arXiv:2204.00569v2 [hep-th] 19 Apr 2022

Considering the two Spin and the two Angular Momenta String Solutions in AdS_5 × S^5

Arne L. Larsen, all@sdu.dk University of Southern Denmark and FKF Also at cp3

ABSTRACTS

In this paper, we consider two almost opposite sectors of actual string configuration ansätze in AdS_5 × S^5, which anyway have almost the same features: The two spin solution, which has constant angles in S^5 and the two angular momenta solution, which has constant ”angels” in AdS_5, however for the two angular momenta solution, we have to take the time coordinate from AdS_5, thus there is a little asymmetry between the two string configurations in AdS_5 × S^5.

Without being autistic, there is around 69 equations between the similar equations in the two sectors, compare equations (34) and (104) and also compare equations (64) and (134). Again, without being autistic, the text after the equations in the two sectors, is almost precisely the same. In our notation, the difference between the two sectors is as follows; ρ ↔ θ, ϕ ↔ ψ, sinh ρ ↔ sin θ, y_i ↔ x_i, y ↔ x etc.

The string configurations of this paper, are both solvable by the Neumann System. However, our setup in this paper is generally for the Neumann-Rosochatius System, which is also solvable, since we intend to generalize our results from the Neumann System to the Neumann-Rosochatius System and to several types of deformed Neumann-Rosochatius Systems.

In the second part of this paper, which is independent of any string configurations in AdS_5 × S^5 and concerns String Cosmology in D = 10 dimensions. I will seriously argue that there was no Big Bang; I truly believe that the Universe has been there forever, see True Conclusions, Section 10.^1

1For more than twenty years, I have had ALS, as Stephen Hawking had, so today, I can only move my eyeballs. In addition, I have a ventilator, thus I cannot breathe myself. I could not breathe myself since New Years eve 2005/2006, that is more than sixteen years ago, and Happy New Year....

1 Introduction

In some sense, one can argue that the AdS/CFT correspondence started by the logarithmic dependence in E(S) of the open spinning string in AdS_3, for long strings, in the paper of de Vega and Egusquiza [1]. Here E is the energy and S is the spin of the string configuration. Furthermore, the logarithmic dependency in E(S) for long strings, is very typical in the AdS/CFT correspondence. The logarithmic dependence is also present for the string solutions in the present paper [2], because of unconventionally boundary conditions, see below and see also [3]. For another notation, see also [4].

The action for a string in curved spacetime is, in the conformal gauge I = − √ λ 4π ∫ dτdσg_{μν} (X)∂_AX^μ∂^AX^ν , √ λ ≡ R^2 α^′ (1) The string equations of motion, in the conformal gauge are Ẍ^μ − X^{′′μ} + Γ^μ_{ρσ} (Ẋ^ρẊ^σ − X^{′ρ}X^{′σ}) = 0 (2)

g_{μν}Ẋ^μX^{′ν} = 0, g_{μν} (Ẋ^μẊ^ν + X^{′μ}X^{′ν} ) = 0 (3) where dot and prime denote derivative with respect to τ and σ, respectively.

We now consider actual string configurations in AdS_5, S^5 and in AdS_5 × S^5. Then the pioneering papers were [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12], [2, 3, 13, 14, 15] and [1, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22] and references therein. Notice that all the papers from the Paris group [1, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22], were published long before the AdS/CFT correspondence [23, 24, 25], see also [26, 27, 28, 29].

The line element of AdS_5 × S^5 is

ds^2 = − cosh^2 ρdt^2 + dρ^2 + sinh^2 ρ(dϕ^2 + cos^2 ϕdϕ^2_1 + sin^2 ϕdϕ^2) + dθ^2 + cos^2 θdψ^2_3 + sin^2 θ(dψ^2 + cos^2 ψdψ^2_1 + sin^2 ψdψ^2 ) (4)

Let us go back to 2003. Frolov and Tseytlin [5] first ”proved” that string solutions could not depend on the radial coordinate ρ and θ, respectively in the two sectors, in our notation, but they were wrong! Later this year, a student and I, Alex Khan and I, found the new multi spin solution, which existence was due to some unconventionally boundary conditions:

On the ’radial’ coordinate sinh ρ, we impose the periodicity condition

sinh ρ(σ + 2π) = sinh ρ(σ) (5)

On the angular coordinate, we impose the quasi periodicity condition

ϕ(σ + 2π) = ϕ(σ) + 2Mπ (6) where M is a positive integer.

However, equation (5) must be refined. The boundary condition will eventually be imposed on sinh^2 ρ and we shall consider a 2N (N positive integer) folded string in the radial direction, thus we impose the boundary condition

sinh^2 ρ(σ + 2π 2N ) = sinh^2(σ) (7)

This does not mean that the actual string is folded; it merely consists of N ’arcs’.

Notice that Frolov and Tseytlin and others, already during 2003, found out that they were wrong [6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12].

The string configurations of this paper, are both solvable by the Neumann System. However, our setup in this paper is generally for the Neumann-Rosochatius System, which is also solvable, since we intend to generalize our results from the Neumann System to the Neumann-Rosochatius System [7, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35], see also [36, 37, 38, 39] etc., and to several types of deformed Neumann- Rosochatius Systems [40, 41, 42] etc.

This paper is based solely on [2], for another notation, see [4], but I also want to cite the following authors for excellent literature: Lewis Carroll [43], Francis Scott Fitzgerald [44] and the Nobel Prize winner in Literature Henrik Pontoppidan [45].

2 The open Spinning String of de Vega and Egusquiza

The action for a string in curved spacetime is, in the conformal gauge I = − √ λ 4π ∫ dτdσg_{μν} (X)∂_AX^μ∂^AX^ν , √ λ ≡ R^2 α^′ (8) In some sense, one can argue that the AdS/CFT correspondence started by the logarithmic dependence in E(S) of the open spinning string in AdS_3, for long strings, in the paper of de Vega and Egusquiza [1]. Here E is the energy and S is the spin of the string configuration. Furthermore, the logarithmic dependency in E(S) for long strings, is very typical in the AdS/CFT correspondence.

We now review the open spinning string of de Vega and Egusquiza in AdS_3, in a modern formulation.

The line element of AdS_3 is

ds^2 = − cosh^2 ρ dt^2 + dρ^2 + sinh^2 ρ dϕ^2. (9)

Under the ansatz t = κτ, ϕ = ωτ, ρ = ρ(σ) (10)

The string equations of motion, in the conformal gauge are

Ẍ^μ − X^{′′μ} + Γ^μ_{ρσ} (Ẋ^ρẊ^σ − X^{′ρ}X^{′σ}) = 0 (11)

g_{μν}Ẋ^μX^{′ν} = 0, g_{μν} (Ẋ^μẊ^ν + X^{′μ}X^{′ν} ) = 0 (12) where dot and prime denote derivative with respect to τ and σ, respectively. Equation (11) and equation (12) lead consistently to

ρ^{′2} = κ^2 cosh^2 ρ − ω^2 sinh^2 ρ (13)

The endpoints of the open string, is obtained when ρ^′ = 0, which leads to

ρ_± = ± arcsinh κ √ ω^2 − κ^2

(14)

The explicit solution of the norm of the radial coordinate, can be found as follows. We substitute y = sinh^2 ρ (15) then we get y^{′2} = 4y(1 + y)(κ^2(y + 1) − ω^2y) (16) the solution is y^2(σ) = κ^2 ω^2 − κ^2 ( 1 − sn^2 ( ωσ | κ^2 ω^2 )) (17)

We only consider ω > κ, otherwise there are no endpoints of the string. Eventually, we will be interested in long strings, so we will take the limit ω ≈ κ (but still ω > κ). The energy and the spin of this string solution are [3]

E = 2ωκ πα^′(ω^2 − κ^2) E ( κ^2 ω^2 ) (18) S = 2 πα^′ ( ω^2 ω^2 − κ^2 E ( κ^2 ω^2 ) − K ( κ^2 ω^2 )) (19)

We now consider strings in the long string limit ω ≈ κ (but still ω > κ) [3] E − S ≈ 1 πα^′ log ( πα^′S 2 ) (20)

This is the leading Regge trajectory. In the next section, we wii embed this open string solution, as a closed string solution in AdS_5 × S^5.

3 The two Spin String Solution in AdS_5 × S^5

The two spin string solution was originally found in AdS_5 [2], so we take constant angels in S^5.

The line element of AdS_5 × S^5 is

ds^2 = − cosh^2 ρdt^2 + dρ^2 + sinh^2 ρ(dϕ^2 + cos^2 ϕdϕ^2_1 + sin^2 ϕdϕ^2) + dθ^2 + cos^2 θdψ^2_3 + sin^2 θ(dψ^2 + cos^2 ψdψ^2_1 + sin^2 ψdψ^2 ) (21) The ansatz for the string solution in AdS_5 × S^5 is

t = κτ + β_3(σ), ρ = ρ(σ), ϕ = ϕ(σ), ϕ_1 = ω_1τ + β_1(σ), ϕ_2 = ω_2τ + β_2(σ), θ = θ_0, ψ = ψ_0, ψ_1 = ψ_{10} , ψ_2 = ψ_{20} , ψ_3 = ψ_{30} (22) where θ_0, ψ_0, ψ_{10} , ψ_{20} and ψ_{30} are constants. We introduce the embedding coordinates (y_1, y_2, y_3) y_1 = sinh ρ cos ϕ, y_2 = sinh ρ sin ϕ, y_3 = cosh ρ (23) They fulfill the Neumann-Rosochatius integrable system for the metric

η^{ij} = −1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 +1

(24)

i.e.

η^{ij} y_iy_j ≡ −y^2_1 − y^2 + y^2_3 = 1 (25) We have the periodicity conditions y_i(σ + 2π) = y_i(σ), β_i(σ + 2π) = β(σ) + 2πk_i, (26) where k_i are integers. To have t single valued, we must choose k_3 = 0. The equations of motion determine that

β^{′′}_3 + 2 tanh ρβ^′_3ρ^′ = 0, (27)

ρ^{′′} = cosh ρ sinh ρ(κ^2 − β^{′2}_3 ) + ϕ^{′2} sinh ρ cosh ρ − cos^2 ϕ cosh ρ sinh ρ(ω^2_1 − β^{′2}_1 ) − sin^2 ϕ cosh ρ sinh ρ(ω^2 − β^{′2}_2 ), (28)

ϕ^{′′} = cos ϕ sin ϕ(ω^2_1 − β^{′2}_1 ) − sin ϕ cos ϕ(ω^2 − β^{′2}_2 ) − 2ϕ^′ρ^′ coth ρ, (29)

β^{′′}_1 − 2ϕ^′β^′_1 tan ϕ + 2ρ^′β^′_1 coth ρ = 0, (30) β^{′′}_2 + 2ϕ^′β^′_2 cot ϕ + 2ρ^′β^′_2 coth ρ = 0, (31) while the constraints give ω_1β^′_1 cos^2 ϕ sinh^2 ρ + ω_2β^′_2 sin^2 ϕ sinh^2 ρ = κβ^′_3 cosh^2 ρ, (32)

ρ^{′2} = cosh^2 ρ(κ^2 + β^{′2}_3 ) − ϕ^{′2} sinh^2 ρ − sinh^2 ρ cos^2 ϕ(ω^2_1 + β^{′2}_1 ) − sinh^2 ρ sin^2 ϕ(ω^2 + β^{′2}_2 ). (33) Equations (27), (30) and (31) are trivially solved by

β^′_i = u_i y^2_i

, (34)

where u_i are constants. Then the remaining equations of motion lead to

ρ^{′′} = cosh ρ sinh ρ(κ^2 − u^2_3 cosh^4 ρ

) + ϕ^{′2} sinh ρ cosh ρ

− cos^2 ϕ cosh ρ sinh ρ(ω^2_1 − u^2_1 sinh^4 ρ cos^4 ϕ ) − sin^2 ϕ cosh ρ sinh ρ(ω^2 − u^2 sinh^4 ρ sin^4 ϕ

), (35)

ϕ^{′′} = cos ϕ sin ϕ(ω^2_1 − u^2_1 sinh^4 ρ cos^4 ϕ

) − sin ϕ cos ϕ(ω^2 − u^2 sinh^4 ρ sin^4 ϕ ) − 2ϕ^′ρ^′ coth ρ, (36) while the constraints give ω_1u_1 + ω_2u_2 = κu_3, (37)

ρ^{′2} + ϕ^{′2} sinh^2 ρ = cosh^2 ρ(κ^2 + u^2_3 cosh^4 ρ

) − sinh^2 ρ cos^2 ϕ(ω^2_1 + u^2_1 sinh^4 ρ cos^4 ϕ ) − sinh^2 ρ sin^2 ϕ(ω^2 + u^2 sinh^4 ρ sin^4 ϕ

) (38)

Notice that equation (38) is consistent with equation (35), for arbitrary constants κ, ω_1, ω_2 and u_i, using also equation (36).

We now specialize to the case where ω_1 = ω_2 = ω. Then equations (35)-(38) lead to

ρ^{′′} = cosh ρ sinh ρ ( κ^2 − ω^2 + ϕ^{′2} − u^2_3 cosh^4 ρ + u^2_1 sinh^4 ρ cos^2 ϕ + u^2 sinh^4 ρ sin^2 ϕ ) , (39) ϕ^{′′} = cos ϕ sin ϕ ( u^2 sinh^4 ρ sin^4 ϕ − u^2_1 sinh^4 ρ cos^4 ϕ ) − 2ϕ^′ρ^′ coth ρ, (40)

while the constraints give

ω(u_1 + u_2) = κu_3, (41)

ρ^{′2} + ϕ^{′2} sinh^2 ρ = cosh^2 ρ(κ^2 + u^2_3 cosh^4 ρ

) − ω^2 sinh^2 ρ − u^2_1 sinh^2 ρ cos^2 ϕ − u^2 sinh^2 ρ sin^2 ϕ

(42)

These four equations, equations (39)-(42) do not seem to be obviously solvable, unless u_1 = u_2 = 0, but they are solvable. See the next Section.

Notice that for u_i = 0 and ϕ^′ = 0, then equations (39)-(42) consistently lead to equation (13), as we promised at the end of the previous section.

4 Integrals of Motion for the two Spin String Solution in AdS_5 × S^5

The three integrals of motion, which are in involuntion, are

I_1 = − y^2_1 + 1 ω^2_1 − ω^2 [ (y_1y^′_2 − y_2y^′_1)^2 + u^2_1 y^2_1 y^2 + u^2 y^2 y^2_1 ]

− 1 ω^2_1 − κ^2 [ (y_1y^′_3 − y_3y^′_1)^2 + u^2_1 y^2_1 y^2_3 + u^2_3 y^2_3 y^2_1 ] (43)

I_2 = − y^2 + 1 ω^2 − ω^2_1 [ (y_2y^′_1 − y_1y^′_2)^2 + u^2 y^2 y^2_1 + u^2_1 y^2_1 y^2 ]

− 1 ω^2 − κ^2 [ (y_2y^′_3 − y_3y^′_2)^2 + u^2 y^2 y^2_3 + u^2_3 y^2_3 y^2 ] (44)

I_3 =y^2_3 − 1 κ^2 − ω^2_1 [ (y_3y^′_1 − y_1y^′_3)^2 + u^2_3 y^2_3 y^2_1 + u^2_1 y^2_1 y^2_3 ]

− 1 κ^2 − ω^2 [ (y_3y^′_2 − y_2y^′_3)^2 + u^2_3 y^2_3 y^2 + u^2 y^2 y^2_3 ] (45)

Notice for consistency I_1 + I_2 + I_3 = 1 (46) Eventually, we will take ω_1 = ω_2 = ω and arbitrary κ. Obviously, the first nontrivial term in I_1 and in I_2 diverge for ω_1 = ω_2 = ω, but we can still compute

I_1 + I_2 and I_3, which are finite.

I_1 + I_2 = − sinh^2 ρ − ρ^{′2} + ϕ^{′2} sinh^2 ρ cosh^2 ρ

ω^2 − κ^2 − 1 ω^2 − κ^2 ( u^2_3 cosh^2 ρ sinh^2 ρ + ( u^2_1 sinh^2 ρ cos^2 ϕ + u^2 sinh^2 ρ sin^2 ϕ ) cosh^2 ρ )

(47)

I_3 = cosh^2 ρ + ρ^{′2} + ϕ^{′2} sinh^2 ρ cosh^2 ρ

ω^2 − κ^2 + 1 ω^2 − κ^2 ( u^2_3 cosh^2 ρ sinh^2 ρ + ( u^2_1 sinh^2 ρ cos^2 ϕ + u^2 sinh^2 ρ sin^2 ϕ ) cosh^2 ρ )

(48)

By using equation (42), these two equations lead to

I_1 + I_2 = − κ^2 + ϕ^{′2} sinh^4 ρ + u^2_3 + u^2_1/ cos^2 ϕ + u^2/ sin^2 ϕ ω^2 − κ^2

(49)

I_3 = ω^2 + ϕ^{′2} sinh^4 ρ + u^2_3 + u^2_1/ cos^2 ϕ + u^2/ sin^2 ϕ ω^2 − κ^2

(50)

So that equation (46) is trivially fulfilled. Without loss of generality, we can assume that ω^2 > κ^2. Actually we have to, to have periodic solutions, see [2]. And furthermore, we can assume that both I_1 + I_2 and I_3 are constants, as they should be. Then I_3 is a positive constant, say C^2, and I_1 + I_2 is 1 − C^2

I_1 + I_2 = 1 − C^2 (51) I_3 = C^2 (52)

We now express equations (39)-(42) in terms of C^2.

ρ^{′′} = cosh ρ sinh ρ ( κ^2 ( 1 − C^2 sinh^4 ρ ) + ω^2 ( C^2 − 1 sinh^4 ρ − 1 )

− u^2_3 ( 1 cosh^4 ρ + 1 sinh^4 ρ ) ) , (53)

ϕ^{′′} = cos ϕ sin ϕ ( ( ω^2(C^2 − 1)

sinh^4 ρ − κ^2C^2 sinh^4 ρ − ϕ^{′2} − u^2_3 sinh^4 ρ ) ( 1 sin^2 ϕ − 1 cos^2 ϕ )

+ u^2 − u^2_1 cos^2 ϕ sinh^4 ρ sin^2 ϕ ) − 2ϕ^′ρ^′ coth ρ, (54)

ω(u_1 + u_2) = κu_3, (55)

ρ^{′2} = κ^2 ( cosh^2 ρ +

C^2 sinh^2 ρ ) + u^2_3 ( 1 cosh^2 ρ + 1 sinh^2 ρ )

− ω^2 ( sinh^2 ρ +

C^2 − 1 sinh^2 ρ ) . (56)

These four equations are obviously solvable, since equations (53) and (56) depend only on ρ. Notice also that these two equations are completely selfconsistent, without using other equations. Finally, equation (56), is easily solved by substituting y = sinh^2 ρ. Then we get

y^{′2} = 4 ( ( κ^2 − ω^2 ) y^3 + ( 2κ^2 − ω^2 ) y^2 + ( κ^2C^2 + κ^2 + 2u^2_3 − ω^2C^2 + ω^2 ) y + κ^2C^2 + u^2_3 − ω^2C^2 + ω^2 ) (57)

This is a third order equation, which can be solved by an elliptic function. We now specialize to the Neumann System, which means that u_i = 0. Then there is a forth integral of motion, which is in involution with the three other integrals of motion in this sector: I = 1 2 [−ω^2_1 (y^′_1)^2 − ω^2 (y^′_2)^2 + κ^2(y^′_3)^2

− ((y^′_1)^2 + (y^′_2)^2 − (y^′_3)^2)(−ω^2_1 y^2_1 − ω^2 y^2 + κ^2y^2_3 ) − ω^4_1 y^2_1 − ω^4_2 y^2 + κ^4y^2_3 ] (58)

For u_i = 0, equations (39)-(42) consistently lead to

ϕ^{′′} = −2ϕ^′ρ^′ coth ρ, (59) ρ^{′2} + ϕ^{′2} sinh^2 ρ = κ^2 cosh^2 ρ − ω^2 sinh^2 ρ. (60)

These two equations, trivially lead to

ϕ^′ = K sinh^2 ρ

, (61)

ρ^{′2} = κ^2 cosh^2 ρ − ω^2 sinh^2 ρ −

K^2 sinh^2 ρ

, (62)

where K is a constant. Then C^2 becomes

C^2 = ω^2 + K^2 ω^2 − κ^2

. (63)

Notice that these five equations, equations (59)-(63) are completely consistent with equations (53)-(56), for u_i = 0. For the Neumann System, the final equation becomes

y^{′2} = 4 ( ( κ^2 − ω^2 ) y^3 + ( 2κ^2 − ω^2 ) y^2 + ( κ^2 − K^2 ) y − K^2 ) . (64)

Thus

y^′ = 0, for y = −1. (65)

We further analyze equation (64). Notice that it can be factorized as follows

y^{′2} = 4 ( κ^2 − ω^2 ) (y + 1) y − ( −κ^2 + √ κ^4 + 4K^2 (κ^2 − ω^2) ) 2 (κ^2 − ω^2)

y − ( −κ^2 − √ κ^4 + 4K^2 (κ^2 − ω^2) ) 2 (κ^2 − ω^2) . (66)

To get periodic solutions, we are interested in the case with two non-negative roots, so we get the conditions

ω^2 > κ^2 (67) κ^4 + 4K^2 ( κ^2 − ω^2 ) ≥ 0 (68)

Equation (66) is identical to equation (2.10) in reference [2], but in another notation, thus the solution is

y^2(σ) = m n − m ( 1 − nsn^2 (√ b m σ | m )) (69)

where [2] b = √ κ^4 + 4K^2 (κ^2 − ω^2) (70) m = 2 √ κ^4 + 4K^2 (κ^2 − ω^2) 2ω^2 − κ^2 + √ κ^4 + 4K^2 (κ^2 − ω^2)

(71) n = 2 √ κ^4 + 4K^2 (κ^2 − ω^2) κ^2 + √ κ^4 + 4K^2 (κ^2 − ω^2)

. (72)

Notice also that [2] b ≥ 0, 0, ≤ m ≤ n ≤ 1 (73) so that y(σ) oscillates between the non-negative values y_{max} and y_{min}, where

y_{max} = √ m n − m , y_{min} = √ m(1 − n) n − m . (74)

Notice that y_{max} can be very large, while y_{min} is still very small. So they don’t necessarily follow each other, a comment to [4].

Finally, the forth integral of motion leads to I = 1 2 [ −ω^2κ^2 + (ω^2 − κ^2)K^2 ] . (75)

5 Solving the Neumann-Rosochatius system on AdS_3 There is a standard procedure to solve the Neumann-Rosochatius integrable system on AdS. We first introduce the ellipsoidal coordinates (ζ_1, ζ_2)

y^2_1 =

(ω^2_1 − ζ_1)(ω^2_1 − ζ_2)

ω^2_1ω^2_{13}

, y^2 =

(ω^2 − ζ_1)(ω^2 − ζ_2) ω^2_1ω^2_{32}

, y^2_3 =

(ω^2_3 − ζ_1)(ω^2_3 − ζ_2) ω^2_{31}ω^2_{32} , (76)

where ω^2_{ij} = ω^2_i − ω^2_j ; ω_3 = κ. Notice that the ω^2_{ij} have their own algebra, for instance

ω^2_{12} + ω^2_3 + ω^2_{31} = 0, ω^2_{ij} = −ω^2_{ji}. (77)

Then it is almost trivial to show that equation (25) is fulfilled.

Actually, we have to be much more careful, since equation (76) means that both y^2_1 and y^2 are ill-defined, since ω^2_{12} = −ω^2_1 is zero, for ω_1 = ω_2 = ω. See Appendix A.

After some algebra, one finds the following separation equations ( dζ_1 dσ )_2 = −4

P (ζ_1) (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2 , ( dζ_2 dσ )_2 = −4

P (ζ_2) (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2

, (78)

where P (ζ) is

P (ζ) = (ζ − b_1)(ζ − b_2)(ζ − ω^2)^2(ζ − κ^2) + u^2_1(ζ − ω^2)^2(ζ − κ^2)^2 + u^2(ζ − ω^2)^2(ζ − κ^2)^2 + u^2_3(ζ − ω^2)^4. (79)

where b_1 and b_2 are constants, which will be determined later. Notice that P (ζ) can be written

P (ζ) = (ζ − ω^2)^2P_1(ζ) (80)

where P_1(ζ) is

P_1(ζ) = (ζ − b_1)(ζ − b_2)(ζ − κ^2) + u^2_1(ζ − κ^2)^2 + u^2(ζ − κ^2)^2 + u^2_3(ζ − ω^2)^2 (81)

Then we get 1 (ζ_1 − ω^2)^2 ( dζ_1 dσ )_2 = −4 ( (ζ_1 − b_1)(ζ_1 − b_2)(ζ_1 − κ^2) (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2 + u^2_1(ζ_1 − κ^2)^2 + u^2(ζ_1 − κ^2)^2 + u^2_3(ζ_1 − ω^2)^2 (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2 ) , (82)

1 (ζ_2 − ω^2)^2 ( dζ_2 dσ )_2

= −4 ( (ζ_2 − b_1)(ζ_2 − b_2)(ζ_2 − κ^2) (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2 + u^2_1(ζ_2 − κ^2)^2 + u^2(ζ_2 − κ^2)^2 + u^2_3(ζ_2 − ω^2)^2 (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2 ) , (83)

Mixing the two equations, we get ( dζ_1 dζ_2 )_2 = (ζ_1 − ω^2)^2P_1(ζ_1) (ζ_2 − ω^2)^2P_1(ζ_2)

(84)

And separating the two variables, we get ∫_{ζ1} ζ_{10} dy (y − ω^2) √ P_1(y) = ± ∫_{ζ2} 0 dy (y − ω^2) √ P_1(y)

, (85)

where ζ_{10} is an integration constant. Notice that this equation gives a direct connection between ζ_1 and ζ_2, ζ_1(ζ_2): See Appendix A.

We now specialize to the Neumann System again again. Then equation (85) leads to ∫_{ζ1} ζ_{10} dy (y − ω^2) √ (y − b_1)(y − b_2)(y − κ^2) = ± ∫_{ζ2} 0 dy (y − ω^2) √ (y − b_1)(y − b_2)(y − κ^2)

. (86)

Following the procedure in reference [6], in details, we find the possibilities for b_1 and b_2 b_1 = ω^2 + κ^2 + K^2 b_2 = ω^2, (87) b_1 = ω^2 b_2 = ω^2 + κ^2 + K^2. (88) In both cases, equation (86) leads to ∫_{ζ1} ζ_{10} dy (y − ω^2)^32 √ (y − κ^2)(y − ω^2 − κ^2 − K^2) = ± ∫_{ζ2} 0 dy (y − ω^2)^32 √ (y − κ^2)(y − ω^2 − κ^2 − K^2)

. (89)

This is an elliptic integral, which can be solved in a standard way, just like the elliptic equations (57) and (64).

6 The two Angular Momenta String Solution in AdS_5 × S^5 We now start from scratch and take almost the opposite ansatz as in equation (22), i.e. constant ”angels” in AdS_5. However, we have to take the time coordinate from AdS_5, so there is a little asymmetry between the two sectors.

The line element of AdS_5 × S^5 is

ds^2 = − cosh^2 ρdt^2 + dρ^2 + sinh^2 ρ(dϕ^2 + cos^2 ϕdϕ^2_1 + sin^2 ϕdϕ^2) + dθ^2 + cos^2 θdψ^2_3 + sin^2 θ(dψ^2 + cos^2 ψdψ^2_1 + sin^2 ψdψ^2 ) (90) The ansatz for the string solution in AdS_5 × S^5 is

t = κτ, ρ = ρ_0, ϕ = ϕ_0, ϕ_1 = ϕ_{10} , ϕ_2 = ϕ_{20} , θ = θ(σ), ψ = ψ(σ), ψ_1 = ω_1τ + β_1(σ), ψ_2 = ω_2τ + β_2(σ) and ψ_3 = ω_3τ + β_3(σ), (91) where ρ_0, ϕ_0, ϕ_{10} , ϕ_{20} are constants.

We introduce the embedding coordinates (x_1, x_2, x_3) x_1 = sin θ cos ψ, x_2 = sin θ sin ψ, x_3 = cos θ (92) They fulfill the Neumann-Rosochatius integrable system for the metric

h^{ij} = 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

(93)

i.e.

h^{ij} x_ix_j ≡ x^2_1 + x^2 + x^2_3 = 1 (94) We have the periodicity conditions x_i(σ + 2π) = x_i(σ), β_i(σ + 2π) = β(σ) + 2πk_i, (95) where k_i are integers. Eventually, we will take ω_3 = κ, so eventually we will choose k_3 = 0.

The equations of motion determine that

ρ_0 = 0, (96) θ^{′′} = sin θ cos θ(ψ^{′2} + ω^2_3 − β^{′2}_3 − cos^2 ψ(ω^2_1 − β^{′2}_1 ) − sin^2 ψ(ω^2 − β^{′2}_2 )), (97) ψ^{′′} = cos ψ sin ψ(ω^2_1 − ω^2 + β^{′2}_2 − β^{′2}_1 ) − 2ψ^′θ^′ cot θ, (98) β^{′′}_1 + 2β^′_1(θ^′ cot θ − ψ^′ tan ψ) = 0, (99) β^{′′}_2 + 2β^′_2(θ^′ cot θ + ψ^′ cot ψ) = 0, (100) β^{′′}_3 − 2β^′_3θ^′ tan θ = 0, (101) while the constraint give ω_1β^′_1 sin^2 θ cos^2 ψ + ω_2β^′_2 sin^2 θ sin^2 ψ + ω_3β^′_3 cos^2 θ = 0 (102) θ^{′2} + ψ^{′2} sin^2 θ + sin^2 θ cos^2 ψ(ω^2_1 + β^{′2}_1 ) + sin^2 θ sin^2 ψ(ω^2 + β^{′2}_2 ) + cos^2 θ(ω^2_3 + β^{′2}_3 ) = κ^2 (103)

Notice that equation (96) shows that there is a coordinate singularity at ρ_0 = 0, just like the event horizon is a coordinate singularity in the Schwarzschild black hole spacetime. But there is of course no curvature singularities in any of these cases.

Equations (99), (100) and (101) are trivially solved by

β^′_i = u_i x^2_i

, (104)

where u_i are constants. Then the remaining equations of motion lead to

θ^{′′} = sin θ cos θ ( ψ^{′2} + ω^2_3 − u^2_3 cos^4 θ

− cos^2 ψ ( ω^2_1 − u^2_1 sin^4 θ cos^4 ψ )

− sin^2 ψ ( ω^2 − u^2 sin^4 θ sin^4 ψ ) ) , (105)

ψ^{′′} = cos ψ sin ψ ( ω^2_1 − ω^2 + u^2 sin^4 θ sin^4 ψ − u^2_1 sin^4 θ cos^4 ψ ) − 2ψ^′θ^′ cot θ (106)

while the constraints give

ω_1u_1 + ω_2u_2 + ω_3u_3 = 0 (107)

θ^{′2} + ψ^{′2} sin^2 θ = κ^2 − cos^2 θ ( ω^2_3 + u^2_3 cos^4 θ ) − sin^2 θ cos^2 ψ ( ω^2_1 + u^2_1 sin^4 θ cos^4 ψ )

− sin^2 θ sin^2 ψ ( ω^2 + u^2 sin^4 θ sin^4 ψ ) (108)

Notice that equation (108) is in some sense self-consistent, for arbitrary constants κ, ω_1, ω_2 and u_i, i.e. differentiating equation (108), we get an identity, using also equations (105) and (106).

We now specialize to the case where ω_1 = ω_2 = ω and ω_3 = κ. Then equations (105)-(108) lead to

θ^{′′} = sin θ cos θ ( ψ^{′2} + κ^2 − ω^2 + u^2_1 sin^4 θ cos^2 ψ + u^2 sin^4 θ sin^2 ψ − u^2_3 cos^4 θ ) , (109)

ψ^{′′} = cos ψ sin ψ ( u^2 sin^4 θ sin^4 ψ − u^2_1 sin^4 θ cos^4 ψ ) − 2ψ^′θ^′ cot θ (110) while the constraints give

ω(u_1 + u_2) + κu_3 = 0 (111)

θ^{′2} + ψ^{′2} sin^2 θ = (κ^2 − ω^2) sin^2 θ − u^2_3 cos^2 θ − u^2_1 sin^2 θ cos^2 ψ − u^2 sin^2 θ sin^2 ψ (112)

These four equations, equations (109)-(112) do not seem to be obviously solvable, unless u_1 = u_2 = 0, but they are solvable. See the next Section.

7 Integrals of Motion for the two Angular Momenta String Slution in AdS_5 × S^5

The three integrals of motion, which are in involuntion, are

F_1 =x^2_1 + 1 ω^2_1 − ω^2 [ (x_1x^′_2 − x_2x^′_1)^2 + u^2_1 x^2_1 x^2 + u^2 x^2 x^2_1 ]

+ 1 ω^2_1 − ω^2_3 [ (x_1x^′_3 − x_3x^′_1)^2 + u^2_1 x^2_1 x^2_3 + u^2_3 x^2_3 x^2_1 ] (113)

F_2 =x^2 + 1 ω^2 − ω^2_1 [ (x_2x^′_1 − x_1x^′_2)^2 + u^2 x^2 x^2_1 + u^2_1 x^2_1 x^2 ]

+ 1 ω^2 − ω^2_3 [ (x_2x^′_3 − x_3x^′_2)^2 + u^2 x^2 x^2_3 + u^2_3 x^2_3 x^2 ] (114)

F_3 =x^2_3 + 1 ω^2_3 − ω^2_1 [ (x_3x^′_1 − x_1x^′_3)^2 + u^2_3 x^2_3 x^2_1 + u^2_1 x^2_1 x^2_3 ]

+ 1 ω^2_3 − ω^2 [ (x_3x^′_2 − x_2x^′_3)^2 + u^2_3 x^2_3 x^2 + u^2 x^2 x^2_3 ] (115)

Notice for consistency

F_1 + F_2 + F_3 = 1 (116)

Eventually, we will take ω_1 = ω_2 = ω and ω_3 = κ. Obviously, the first nontrivial term in F_1 and in F_2 diverge for ω_1 = ω_2 = ω, but we can still compute F_1 + F_2 and F_3, which are finite.

F_1 + F_2 = sin^2 θ + θ^{′2} + ψ^{′2} sin^2 θ cos^2 θ ω^2 − κ^2 + 1 ω^2 − κ^2 [ u^2_3 cos^2 θ sin^2 θ + ( u^2_1 sin^2 θ cos^2 ψ + u^2 sin^2 θ sin^2 ψ ) cos^2 θ ]

(117)

F_3 = cos^2 θ − θ^{′2} + ψ^{′2} sin^2 θ cos^2 θ

ω^2 − κ^2 − 1 ω^2 − κ^2 [ u^2_3 cos^2 θ sin^2 θ + ( u^2_1 sin^2 θ cos^2 ψ + u^2 sin^2 θ sin^2 ψ ) cos^2 θ ]

(118)

By using equation (112), these two equations lead to

F_1 + F_2 = − ψ^{′2} sin^4 θ + u^2_3 + u^2_1/ cos^2 ψ + u^2/ sin^2 ψ ω^2 − κ^2

(119)

F_3 = 1 + ψ^{′2} sin^4 θ + u^2_3 + u^2_1/ cos^2 ψ + u^2/ sin^2 ψ ω^2 − κ^2

(120)

So that equation (116) is trivially fulfilled. Without loss of generality, we can assume that κ^2 > ω^2. Actually we have to, to have periodic solutions, see later in this Section. And furthermore, we can assume that both F_1 + F_2 and F_3 are constants, as they should be. Then F_1 + F_2 is a positive constant, say C^2, and F_3 is 1 − C^2

F_1 + F_2 = C^2 (121) F_3 = 1 − C^2 (122)

We now express equations (109)-(112) in terms of C^2.

θ^{′′} = sin θ cos θ ( κ^2 ( 1 + C^2 sin^4 θ ) − ω^2 ( 1 + C^2 sin^4 θ ) − u^2_3 ( 1 sin^4 θ + 1 cos^4 θ ) ) , (123)

ψ^{′′} = cos ψ sin ψ ( ( ψ^{′2} + u^2_3 sin^4 θ + ω^2C^2 sin^4 θ − κ^2C^2 sin^4 θ ) ( 1 cos^2 ψ − 1 sin^2 ψ )

+ u^2 − u^2_1 sin^2 ψ sin^4 θ cos^2 ψ ) − 2ψ^′θ^′ cot θ (124)

while the constraints give

ω(u_1 + u_2) + κu_3 = 0 (125)

θ^{′2} = κ^2 ( sin^2 θ −

C^2 sin^2 θ ) − ω^2 ( sin^2 θ −

C^2 sin^2 θ ) + u^2_3 ( 1 sin^2 θ − 1 cos^2 θ )

(126)

These four equations are not obviously solvable, since equations (123) and (126) depend only on θ. Notice also that these two equations are completely selfconsistent, without using other equations. Finally, equation (126), is easily solved by substituting x = sin^2 θ. Then we get

x^{′2} =4 ( ( ω^2 − κ^2 ) x^3 + ( κ^2 − ω^2 ) x^2 + ( C^2 ( κ^2 − ω^2 ) − 2u^2_3 ) x

+ C^2 ( ω^2 − κ^2 ) + u^2_3 ) (127)

This is a third order equation, which can be solved by an elliptic function. We now specialize to the Neumann System, which means that u_i = 0. Then there is a fourth integral of motion, which is in involution with the three other integrals of motion in this sector: F = 1 2 [ω^2_1 (x^′_1)^2 + ω^2 (x^′_2)^2 + ω^2_3 (x^′_3)^2

+ ((x^′_1)^2 + (x^′_2)^2 + (x^′_3)^2)(ω^2_1 x^2_1 + ω^2 x^2 + ω^2_3x^2_3) + ω^4_1 x^2_1 + ω^4_2 x^2 + ω^4_3 x^2_3] (128)

For u_i = 0, equations (109)-(112) consistently lead to

ψ^{′′} = −2ψ^′θ^′ cot θ (129) θ^{′2} + ψ^{′2} sin^2 θ = (κ^2 − ω^2) sin^2 θ (130)

These two equations, trivially lead to

ψ^′ = K sin^2 θ

(131)

θ^{′2} = (κ^2 − ω^2) sin^2 θ −

K^2 sin^2 θ

, (132)

where K is a constant. Then C^2 becomes

C^2 =

K^2 κ^2 − ω^2

. (133)

Notice that these five equations, equations (129)-(133) are completely consistent with equations (123)-(126), for u_i = 0. For the Neumann System, the final equation becomes

x^{′2} = 4 ( ( ω^2 − κ^2 ) x^3 + ( κ^2 − ω^2 ) x^2 + K^2x − K^2 ) (134)

Thus

x^′ = 0, for x = 1. (135)

We further analyze equation (134). Notice that it can be factorized as follows

x^{′2} = 4 ( ω^2 − κ^2 ) (x − 1) ( x − K √ κ^2 − ω^2 ) ( x + K √ κ^2 − ω^2 ) (136)

To get periodic solutions, we are interested in the case with two non-negative roots, so we get the condition

κ^2 > ω^2. (137)

We now follow the procedure of [2], and define the function P x = P ω^2 − κ^2 + 1 3 (138)

such that

P^{′2} = 4P^3 − g_2P − g_3 = 4(P − e_1)(P − e_2)(P − e_3) (139)

where the roots (e_1 > e_2 ≥ e_3) are

e_1 = κ^2 − ω^2 3 + K √ κ^2 − ω^2, (140)

e_2 = κ^2 − ω^2 3 − K √ κ^2 − ω^2, (141)

e_3 =

2(ω^2 − κ^2) 3 . (142)

The invariants g_2 = 2(e^2_1 + e^2 + e^2_3) and g_3 = 4e_1e_2e_3. Notice also that Δ ≡ g^3_2 − 27g^2_3 ≥ 0, using (139). Equation (139) is the Weierstrass equation with solution

P (σ) = ℘(σ + a) (143)

where ℘ is the doubly periodic Weierstrass function and a is a complex integration constant [46]. Following the procedure of [14], we find that x = cos θ can be expressed in terms of the Jacobi elliptic function dc(u, m)

x(σ) = √ a_+ dc( √ a_+(κ^2 − ω^2)σ, m), where (144)

a_± = κ^2 − ω^2 ± K √ (κ^2 − ω^2) κ^2 − ω^2

(145) m = a_− a_+ = κ^2 − ω^2 − K √ (κ^2 − ω^2) κ^2 − ω^2 + K √ (κ^2 − ω^2)

. (146)

Finally, we get that

x^2(σ) = a_+ dc^2( √ a_+(κ^2 − ω^2)σ, m). (147)

This result is, in some sense, conjugate to the result in equation (134), since there we used x = sin^2 θ, but here we use x = cos θ.

Finally, the forth integral of motion leads to F = 1 2 [κ^4 − (κ^2 − ω^2)K^2]. (148)

8 Solving the Neumann-Rosochatius system on S^3

There is a standard procedure to solve the Neumann-Rosochatius integrable system on the sphere. We first introduce the ellipsoidal coordinates (ζ_1, ζ_2)

x^2_1 =

(ω^2_1 − ζ_1)(ω^2_1 − ζ_2) ω^2_{12}ω^2_{13}

, x^2 =

(ω^2 − ζ_1)(ω^2 − ζ_2) ω^2_1ω^2_3

, x^2_3 =

(ω^2_3 − ζ_1)(ω^2_3 − ζ_2) ω^2_{31}ω^2_{32} , (149)

where ω^2_{ij} = ω^2_i − ω^2_j ; ω_3 = κ. Notice that the ω^2_{ij} have their own algebra, for instance

ω^2_{12} + ω^2_3 + ω^2_{31} = 0, ω^2_{ij} = −ω^2_{ji}. (150)

Then it is almost trivial to show that equation (94) is fulfilled.

Actually, we have to be much more careful, since equation (149) means that both x^2_1 and x^2 are ill-defined, since ω^2_{12} = −ω^2_1 is zero, for ω_1 = ω_2 = ω. See Appendix A.

After some algebra, one finds the following separation equations ( dζ_1 dσ )_2 = −4

P (ζ_1) (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2 , ( dζ_2 dσ )_2 = −4

P (ζ_2) (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2

, (151)

where P (ζ) is

P (ζ) = (ζ − b_1)(ζ − b_2)(ζ − ω^2)^2(ζ − κ^2)

+ u^2_1(ζ − ω^2)^2(ζ − κ^2)^2 + u^2(ζ − ω^2)^2(ζ − κ^2)^2 + u^2_3(ζ − ω^2)^4. (152)

where b_1 and b_2 are constants, which will be determined later. Notice that P (ζ) can be written

P (ζ) = (ζ − ω^2)^2P_1(ζ) (153)

where P_1(ζ) is

P_1(ζ) = (ζ − b_1)(ζ − b_2)(ζ − κ^2) + u^2_1(ζ − κ^2)^2 + u^2(ζ − κ^2)^2 + u^2_3(ζ − ω^2)^2 (154)

Then we get 1 (ζ_1 − ω^2)^2 ( dζ_1 dσ )_2 = −4 ( (ζ_1 − b_1)(ζ_1 − b_2)(ζ_1 − κ^2) (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2 + u^2_1(ζ_1 − κ^2)^2 + u^2(ζ_1 − κ^2)^2 + u^2_3(ζ_1 − ω^2)^2 (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2 ) , (155)

1 (ζ_2 − ω^2)^2 ( dζ_2 dσ )_2 = −4 ( (ζ_2 − b_1)(ζ_2 − b_2)(ζ_2 − κ^2) (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2 + u^2_1(ζ_2 − κ^2)^2 + u^2(ζ_2 − κ^2)^2 + u^2_3(ζ_2 − ω^2)^2 (ζ_1 − ζ_2)^2 ) , (156)

Mixing the two equations, we get ( dζ_1 dζ_2 )_2 = (ζ_1 − ω^2)^2P_1(ζ_1) (ζ_2 − ω^2)^2P_1(ζ_2)

(157)

And separating the two variables, we get ∫_{ζ1} ζ_{10} dx (x − ω^2) √ P_1(x) = ± ∫_{ζ2} 0 dx (x − ω^2) √ P_1(x)

, (158)

where ζ_{10} is an integration constant. Notice that this equation gives a direct connection between ζ_1 and ζ_2, ζ_1(ζ_2): See Appendix A.

We now specialize to the Neumann System again again. Then equation (158) leads to ∫_{ζ1} ζ_{10} dx (x − ω^2) √ (x − b_1)(x − b_2)(x − κ^2) = ± ∫_{ζ2} 0 dx (x − ω^2) √ (x − b_1)(x − b_2)(x − κ^2)

. (159)

Following the procedure in reference [6], in details, we find the possibilities for b_1 and b_2 b_1 = K^2 + ω^2, b_2 = ω^2 (160) b_1 = ω^2, b_2 = K^2 + ω^2. (161) In both cases, equation (159) leads to ∫_{ζ1} ζ_{10} dx (x − ω^2)^32 √ (x − κ^2)(x − K^2 − ω^2) = ± ∫_{ζ2} 0 dx (x − ω^2)^32 √ (x − κ^2)(x − K^2 − ω^2)

. (162)

This is an elliptic integral, which can be solved in a standard way, just like the elliptic equations (127) and (134).

9 Preliminary Conclusions

In this paper, we have shown that two almost opposite sectors of string configuration ansätze in AdS_5 × S^5, anyway have given almost the same results^2. Or

2Actually, I dreamt these results beforehand, probably in 2016. I always dream my important results beforehand. In the same dream, I dreamt that there were lions in the woods of Denmark....

in some sense, the opposite results, compare equation (67) and equation (137). Compare also equations (51)-(52) and equations (121)-(122). We want, first of all, to generalize these results to the five dimensional AdS black hole [15] ×S^5. The five dimensional AdS black hole has some of the same properties as AdS_5 [2]. We want, of course, also to generalize these results to the Neumann- Rosochatius System [7, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39] and to several types of deformed Neumann-Rosochatius Systems [40, 41, 42]. It would be interesting to investigate whether all these string solutions are stable under progagation of string perturbations [47]?

We now turn to the second part of this paper, which is independent of any string configurations in D = 10 String Theory and independent of any configurations in D = 11 M-theory. This part concerns String Cosmology:

10 True Conclusions

In D = 10 String Cosmology there is no Big Bang [48], cf. the work of Maurizio Gasperini, Gabriele Veneziano, Massimo Giovannini etc. Yes, indeed, there is a relatively big Big Bang, but there is a pre Big Bang and there is a continuous transition through the relatively big Big Bang, and there is Inflation, Cosmic Microwave Background Radiation and all the usual stuff in the early Universe, but there is no true Singularity. So there is no boundary conditions for the wave function of the Universe at the origin of Time, because there were no origin of Time. That there is no Big Bang is completely consistent with, for instance [49]^3.

Listen carefully to me, because I will say this only once, I seriously mean that Stephen Hawking and Roger Penrose [50] were wrong about the Big Bang, I truly believe that the Universe has been there forever.

Many people have considered dS_4 as a part of String Cosmology in D = 10 dimensions, which is somewhat in accordance with our observations in four dimensions. In String Cosmology, it should of course be something like dS_4 × T^4 × S^2 [51, 52, 53], cf. the work of Cumrun Vafa, Hirosi Ooguri, Per Berglund etc. In dS_4, there is of course a positive cosmological constant, or an effective positive cosmological constant. In this case, there is an effective positive cosmological constant, due to dark energy [54]. In this case, the dark energy comes from the axion-dilaton background and personally, I don’t believe in dark matter. String Theories give a renormalizable correction to General Relativity, and there should be a way out of the flat galaxy rotation curves? The four dimensional de Sitter space, dS_4, should of course be a somewhat asymmetrical time-dependent de Sitter space, since there were no energy in the beginning. A somewhat asymmetrical time-dependent de Sitter space is crucial, to create matter.

Listen carefully to me, because I will say this only once, I seriously mean that Stephen Hawking and Roger Penrose [50] were wrong about the Big Bang,

3In my first year of ALS, I could hardly walk, I went to Kharkiv in Ukraine, to give a talk about this work. Now, my only wish is peace and freedom for the Ukranian people.

I truly believe that the Universe has been....

POST SCRIPTUM: In a Universe where you can travel in time, back and forwards, the present time depends both on the past time, within the light cone, and the future time, within the light cone, cf. Novikov’s self-consistency conjecture, so that physics is consistent. This is well known by time travelers, including me. So why bother travel back in time?

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS:

I would like to thank my scientific secretary, Daniel N. Iversen, for tremendous secretarial work and for doing all my trivial computations, actually we did them together^4.

Appendix A

Notice that the denominators in the two first terms in equation (76) give zero, in the limit where ω_1 = ω_2 = ω. Therefore, the numerators in the two first terms, in the same limit, must also give zero.

By differentiating equation (89), we find that the relationship between ζ_1 and ζ_2 can be at most linear

ζ_1 = αζ_2 + β, (163)

where α and β are constants.

Inserting this in the two first terms in equation (76), we get

αζ^2_2 + (β − αω^2 − ω^2)ζ_2 + ω^4 − βω^2 = 0 (164)

to have zero in the numerators. And we find exactly the same relationship in equation (162).

4See the footnote at page 1. When Stephen Hawking still was alive, i therefore always called him for a sissy, since it is only sissies that can breathe themselves...

References

[1] H. J. de Vega and I. L. Egusquiza, “Planetoid string solutions in (3+1) axisymmetric space-times”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 54, pp. 7513–7519, 1996, hep-th/9607056.

[2] A. L. Larsen and A. Khan, “Novel explicit multispin string solitons in AdS(5)”, Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 686, pp. 75–84, 2004, hep-th/0312184.

[3] A. Khan and A. L. Larsen, “Spinning pulsating string solitons in AdS(5) x S**5”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 69, p. 026001, 2004, hep-th/0310019.

[4] A. Tirziu and A. A. Tseytlin, “Semiclassical rigid strings with two spins in AdS(5)”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 81, p. 026006, 2010, hep-th/0911.2417.

[5] S. Frolov and A. A. Tseytlin, “Multispin string solutions in AdS(5) x S**5”, Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 668, pp. 77–110, 2003, hep-th/0304255.

[6] G. Arutyunov, S. Frolov, J. Russo, and A. A. Tseytlin, “Spinning strings in AdS(5) x S**5 and integrable systems”, Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 671, pp. 3–50, 2003, hep-th/0307191.

[7] G. Arutyunov, J. Russo, and A. A. Tseytlin, “Spinning strings in AdS(5) x S**5: New integrable system relations”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 69, p. 086009, 2004, hep-th/0311004.

[8] A. A. Tseytlin, “Spinning strings and AdS / CFT duality”, in From Fields to Strings: Circumnavigating Theoretical Physics: A Conference in Tribute to Ian Kogan, pp. 1648–1707, 11 2003, hep-th/0311139.

[9] S. Frolov and A. A. Tseytlin, “Semiclassical quantization of rotating superstring in AdS(5) x S**5”, JHEP, vol. 06, p. 007, 2002, hep-th/0204226.

[10] A. A. Tseytlin, “Semiclassical quantization of superstrings: AdS(5) x S**5 and beyond”, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A, vol. 18, pp. 981–1006, 2003, hepth/0209116.

[11] S. Frolov and A. A. Tseytlin, “Quantizing three spin string solution in AdS(5) x S**5”, JHEP, vol. 07, p. 016, 2003, hep-th/0306130.

[12] S. Frolov and A. A. Tseytlin, “Rotating string solutions: AdS / CFT duality in nonsupersymmetric sectors”, Phys. Lett. B, vol. 570, pp. 96–104, 2003, hep-th/0306143.

[13] A. Khan and A. L. Larsen, “Improved stability for pulsating multi-spin string solitons”, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A, vol. 21, pp. 133–150, 2006, hepth/0502063.

[14] S. Ryang, “Folded three spin string solutions in AdS(5) x S**5”, JHEP, vol. 04, p. 053, 2004, hep-th/0403180.

[15] A. L. Larsen, “Logarithmic correction to scaling for multi-spin strings in the AdS(5) black hole background”, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A, vol. 23, pp. 719–727, 2008, hep-th/0702140.

[16] H. J. de Vega and I. L. Egusquiza, “Strings in cosmological and black hole backgrounds: Ring solutions”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 49, pp. 763–778, 1994, hep-th/9309016.

[17] H. J. de Vega, A. L. Larsen, and N. G. Sanchez, “Semiclassical quantization of circular strings in de Sitter and anti-de Sitter space-times”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 51, pp. 6917–6928, 1995, hep-th/9410219.

[18] A. L. Larsen and N. G. Sanchez, “Strings propagating in the (2+1)- dimensional black hole anti-de Sitter space-time”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 50, pp. 7493–7518, 1994, hep-th/9405026.

[19] A. L. Larsen and N. G. Sanchez, “Sinh-Gordon, cosh-Gordon and Liouville equations for strings and multistrings in constant curvature space-times”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 54, pp. 2801–2807, 1996, hep-th/9603049.

[20] A. L. Larsen and N. G. Sanchez, “New classes of exact multistring solutions in curved space-times”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 51, pp. 6929–6948, 1995, hepth/9501101.

[21] H. J. de Vega, A. L. Larsen, and N. G. Sanchez, “Infinitely many strings in de Sitter space-time: Expanding and oscillating elliptic function solutions”, Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 427, pp. 643–668, 1994, hep-th/9312115.

[22] A. L. Larsen and N. G. Sanchez, “Mass spectrum of strings in anti-de Sitter space-time”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 52, pp. 1051–1064, 1995, hep-th/9410132.

[23] J. M. Maldacena, “The Large N limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity”, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys., vol. 2, pp. 231–252, 1998, hepth/9711200.

[24] S. S. Gubser, I. R. Klebanov, and A. M. Polyakov, “Gauge theory correlators from noncritical string theory”, Phys. Lett. B, vol. 428, pp. 105–114, 1998, hep-th/9802109.

[25] E. Witten, “Anti-de Sitter space and holography”, Adv. Theor. Math.

Phys., vol. 2, pp. 253–291, 1998, hep-th/9802150.

[26] J. A. Minahan and K. Zarembo, “The Bethe ansatz for N=4 superYang- Mills”, JHEP, vol. 03, p. 013, 2003, hep-th/0212208.

[27] N. Beisert, “The complete one-loop dilatation operator of N=4 super- Yang-Mills theory”, Nuclear Physics B, vol. 676, pp. 3–42, Jan. 2004, hepth/0307015.

[28] N. Beisert and M. Staudacher, “The N=4 SYM integrable super spin chain”, Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 670, pp. 439–463, 2003, hep-th/0307042.

[29] N. Beisert, C. Kristjansen, and M. Staudacher, “The Dilatation operator of conformal N=4 superYang-Mills theory”, Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 664, pp. 131– 184, 2003, hep-th/0303060.

[30] M. Adler and P. van Moerbeke, “Linearization of hamiltonian systems, jacobi varieties and representation theory”, Advances in Mathematics, vol. 38, no. 3, pp. 318–379, 1980.

[31] J. Moser, “Geometry of quadrics and spectral theory”, in The Chern Symposium 1979 (W.-Y. Hsiang, S. Kobayashi, I. M. Singer, J. Wolf, H.-H. Wu, and A. Weinstein, eds.), (New York, NY), pp. 147–188, Springer New York, 1980.

[32] T. S. Ratiu, “Euler-poisson equations on lie algebras and the n-dimensional heavy rigid body.”, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 78 3, pp. 1327–8, 1981.

[33] T. S. Ratiu, “The C. Neumann problem as a completely integrable system on an adjoint orbit”, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, vol. 264, pp. 321–329, 1981.

[34] A. Reiman, “Integrable Hamiltonian systems connected with graded lie algebras”, J Math Sci, vol. 19, p. 1507–1545, 1982.

[35] E. Rosochatius, Über Bewegungen eines Punktes. Inaugural dissertation, Universität Göttingen, Gebr. Unger, Berlin, 1877.

[36] A. Chakraborty and K. L. Panigrahi, “Neumann-Rosochatius system for strings in ABJ Model”, JHEP, vol. 12, p. 024, 2019, hep-th/1909.12632.

[37] C. Ahn, P. Bozhilov, and R. C. Rashkov, “Neumann-Rosochatius integrable system for strings on AdS(4) x CP**3”, JHEP, vol. 09, p. 017, 2008, hepth/0807.3134.

[38] R. Hernandez and J. M. Nieto, “Elliptic solutions in the Neumann–Rosochatius system with mixed flux”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 91, no. 12, p. 126006, 2015, hep-th/1502.05203.

[39] A. Chakraborty and K. L. Panigrahi, “Neumann-Rosochatius system for (m,n) string in AdS_3 × S^3 with mixed flux”, Eur. Phys. J. C, vol. 81, no. 4, p. 281, 2021, hep-th/2008.05139.

[40] R. Hernandez and J. M. Nieto, “Spinning strings in the η-deformed Neumann-Rosochatius system”, Phys. Rev. D, vol. 96, no. 8, p. 086010, 2017, hep-th/1707.08032.

[41] G. Arutyunov, M. Heinze, and D. Medina-Rincon, “Integrability of the η-deformed Neumann–Rosochatius model”, J. Phys. A, vol. 50, no. 3, p. 035401, 2017, hep-th/1607.05190.

[42] J. M. Nieto, Spinning strings and correlation functions in the AdS/CFT correspondence. PhD thesis, 11 2017, hep-th/1711.09993.

[43] L. Caroll, Alice in Wonderland. First published in 1865.

[44] F. S. Fitzgerald, The Great Gatsby. First published in 1925.

[45] H. Pontoppidan, A Fortunate Man. First published in 1898.

[46] M. Abramowitz and I. A. Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical Functions.

Dover Publications, 1972.

[47] A. L. Larsen and V. P. Frolov, “Propagation of perturbations along strings”, Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 414, pp. 129–146, 1994, hep-th/9303001.

[48] M. Gasperini, Elements of String Cosmology. Cambridge University Press, 2007.

[49] H. J. de Vega, A. L. Larsen, and N. G. Sanchez, “Nonsingular string cosmologies from exact conformal field theories”, Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl., vol. 102, pp. 201–208, 2001, hep-th/0110262.

[50] S. W. Hawking and R. Penrose, “The singularities of gravitational collapse and cosmology”, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. A. Mathematical and Physical Sciences, vol. 314, pp. 529 – 548, 1970.

[51] G. Obied, H. Ooguri, L. Spodyneiko, and C. Vafa, “De Sitter Space and the Swampland”, 6 2018, hep-th/1806.08362.

[52] P. Agrawal, G. Obied, P. J. Steinhardt, and C. Vafa, “On the Cosmological Implications of the String Swampland”, Phys. Lett. B, vol. 784, pp. 271– 276, 2018, hep-th/1806.09718.

[53] P. Berglund, T. Hübsch, and D. Minić, “On Stringy de Sitter Spacetimes”, JHEP, vol. 12, p. 166, 2019, hep-th/1902.08617.

[54] P. Berglund, T. Hübsch, and D. Minić, “Dark Energy and String Theory”, Phys. Lett. B, vol. 798, p. 134950, 2019, hep-th/1905.08269.