e^{2λi} (dx^i)^2 + e^{2σ} ( dr^2 r^2f

+ dΩ^2_m ) (81)

and A_{(I)} where

λ^α = ∑ I z^{αI} 4 ln H_I + b^α F + δ^{αa} ln r , and H_I = C^2_I − e^{2wI F} S^2_I , A_{(I)} = C_I S_I H_I ( 1 − e^{2wI F} ) . The functions F and f in these expressions are not obtained in terms r . Instead r, F , and f are all obtained in terms of τ and are given by

r^{m−1} = β e^{k (τ0−τ )} (m − 1) sinh β (τ_0 − τ) , F = M (τ − τ_0) , (82)

√ f = cosh β (τ_0 − τ) − k β sinh β (τ_0 − τ) , (83) using which one can obtain F (r) and f(r), see the comments below equation (73). In the above expressions, (β, w^I, k) are taken to be positive,

M = (m − 1) r^{m−1}_0 , β^2 = k^2 + m − 1 m M^2 K ,

and (w^I , k, K) are defined in equations (75), (71), and (69). The general Mp brane solutions follow upon setting N = 1 . Thus, for example, the line element for the general Mp brane solutions is given by

ds^2_{(Mp)} = H^{A‖} ds^2_{p+1} + H^{A⊥} e^{2bΩF} ( dr^2 f + r^2dΩ^2_{9−p} ) (84)

where the I subscripts are omitted,

ds^2_{p+1} = −e^{2b0 F} dt^2 + p∑ i=1 e^{2biF} (dx^i)^2 ,

and (p, A^‖, A^⊥) = (2,^{−2}_3 ,^1_3 ) for M2 branes and (5,^{−1}_3 ,^2_3 ) for M5 branes. The general vacuum solutions follow upon taking S_I = 0 , thus H_I = 1 and A_{(I)} = 0 .

Behaviour of (F, f, r) and (H_I , A_{(I)})

We now describe the behaviour of the functions (F, f, r) and (H_I , A_{(I)}) as τ decreases from τ_0 to −∞ . The behaviour of λ^α then follows. It is clear from their expressions that these functions remain finite and vary smoothly in the open range −∞ < τ < τ_0 . Therefore, we will focus on their behaviours in the limits where τ → τ_0 and where τ → −∞ . In the following, we set b^Ω = 0 and 2 (B − b^Ω) = 1 with no loss of generality. Then

B = b^0 + ∑ i b^i = 1 2 , 2 k = M , K = (b^0)^2 + ∑ i (b^i)^2 − 1 4 .

Asymptotic limit τ → τ_0

By construction, the limit τ → τ_0 corresponds to asymptotically flat spacetime. In this limit, it follows from equation (31) that r^{m−1} → 1 (m − 1)(τ_0 − τ) → ∞ . Hence M (τ_0 − τ) →^{rm−10}_{rm−1} . It then follows that √ f → 1 − k (τ_0 − τ) =⇒ f → 1 − r^{m−1}_0 r^{m−1}

e^F → 1 + M (τ − τ_0) → 1 − r^{m−1}_0 r^{m−1}

H_I → 1 + (2w^I S^2_I ) r^{m−1}_0 r^{m−1} , A_{(I)} → Q_I r^{m−1} where Q_I = (2w^I C_I S_I ) r^{m−1}_0 , see equation (78). Thus, the general brane solutions here all behave the same way as the standard ones in the asymptotic limit where r → ∞ .

Functions e^F , H_I , and A_{(I)}

We now describe the behaviour of the functions e^F , H_I , and A_{(I)} as τ decreases from τ_0 and approaches the limit τ → −∞ .

The behaviour of the function e^F is straightforward to see. Since F = M(τ − τ_0), it follows that e^F varies smoothly and monotonically as τ decreases, and that e^F → 0 in the limit τ → −∞ . The function e^{2wI F} behaves the same way as e^F since w^I is positive. Therefore, it follows that the functions H_I and A_{(I)} vary smoothly and monotonically as τ decreases and, further, that H_I → C^2_I and A_{(I)} →^{SI}_{CI} in the limit τ → −∞ .

Functions r(τ) and f(τ)

We now describe the behaviour of the functions r(τ) and f(τ) as τ decreases away from τ_0 and approaches the limit τ → −∞ . Their behaviour depends on whether K = 0 or K > 0 or K < 0 . We describe these cases seperately.

K = 0

Note that β = k when K = 0 . Then, equations (82) and (83) give

r^{m−1} = 2k (m − 1) (1 − e^{−2k (τ0−τ )}) , √ f = e^{−k (τ0−τ )} . Hence, f → 0 and r → r_0 as τ → −∞ . Indeed, using 2k = M = (m − 1) r^{m−1}_0 , it follows that

f = e^{2k (τ −τ0)} = e^F = 1 − r^{m−1}_0 r^{m−1} . The standard intersecting brane solutions as given, for example, in [2, 3, 5, 6, 7] all follow from this K = 0 case upon further choosing 2b^0 = 1 and b^i = 0 . One then has 2w^I = 1 for all I, see equation (75), and hence e^{2wI F} = e^F and Q_I = (C_I S_I ) r^{m−1}_0 . It then follows that H_I and A_{(I)} are given by

H_I = 1 + r^{m−1}_0 S^2_I r^{m−1} , A_{(I)} = Q_I H_I r^{m−1} . More general static intersecting brane solutions have been obtained earlier by several groups in different forms and using different methods [8]. They can all be shown [9] to follow for other choices of b^α, but still with K = 0 . The solutions in [9] were obtained by taking f = e^F = 1 −^{rm−10}_{rm−1} as an ansatz; K = 0 was then found as a constraint. The present solutions are completely general. They are obtained without making any ansatz and, hence, are applicable when K ≠ 0 also.

K > 0

Note that β > k when K > 0 . Then, equation (82) implies that, in the limit τ → −∞, r^{m−1} → 2 β m − 1 e^{(k−β) (τ0 −τ )} → 0 . Consider equation (83). It implies that, as τ decreases from τ_0 to −∞, √ f begins to decrease from 1, but remains strictly positive since cosh(∗) >

k β sinh(∗) when β > k . It also implies that, in the limit τ → −∞, √ f → ( 1 − k β ) e^{β(τ0−τ )} 2 → ∞ . It therefore follows that f(τ) decreases from 1; remains strictly positive; reaches a non zero, positive minimum; and then increases to ∞ as τ decreases from τ_0 to −∞ , equivalently as r(τ) decreases from ∞ to 0 . It can be shown easily that f reaches its minimum f_{min} = 1 −^{k2}_{β2} at τ_{fmin} where τ_{fmin} is given by tanh β (τ_0 − τ_{fmin}) =^k_β .

Thus, for K > 0, we have that f remains strictly positive, H_I remain > 1 and finite, and 0 ≤ e^F ≤ ∞ in the interval 0 ≤ r ≤ ∞ . Therefore, it follows that the K > 0 solutions have no horizons. These general, horizonless, K > 0 solutions are new and, to the best of our knowledge, have not appeared in the literature. These are the ones referred to as ‘a class of new static solutions’ in the title of this paper.

K < 0

Note that β < k when K < 0 . Then, equation (82) implies that, in the limit τ → −∞, r^{m−1} → 2 β m − 1 e^{(k−β) (τ0−τ )} → ∞ . Since r^{m−1} → ∞ in the limit τ → τ_0, it now follows that r(τ) decreases from ∞; reaches a non zero, positive minimum; and then increases to ∞ again as τ decreases from τ_0 to −∞ . It can be seen from equation (62), or by a direct calculation, that r reaches its minimum r_{min} at τ_{rmin} where f(τ_{rmin}) = 0 .

Consider equation (83). It implies that, as τ decreases from τ_0 towards −∞, √ f decreases and must reach zero at a finite value τ_{rmin} given by tanh β (τ_0 − τ_{rmin}) =^β_k . The right hand side of equation (83) then becomes negative for τ < τ_{rmin} . However, we do not fully understand the solution for τ < τ_{rmin} . We mention this K < 0 case here only for the sake of completeness. Since it is not clear to us how to continue the solution for τ < τ_{rmin}, nor how to analyse the equations of motion for the corresponding parameter values, we will not discuss the K < 0 case any further in this paper.

8. Remarks on the solutions

We will now make several remarks, mostly in the context of vacuum solutions. Since the functions H_I and A_{(I)} are finite for τ ≤ τ_0, these remarks may easily be adapted for the general intersecting brane solutions also.

Consider general static vacuum solutions. The corresponding line element is given by

ds^2_{(Mp)} = −e^{2b0 F} dt^2 + n_c∑ i=1 e^{2biF} (dx^i)^2 + e^{2bΩF} ( dr^2 f + r^2dΩ^2_m ) (85)

where r, F , and f are given by equations (82) and (83).

(1) Note that f = e^F = 1−^{rm−10}_{rm−1} for K = 0 , and that the standard black n_c−brane solution is obtained upon further choosing 2b^0 = 1 and b^i = b^Ω = 0 . It is well known [6] that one can start with this black brane solution, boost it along a compact direction to first generate a momentum charge, and then use the boosted black brane to generate various N = 1 brane solutions by suitable U duality operations – namely, by suitable dimensional reduction and uplifting, and T and S dualities. Further repeats of boosting and U duality operations will generate other N > 1 intersecting brane solutions. The standard static intersecting brane solutions of string theory can also be generated in this way.

More general brane solutions have been obtained earlier by several groups in different forms and using different methods [8]. We have shown in [9] that these solutions can all be obtained by suitable boosting and U duality operations, where now the starting vacuum solution is as given in equation (85), and still with K = 0, but with otherwise arbitrary values of b^α .

It turns out that the general static intersecting brane solutions presented here can also be obtained by suitable boosting and U duality operations. The starting vacuum solution is as given in equation (85), but with arbitrary values of b^α irrespective of whether K = 0 or not. We have presented in [11] the solutions generated by this method, and it is easy to verify that they are same as the ones given in this paper which have been obtained by directly solving the equations of motion in complete generality. Also, as shown in [11], the expressions for (B − b^Ω) and K remain invariant under U duality operations. Hence, their values remain unchanged for all the solutions related by U duality operations.

(2) The appearance of hyperbolic functions in the solutions for e^{lI} , and thus for H_I , can now be related to the underlying boost operations mentioned above. In section 5 here, the Sinh functions arise because the integration constants c^I in equation (48) are taken to be positive. If c^I were negative then trigonometric functions would have appeared in the solutions.

Such solutions involving trigonometric functions can also be generated by U duality methods. Instead of a boost along a compact x^i direction, one now performs a rotation in the (x^i, x^j) directions, and proceeds with other U duality operations which will generate ‘tilted brane’ solutions, see [24] for example. The underlying rotation will lead to the appearance of trigonometric functions in the solutions. In the present context, they correspond to choosing one or more of the integration constants c^I to be negative.

(3) Upon compactifying on the n_c dimensional torus described by the coordinates x^i, one obtains an effective d = m + 2 dimensional non compact spacetime described by the coordinates x^μ = (t, r, θ^a) . The corresponding effective action and the line element may be written, symbolically and in the standard notation, as

S_{(d)} ∼ ∫ d^dx √ −g_{(d)} e^{Λc} ( R_{(d)} + ∑ i (∂_μλ^i)^2 + · · · ) , Λ^c = ∑ i λ^i ∼ ∫ d^dx √ −ĝ_{(d)} ( R̂_{(d)} + ∑ i (∂_μλ^i)^2 + · · · )

and ds^2_{(d)} = g_{(d) μν} dx^μ dx^ν = −e^{2λ0} dt^2 + e^{2λ}dr^2 + e^{2σ}dΩ^2_m

where g_{(d) μν} and R_{(d)} are the d dimensional metric and the corresponding Ricci scalar in the ‘physical frame’, and ĝ_{(d) μν} = e^{2Λcd−2} g_{(d) μν} and R̂_{(d)} are those in the ‘Einstein frame’. The d dimensional action S_{(d)} now contains n_c number of scalars descending from the sizes of the compact dimensions, and N number of 1−form gauge fields descending from the (n_I + 1)−form gauge fields A_{(I)} . The couplings of the scalars among themselves and with the gauge fields are not the most general possible ones, but are dictated by the eleven dimensional parent action S given in equation (1).

Clearly, the solutions presented in this paper lead to the most general static spherically symmetric solutions of the above d dimensional system with scalars and 1−form gauge fields. For example, Janis–Newman–Winicour– Wyman (JNWW) solutions [1] follow now as a special case. These JNWW solutions can be viewed as Einstein frame solutions for the four dimensional Brans–Dicke theory or, equivalently, as solutions for a five dimensional theory with one compact coordinate; and, can be shown to follow from the present vacuum solutions upon setting m = 2, n_c = 1, b^Ω ≠ 0 and K = 0, see [9] also.

(4) For K > 0, we have that f remains strictly positive, H_I remain > 1 and finite, and 0 ≤ e^F ≤ ∞ in the interval 0 ≤ r ≤ ∞ . Thus, the K > 0 solutions have no horizons. We note here that similar horizonless solutions have also appeared recently in several works [25]. The set ups and the contexts of these works are totally different from the present ones, and the reasons for the similarities of the solutions are not clear to us.

(5) The ADM mass M_{ADM} for the solutions can be obtained from the expressions given in Appendix B. It is easy to see that M_{ADM} is positive for all the general intersecting brane solutions if b^α satisfy the inequality

2 (mb^Ω + ∑ i b^i) < m m − 1 . Using 2(B − b^Ω) = 1, the above inequality becomes b^Ω < b^0 +^1_{2 (m−1)} . We will assume that b^α are choosen, e.g. b^Ω = 0, 2B = 1, and b^0 > 0 , such that ADM mass is positive.

Consider now the curvature tensors. Note that the Riemann tensor components R̂_{ABCD}, calculated in the local tangent frame with indices A, B, · · ·, correspond to tidal forces. The non vanishing components of R̂_{ABCD} for the metric in equation (6) are given in Appendix A. If any of these components diverges then we assume conservatively that there will generically be a curvature singularity. Now, by construction, the limit τ → τ_0 corresponds to asymptotically flat spacetime. Therefore, the components of R̂_{ABCD} will all vanish in this limit. Furthermore, the fields behave smoothly and remain finite for all finite values of τ < τ_0 ; hence, so will the R̂_{ABCD} components for these values of τ .

Consider the limit τ → −∞ . Let the radial coordinate r → r_S in this limit, hence r_S = r_0 if K = 0 and r_S = 0 if K > 0 . Using the expressions given in Appendix A, it can be seen after some algebra that, for the general static intersecting brane solutions presented here, except for those with 2b^0 = 1 and b^i = b^Ω = 0 , atleast one of the components of R̂_{ABCD} diverges in the limit r → r_S . Therefore, for generic values of b^α, there is likely to be a curvature singularity at r_S . Note that this singularity is not covered by any horizon, is naked, and is present even though the ADM mass is positive. This feature, that naked singularity is present even though ADM mass is positive, is also exhibited, for example, by JNWW solutions, by those in [8, 9], and by the recent ones found in [25].

(6) We will list a few reasons as to why the general static solutions given in this paper are useful and are also likely to be physically relevant despite the singularities at r_S mentioned above. The present solutions are obtained by solving the equations of motion in complete generality. Also, they have positive ADM mass. Therefore, it is physically reasonable to expect that these solutions describe the general static configuration of the fields outside a static star in a D = n_c + m + 2 dimensional theory with compact n_c dimensional toroidal space or, equivalently, in a d = m + 2 dimensional theory with n_c number of scalars.

Some of the reasons for the usefulness and the physical relevance of the present solutions are as follows.

(i) In the studies of the static or dynamical properties of a star, one must assume a most general initial field configuration in the exterior of the star, which corresponds to the most general solutions to the equations of motion; otherwise, one is likely to miss some crucial properties. Any restriction of the parameter ranges must then come from physical criteria, such as stability of the resulting static configuration of a star or as an attractor basin during its dynamical evolution; or from requiring consistency with observations.

(ii) Let r_∗ be the equilibrium radius of a static star. If r_∗ > r_S , which is trivially valid for K > 0 case since r_S = 0, then the singularities at r_S mentioned above are not relevant since the equations of motion are different inside the star, namely for r < r_∗ , and the present solutions are not applicable there. For r ≤ r_∗, one then has to solve a different set of equations of motion which includes the stellar material, and then match the interior solutions onto the most general exterior ones. Further stability studies of the resulting static configuration of the star may put an upper bound on its mass, but they may or may not further restrict the allowed values of b^α .

(iii) If a star is sufficiently massive then it is likely to collapse. Let us assume that a static configuration is reached at the end of such a collapse, and that the r = r_S surface is exposed. Then the present solutions are applicable for r ≥ r_S and, generically, a naked singularity is likely to be present at r_S .

It is now possible that the collpase dynamics is such that, irrespective of the initial values of b^α prior to the collapse, the final values after the collapse are always given by an ‘attractor basin’ where 2b^0 = 1 and b^i = b^Ω = 0 so that the r = r_S surface is a standard non singular horizon. This may be accomplished, for example, if all the non trivial field configurations are ‘radiated away’ during the collapse. A singularity, similar to the one mentioned above or a different dynamical one, may or may not occur and it may or not may become naked during the process of collapse itself.

In the context of four dimensional JNWW solutions, such collapse processes and various issues involving naked singularities have been extensively studied in [14, 16]. Similar studies are needed in the present context also.

(iv) Note that the present solutions are obtained from a low energy effective action involving only two derivative terms. Such an action is unlikely to be applicable in the strong curvature regime; then, one has to invoke the underlying fundamental theory, namely string/M theory here. It is then reasonable to assume that singularities will be resolved within such a theory. If this is the case then the present solutions are indeed physically relevant, but are applicable only until the strong curvature regime is reached.

(v) On the other hand, and more practically, one may simply assume that our universe is (n_c + 4) dimensional with compact n_c dimensional toroidal space, or that it is four dimensional with n_c number of scalars; and that the present vacuum solutions describe the general static configuration of the fields outside a static star. It is then possible to study the motions of various probes around such stars, their orbitals, et cetera and compare them with observations. Such studies may lead to novel phenomena or other observational consequences. See [15] for such studies in the context of higher dimensions and Dp branes, and [13, 14] in the context of four dimensional JNWW solutions.

9. Conclusions

We now give a brief summary and conclude by mentioning a few issues for further studies. In this paper, we obtained analytically the most general static intersecting brane solutions. These solutions reduce to the known ones in special cases, and contain further a class of new static solutions. We described the properties of these general solutions and discussed their usefulness and physical relevance. Along the way, we also described the features of the brane energy momentum tensors, the equations of motion, and their solutions which arise as consequences of the BPS intersection rules and the U duality symmetries of M theory.

We now mention a few issues which can be studied further. Assuming that the present general solutions describe the fields outside the stars in our universe, one may calculate the motions of probes around such stars and study the observational consequences, as in [12, 13, 14, 15] for example.

As mentioned in the Introduction, it is natural to expect that the black holes described in M theory have been formed by the collapse of sufficiently massive stars. It is desireable to study such collapse processes. Towards this goal, one may first construct a static star in M theory where the present general solutions describe its exterior fields.

Once the static solutions for stars in M theory are obtained, their stability properties can then be studied along the lines of [26]. It is likely that a sufficiently massive star will collapse. Such a collapse may also be studied. In these studies of collapse, the M theoretic cosmological solutions we had obtained earlier in [20, 21, 22] are likely to be useful

Appendix A : Riemann Tensor components

Consider the metric given in equation (6) where i = 1, 2, · · · , n_c and the fields (λ^0, λ^i, λ, σ) depend on r only. Let

dΩ^2_m = h_{ab} dθ^a dθ^b

where a = 1, 2, · · · , m and h_{ab} depend on θs only. Let e^M_A denote the D−bein fields and let R̂_{ABCD} = e^M_A e^N_B e^P_C e^Q_D R_{MNP Q} where R_{MNP Q} is the Riemann tensor. It follows after a straighforward algebra that the non vanishing components of R̂_{ABCD} for the metric in equation (6) are given by R̂_{ri′rj′} = −δ_{i′j′} e^{−2λ} ( λ^{i′}_{rr} + (λ^{i′}_r − λ_r) λ^{i′}_r )

R̂_{rarb} = −h_{ab} e^{−2λ} (σ_{rr} + (σ_r − λ_r) σ_r) R̂_{i′j′k′l′} = (δ_{i′l′} δ_{j′k′} − δ_{i′k′} δ_{j′l′} ) e^{−2λ} ( λ^{i′}_r λ^{j′}_r ) R̂_{i′aj′b} = −δ_{i′j′} h_{ab} e^{−2λ}λ^{i′}_r σ_r R̂_{abcd} = e^{−2σ}ρ_{abcd}(h) + (h_{ad}h_{bc} − h_{ac}h_{bd}) e^{−2λ}σ^2_r where i^′ = (0, i), λ^{i′} = (λ^0, λ^i), and ρ_{abcd}(h) is the Riemann tensor corresponding to the metric h_{ab} .

The Riemann tensor components in terms of the variable τ defined in equation (16) may be obtained from the above expressions by replacing (r, λ) with (τ, Λ) . Thus, R̂_{τ i′τ j′} = −δ_{i′j′} e^{−2Λ} ( λ^{i′}_{τ τ} + (λ^{i′}_τ − Λ_τ ) λ^{i′}_τ ) R̂_{τ aτ b} = −h_{ab} e^{−2Λ} (σ_{τ τ} + (σ_τ − Λ_τ ) σ_τ ) R̂_{i′j′k′l′} = (δ_{i′l′} δ_{j′k′} − δ_{i′k′} δ_{j′l′} ) e^{−2Λ} ( λ^{i′}_τ λ^{j′}_τ ) R̂_{i′aj′b} = −δ_{i′j′} h_{ab} e^{−2Λ}λ^{i′}_τ σ_τ R̂_{abcd} = e^{−2σ}ρ_{abcd}(h) + (h_{ad}h_{bc} − h_{ac}h_{bd}) e^{−2Λ}σ^2_τ .

Appendix B : ADM Mass

Consider the metric given in equation (6) where the fields (λ^0, λ^i, λ, σ) depend on r only and obey the boundary conditions given in equation (30) which correspond to asymptotically flat spacetime. The ADM mass M_{ADM} for such a metric is given, following the analysis of [17], by M_{ADM} = ω_m V_{nc} 2κ^2 ( m r^{m−1}(e^{2λ} − e^{2σ} r^2 ) − r^m∂_r(m e^{2σ} r^2 + ∑ i e^{2λi} ) ) r→∞ where ω_m and V_{nc} are the volumes of the m dimensional unit sphere and the n_c dimensional torus. Let the asymptotic behaviour of (λ^0, λ^i, λ, σ) in the limit r → ∞ be given by ( e^{2λ0} , e^{2λi} , e^{2λ}, e^{2σ} r^2 ) → 1 − (c^0, c^i, c^r, c^Ω) r^{m−1}_0 r^{m−1} where (c^0, c^i, c^r, c^Ω) and r_0 are constants. Evaluating the above expression for the ADM mass then gives M_{ADM} = ω_m V_{nc} 2κ^2 ( r^{m−1}_0 C_M ) (86) where C_M = m(c^Ω − c^r) − (m − 1) (mc^Ω + ∑ i c^i) . (87)

We now write down the constants (c^0, c^i, c^r, c^Ω) and C_M for vacuum solutions, for p−brane solutions , and for intersecting brane solutions. Vacuum solutions For vacuum solutions, we have ( e^{2λ0} , e^{2λi} , e^{2λ}, e^{2σ} r^2 ) = ( e^{2b0F} , e^{2biF} , e^{2bΩF} f , e^{2bΩ F} ) . From the behaviour of the solutions described in section 7 in the asymptotic limit τ → τ_0, it follows that f → 1 − r^{m−1}_0 r^{m−1} , e^F → 1 − r^{m−1}_0 r^{m−1} in the limit r → ∞ . Hence, (c^0, c^i, c^Ω) = 2 (b^0, b^i, b^Ω) and c^r = (2b^Ω − 1) . It then follows from equation (87) that C_{M (vac)} = m − 2 (m − 1) (mb^Ω + ∑ i b^i) (88)

for vacuum solutions. In the standard case, we have 2 (b^0, b^i, b^Ω) = (1, 0, 0) , C_{M (vac)} = m .

p−branes For M (string) theory p−brane solutions, the metric (in Einstein frame) is described by ( e^{2λ0} , e^{2λi} , e^{2λ}, e^{2σ} r^2 ) = ( H^{A‖} e^{2b0 F} , H^{A‖ or A⊥} e^{2biF} , H^{A⊥} e^{2bΩF} f , H^{A⊥} e^{2bΩF} )

where H = 1 + (1 − e^{2wF} ) S^2 with w = b^0 + ∑ i∈‖ b^i and S = Sinh Θ, and the exponents A^‖ is for directions parallel to the brane and A^⊥ is for transverse directions. See equation (81) with N = 1 and with n_c ≥ p in general. In the limit r → ∞ , the functions f and e^F are as given earlier, and hence

H → 1 + (2 w S^2) r^{m−1}_0 r^{m−1} . Thus ( e^{2λ0} , e^{2λi} , e^{2λ},^{e2σ}_{r2} ) → 1 − (c^0, c^i, c^r, c^Ω)^{rm−10}_{rm−1} in the limit r → ∞ where, for a p−brane along (x^1, · · · , x^p) directions,

c^0 = 2b^0 − 2wA^‖ S^2 c^i = 2b^i − 2wA^‖ S^2 for i = 1, · · · , p = 2b^i − 2wA^⊥ S^2 for i = p + 1, · · · , n_c c^Ω = 2b^Ω − 2wA^⊥ S^2 c^r = 2b^Ω − 1 − 2wA^⊥ S^2 .

Noting that c^Ω − c^r = 1, and defining X_H = pA^‖ + (m + n_c − p)A^⊥ , it then follows from equation (87) that

C_{M (p)} = m − 2 (m − 1) (mb^Ω + ∑ i b^i − wX_H S^2) .

For M theory branes, m+n_c = 9 and (A^‖, A^⊥) = ( −^2_3 ,^1_3 ) or ( −^1_3 ,^2_3 ) for M2 or M5 branes. (For string theory p−branes m + n_c = 8 and it can be shown that (A^‖, A^⊥) = (_{p−7} 8 ,^{p+1}_8 ) in Einstein frame.) In all these cases, A^‖ −A^⊥ = −1 and (m + n_c) A^⊥ = p + 1 . Hence, X_H = p(A^‖ − A^⊥) + (m + n_c)A^⊥ = 1, and we have

C_{M (p)} = m − 2 (m − 1) (mb^Ω + ∑ i b^i − w S^2) (89)

for p−brane solutions. In the standard case, we have

2 (b^0, b^i, b^Ω ; w) = (1, 0, 0 ; 1) , C_{M (p)} = m + (m − 1)S^2 .

Intersecting branes

For N sets of branes intersecting according to the BPS rules, the p−brane analysis given above applies with only a few straightforward modifications. Performing the analysis, it can be seen that the final expression may be obtained upon replacing wS^2 in the p−brane expressions by ∑ I w^I S^2_I where I = 1, 2, · · · , N and w^I are given in equation (75). Thus,

C_{M (N p)} = m − 2 (m − 1) (mb^Ω + ∑ i b^i − ∑ I w^I S^2_I ) (90)

for intersecting brane solutions. In the standard case, we have

2 (b^0, b^i, b^Ω ; w^I ) = (1, 0, 0 ; 1) , C_{M (N p)} = m + (m − 1) ∑ I S^2_I .

Appendix C : Anayltical solutions for the functions F and f

The equations of motion for F and f in terms of r may be obtained by substituting λ^α given in equation (68) into vacuum equations of motion (14) and (15) with Π_I = p_{αI} = 0 ; or, by substituting λ^α given in equation (70) into brane equations of motion (13) – (15). After some algebra, the resulting equations for F (r) and f(r) can be written as

2(B − b^Ω) f (rF_r) = (m − 1)(1 − f) + K m f (rF_r)^2 (91)

2(B − b^Ω) f (rF_r) = 2(m − 1)(1 − f) − rf_r (92) e^{(B−bΩ)F} √ f (rF_r) = M r^{m−1} (93)

where M = (m−1) r^{m−1}_0 and B and K are defined in equation (69). Equation (93) follows directly from equation (67), namely from e^{Λ−λ} F_r = M . We now set 2(B − b^Ω) = 1 with no loss of generality. For K = 0, the above equations can be solved easily and the solutions are given by

f = e^F = 1 − r^{m−1}_0 r^{m−1} . It turns out that equations (91) – (93) can be solved analytically for K > 0 also; and, that the properties of the functions F (r) and f(r) can be understood even without obtaining solutions. These properties and the explicit analytical forms of the functions F and f have been described in our earlier reports [11]. For the sake of completeness, we present these solutions here along with a description of their derivation and some of their properties.

Define R = r^{m−1} and R_0 = r^{m−1}_0 . We then get

f (RF_R) = 1 − f + (m − 1)K m f (RF_R)^2 f (RF_R) = 2(1 − f) − Rf_R e^F f (RF_R)^2 =

R^2_0 R^2 where the subscripts R denote R−derivatives. It follows that

(1 − f) − Rf_R = (m − 1)K m f (RF_R)^2 = (m − 1)K m (2(1 − f) − Rf_R)^2 f which gives a quadratic equation for Rf_R , and that

e^F =

R^2_0 f R^2 (2(1 − f) − Rf_R)^2 . Defining b = 4(m − 1)K m , α = 1 1 + b

, f_0 = 1 − α

and solving the quadratic equation for Rf_R gives, after some algebra, Rf_R = 2 (1 − f) (f − f_0) f − f_0 + ϵ √ α f (f − f_0)

(94) and e^F =

R^2_0 (√ f − f_0 + ϵ √ α f )_2

4 α R^2 (1 − f)^2

(95)

where ϵ = ±1 and the square roots are always to be taken with a postive sign.

We consider the case K > 0, hence b > 0, so that α < 1 and f_0 > 0 . Define R_{min} by f(R_{min}) = f_0 , and a function g(R) by √ f − f_0 = ϵ_g √ α g =⇒ f = 1 − α + αg^2 (96) where ϵ_g = Sgn g and, further, choose ϵ_g = ϵ with no loss of generality. Using the asymptotic behaviour of f, namely f → 1 −^{R0}_R as R → ∞ , it can be seen from equation (94) that ϵ = +1 , and from equation (96) that g(R) → 1−^{R0}_{2αR} , in this limit. It can further be seen that g > 0 and ϵ_g = +1 for R_{min} < R < ∞ ; that g(R_{min}) = 0 ; and that g < 0 and ϵ_g = −1 for 0 < R < R_{min} . Writing f in terms of g and after some algebra, equations (94) and (95) now become Rg_R = 1 − g^2 g + √ f =⇒ dR R = dg ( g + √ f 1 − g^2 ) (97) and e^F =

R^2_0 4α^2R^2 ( g + √ f 1 − g^2

)_2

. (98)

It turns out that equation (97) can be solved and an explicit analytical solution for R in terms of g can be obtained, because g + √ f 1 − g^2 = g 1 − g^2 − α √ f + 1 2 ( 1 1 − g + 1 1 + g ) 1 √ f and each term on the right hand side can be integrated in a closed analytical form. Incorporating g(R_{min}) = 0 , equivalently R(0) = R_{min} , we get ln R_{min} R = 1 2 ln |1 − g^2| + √ α Sinh^{−1} g √ α √ 1 − α − 1 2 Sinh^{−1} 1 − α + αg (1 − g) √ α(1 − α) + 1 2 Sinh^{−1} 1 − α − αg (1 + g) √ α(1 − α) . A more explicit expression for R(g) can be obtained, and in many equivalent forms, by using identities such as Sinh^{−1} x = ln ( x + √ 1 + x^2 )

f − g^2 = (1 − α) ( 1 − g^2 ) α (1 − α) (1 ± g)^2 + (1 − α ∓ αg)^2 = f

( g − √ f ) ( 1 − α − αg − √ f ) = (1 − α) (1 + g) ( 1 − √ f )

( 1 − α − αg + √ f ) ( 1 − α + αg + √ f ) = (1 − α) ( 1 + √ f )_2 . The expression we find convenient is given, after a series of manipulations, by R_{min} R = √ 1 − α (1 − g) (1 + √ f) 1 − α + αg + √ f ( √ f + g √ α √ 1 − α )^√_α . (99)

Equation (98) now gives an expression for e^F in terms of g .

We now describe some properties of the analytical solutions given above. These properties all follow straightforwardly, but after some algebra.

• The above expression for R(g) satisfies the differential equation (97).

• Consider α = 1 . Noting that (√ 1 − α )_{1−}^√_α = 1 in the limit α → 1 , and taking √ f = g , we get^{R0}_R = 1 − g^2 = 1 − f . It then follows from equations (97) and (98) that e^F = f = 1 −^{R0}_R .

• Consider α < 1 . As R decreases from ∞ to R_{min} to R_1 to 0 , g decreases from 1 to 0 to −1 to −∞ ; hence, f decreases from 1, reaches its minimum f_0, then increases and reaches 1 again, and increases further to ∞ . Thus, R(g) for some select values of g are:

R(1_−) = ∞ , R(0) = R_{min} , R(−1) = R_1 , R(−∞) = 0 .

• As R decreases from ∞ to 0 , e^F decreases monotonically from 1 to 0, remaining < f always.

• Consider the limit R → ∞ . Setting 1 − g =^{R0}_{2αR} and f = g = 1 in equation (99) gives R_{min} = c(α) α R_0 , c(α) = 1 2 ( 1 + √ α )^{1+√α}_2 ( 1 − √ α )^{1−√α}_2 , which thus expresses R_{min}, where the function f reaches its minimum, in terms of R_0 = r^{m−1}_0 . Note that^1_2 ≤ c(α) ≤ 1 for 0 ≤ α ≤ 1, as can be shown easily.

• Consider R = R_1 . Then g = −1 and f = 1 . Equation (99) now gives R_1 = c(α) R_{min} . which thus expresses R_1 in terms of R_{min} and thereby in terms of R_0 .

• Consider the limit R → 0 . Then g → −∞ , √ f → (−g) √ α , and √ f + g √ α =^{f−αg2} √_{f−g√α} →^{1−α}_2√_α^1_{(−g)} . We then get R^{−1} ∼ (−g)^{1−√α} , f ∼ g^2 ∼ R^{− 21−√α} . • In the main body of the paper, the general solutions for R = r^{m−1}, F , and f have been obtained in terms of τ , and are given in equations (82) and (83). Using equation (96), one can now obtain an expression for g also in terms of τ . It can then be shown, after a long but straightforward algebra, that these expressions for R(τ), F (τ), f(τ), and g(τ) satisfy equations (98) and (99).

References

[1] A. I. Janis, E. T. Newman and J. Winicour,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 20, 878 (1968); M. Wyman, Phys. Rev. D 24, 839 (1981);

K. S. Virbhadra, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 12, 4831 (1997) [gr-qc/9701021].

[2] A. A. Tseytlin, Nucl. Phys. B 475, 149 (1996) [hep-th/9604035];

I. R. Klebanov and A. A. Tseytlin, Nucl. Phys. B 475, 179 (1996) [hep-th/9604166]; J. P. Gauntlett, D. A. Kastor and J. H. Traschen, Nucl. Phys. B 478, 544 (1996) [hep-th/9604179]; A. A. Tseytlin, Nucl. Phys. B 487, 141 (1997) [hep-th/9609212].

[3] M. Cvetic and A. A. Tseytlin,

Nucl. Phys. B 478, 181 (1996) [hep-th/9606033].

[4] G. T. Horowitz and A. Strominger, Nucl. Phys. B 360, 197 (1991);

M. J. Duff, R. R. Khuri and J. X. Lu,

Phys. Rept. 259, 213 (1995) [hep-th/9412184]; G. Papadopoulos and P. K. Townsend, Phys. Lett. B 380, 273 (1996) [hep-th/9603087].

[5] G. T. Horowitz, J. M. Maldacena and A. Strominger, Phys. Lett. B 383, 151 (1996) [hep-th/9603109]; G. T. Horowitz, D. A. Lowe and J. M. Maldacena, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 430 (1996) [hep-th/9603195].

[6] J. G. Russo and A. A. Tseytlin,

Nucl. Phys. B 490, 121 (1997) [hep-th/9611047]; A. A. Tseytlin, Phys. Lett. B 395, 24 (1997) [hep-th/9611111]; N. Ohta and T. Shimizu, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 13, 1305 (1998) [hep-th/9701095]; S. R. Das, S. D. Mathur, S. Kalyana Rama and P. Ramadevi, Nucl. Phys. B 527, 187 (1998) [hep-th/9711003].

[7] R. Argurio, F. Englert and L. Houart,

Phys. Lett. B 398, 61 (1997) [hep-th/9701042]; N. Ohta, Phys. Lett. B 403, 218 (1997) [hep-th/9702164]; J. D. Edelstein, L. Tataru and R. Tatar, JHEP 06, 003 (1998) [hep-th/9801049].

[8] B. Zhou, C. -J. Zhu, [hep-th/9905146];

P. Brax, G. Mandal, Y. Oz, Phys. Rev. D63, 064008 (2001), [hep-th/0005242]; J. D. Edelstein, J. Mas, JHEP 06, 015 (2004), [hep-th/0403179]; Y. -G. Miao, N. Ohta, Phys. Lett. B594, 218 (2004), [hep-th/0404082]; S. Kobayashi, T. Asakawa, S. Matsuura, Mod. Phys. Lett. A20, 1119 (2005), [hep-th/0409044].

[9] S. Kalyana Rama, [hep-th/0503058].

[10] I. Y. Aref’eva and O. A. Rychkov, Am. Math. Soc. Transl. 201, 19 (2000) [hep-th/9612236]; I. Y. Arefeva, K. S. Viswanathan, A. I. Volovich and I. V. Volovich, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 56B, 52 (1997) [hep-th/9701092]; I. Y. Aref’eva, M. G. Ivanov and O. A. Rychkov, In *Kharkov 1997,

Supersymmetry and quantum field theory* 25-41 [hep-th/9702077]; I. Y. Aref’eva, M. G. Ivanov and I. V. Volovich, Phys. Lett. B 406, 44 (1997) [hep-th/9702079]; V. D. Ivashchuk and V. N. Melnikov, Class. Quant. Grav. 18, R87 (2001) [hep-th/0110274]; D. V. Gal’tsov, J. P. S. Lemos and G. Clement, Phys. Rev. D 70, 024011 (2004) [hep-th/0403112]; G. Clement, D. Gal’tsov and C. Leygnac, Phys. Rev. D 71, 084014 (2005) [hep-th/0412321]; C. -M. Chen, D. V. Gal’tsov and N. Ohta, Phys. Rev. D 72, 044029 (2005) [hep-th/0506216]; D. Gal’tsov, S. Klevtsov, D. Orlov and G. Clement, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 21, 3575 (2006) [hep-th/0508070].

[11] S. Kalyana Rama, arXiv:1111.1897 [hep-th]; arXiv:1206.5644 [hep-th].

[12] C. M. Will, Theory and Experiment in Gravitational Physics, Cambridge University Press (1993).

[13] K. S. Virbhadra and G. F. R. Ellis, Phys. Rev. D 65, 103004 (2002);

K. S. Virbhadra and C. R. Keeton, Phys. Rev. D 77, 124014 (2008) [arXiv:0710.2333 [gr-qc]]; Z. Kovacs and T. Harko, Phys. Rev. D 82, 124047 (2010) [arXiv:1011.4127 [gr-qc]]; A. N. Chowdhury, M. Patil, D. Malafarina and P. S. Joshi, Phys. Rev. D 85, 104031 (2012) arXiv:1112.2522 [gr-qc]; M. Patil and P. S. Joshi, Phys. Rev. D 85, 104014 (2012) [arXiv:1112.2525 [gr-qc]]; S. Sahu, M. Patil, D. Narasimha and P. S. Joshi Phys. Rev. D 86, 063010 (2012) [arXiv:1206.3077 [gr-qc]].

[14] P. S. Joshi, D. Malafarina and R. Narayan,

Class. Quant. Grav. 28, 235018 (2011) [arXiv:1106.5438 [gr-qc]].

[15] H. Liu and J. M. Overduin,

Astrophys. J. 538, 386 (2000) [gr-qc/0003034]; A. Bhattacharjee, A. Das, L. Greenwood and S. Panda, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 21, 1250056 (2012) arXiv:1112.0887 [hep-th].

[16] R. Goswami and P. S. Joshi,

Phys. Rev. D 76, 084026 (2007) [gr-qc/0608136]; P. S. Joshi, D. Malafarina and R. V. Saraykar, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 21, 1250066 (2012) [arXiv:1107.3749 [gr-qc]]. See also the review article P. S. Joshi and D. Malafarina, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 20, 2641 (2011) [arXiv:1201.3660 [gr-qc]] and the book P. S. Joshi, Gravitational Collapse and Spacetime Singularities (Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics), Cambridge University Press (2007).

[17] J. X. Lu, Phys. Lett. B 313, 29 (1993) [hep-th/9304159].

[18] S. Ferrara, G. W. Gibbons and R. Kallosh,

Nucl. Phys. B 500, 75 (1997) [hep-th/9702103]; P. Meessen and T. Ortin, Phys. Lett. B 707, 178 (2012) [arXiv:1107.5454 [hep-th]].

[19] B. D. Chowdhury and S. D. Mathur,

Class. Quant. Grav. 24, 2689 (2007) [hep-th/0611330].

[20] S. Kalyana Rama,

Phys. Lett. B 656, 226 (2007) [arXiv:0707.1421 [hep-th]].

[21] S. Bhowmick, S. Digal and S. Kalyana Rama, Phys. Rev. D 79, 101901 (2009) [arXiv:0810.4049 [hep-th]].

[22] S. Bhowmick and S. Kalyana Rama,

Phys. Rev. D 82, 083526 (2010) [arXiv:1007.0205 [hep-th]].

[23] S. Bhowmick, PhD thesis, arXiv:1201.5712 [hep-th].

[24] K. Behrndt and M. Cvetic,

Phys. Rev. D 56, 1188 (1997) [hep-th/9702205]; J. C. Breckenridge, G. Michaud and R. C. Myers, Phys. Rev. D 56, 5172 (1997) [hep-th/9703041]; M. S. Costa and M. Cvetic, Phys. Rev. D 56, 4834 (1997) [hep-th/9703204]; N. Hambli, Phys. Rev. D 56, 2369 (1997) [hep-th/9703179].

[25] K. H. Shankar, A. Balaraman and K. C. Wali,

Phys. Rev. D 86, 024007 (2012) [arXiv:1203.5552 [gr-qc]]; T. L. Curtright, Phys. Lett. B 716, 366 (2012) [arXiv:1208.1205 [hep-th]]; M. Rinaldi, Phys. Rev. D 86, 084048 (2012) [arXiv:1208.0103 [gr-qc]].

[26] S. L. Shapiro and S. A. Teukolsky, Black holes,white dwarfs and neutron stars: the physics of compact objects, John Wiley & Sons (1983).