arXiv:hep-th/0012030 v2 9 Jan 2001

KUNS-1701 hep-th/0012030 December 2000

Linear Dilaton Background and Fully Localized Intersecting Five-branes

Kazutoshi Ohta^∗ and Takashi Yokono^†

Department of Physics, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan

Abstract

We investigate a near-horizon geometry of NS5-branes wrapping on a Riemann surface, which asymptotically approaches to linear dilaton backgrounds. We concretely find a fully localized solution of the near-horizon geometry of intersecting NS5-branes. We also discuss a relation to a description of Landau-Ginzburg theories.

∗e-mail address: kohta@yukawa.kyoto-u.ac.jp †e-mail address: yokono@gauge.scphys.kyoto-u.ac.jp

1 Introduction

Non-gravitational theories in six dimensions having string-like properties, which are called “little string theories” (LSTs), have been attracted much interests. (See for review [1].) There is no consistent Lagrangian and these theories are considered as non-local field theories.

To understand the LSTs we have various approaches from superstring theories, even though there is no field theoretical treatment. The first construction of the LSTs [2] was obtained by using discrete light-cone quantization (DLCQ) of M(atrix) theory [3]. More intuitive definition is world-volume effective theory of N parallel NS5-branes in the limit taking the string coupling to zero (g_s → 0) and fixing the string scale. The LSTs can be holographically understood from the near-horizon geometry of parallel NS5-branes [4]. This approach is T-dual equivalent to Type II string theory on an A_{k−1} singularity with g_s → 0 [5, 6].

Originally, LSTs are six dimensional non-gravitational theories, but we expect that there exist lower dimensional LSTs by compactifying the 6d LSTs. For example, if we consider NS5-branes whose world-volume is R^{1,3} × Σ, where Σ is a compact two-dimensional Riemann surface, we obtain a four dimensional LST. When we especially choose the Riemann surface as a Seiberg-Witten curve and lift the NS5-brane to M5-brane wrapping on Σ in M-theory [7], we expect a relation between some phase of four dimensional QCD and the LST.

Holographic analysis for this four dimensional LST needs a near-horizon of SUGRA solution of the NS5-branes wrapping on the Σ. Some partially and fully localized solutions were constructed by [8, 9, 10]. The fully localized near-horizon geometry wrapping on the Σ, which is the warped AdS geometry, was found by [11]. However, we now need some linear dilaton backgrounds rather than the AdS in order to investigate the four dimensional LSTs which are not conformal field theory. In this paper, we search for the near-horizon SUGRA solution of the NS5-brane wrapping on the Σ as a kind of Fayyazuddin-Smith geometry [9]. Especially, we find the solution in the case of highly degenerate Riemann surface, which describes intersecting NS5-branes with four dimensional common worldvolume.

Our solution have very similar structure to the parallel NS5-branes solution by using a suitable singular coordinate transformation. Superstring theory on the near-horizon geometry of the N parallel NS5-branes has a dual description to a Landau-Ginzburg (LG) theory with a suitable superpotential, which have the same form as a curve for ALE space with A_{N −1} singularity [5, 6]. If we apply these results to our solution, we can expect that dual theory on the NS5-branes intersection relates to the LG theory with a superpotential of a curve for a singular Calabi-Yau three fold. This result agrees with [12].

This paper is organized as follows. We start with a brief review of the Fayyazuddin- Smith geometry and discuss some decoupling limits of this geometry in a subsequent section. In section 4 we construct a fully localized solution of the intersecting NS5-branes which enjoys a linear dilaton form. We assume the linear dilation form at first in the approach to the solution in this section. Alternative general construction, in which we first make a intersection M5-branes solution in M-theory, is given in section 5. These two approaches are consistent with each other. In section 6 we will discuss a relation to the LG model. The final section is devoted to conclusion and discussion.

2 A brief review of the Fayyazuddin-Smith geometry

In this section, we review some results on the M5-brane solution wrapping on a Riemann surface [9].

The general solution for M5-brane configurations which preserve at least 1/4 supersymmetries is studied in [9]. Such M5-branes have world-volume directions along x^0, x^1, x^2, x^3 and wrap on a Riemann surface holomorphically embedded in C^2 ∋ (v, s), where we define v ≡ x^4 + ix^5 and s = x^6 + ix^7. The overall transverse directions to the M5-branes are x^8, x^9, x^{10}. The metric is given in [9],

ds^2 = H^{− 13} dx^2_{3+1} + H^{− 13} g_{mn̄}dz^mdz^{n̄} + H^{23} δ_{αβ}dx^αdx^β, (2.1)

where α, β = 8, 9, 10, m, n = v, s and g_{mn̄} is required to be a Kähler metric. Here H is the determinant of g_{mn̄}, H = g_{vv̄} g_{ss̄} − g_{vs̄}g_{sv̄}. (2.2)

The source equation is

dF = J_{mn̄}dz^m ∧ dz^{n̄} ∧ dx^8 ∧ dx^9 ∧ dx^{10} (2.3)

where F is 4-form field strength and

J_{mn̄} = ∂_α∂_αg_{mn̄} + 4∂_m∂_{n̄}H. (2.4)

The source J specifies the position of M5-branes. For example, the source for the intersecting N M5-branes whose world-volume are the x^0, x^1, x^2, x^3, x^4, x^5 directions and N^′

M5^′-branes whose world-volume are the x^0, x^1, x^2, x^3, x^6, x^7 directions is given by

J_{ss̄} = N l^3_p δ^{(3)}(x^α) δ^{(2)}(s), (2.5) J_{vv̄} = N^′ l^3_p δ^{(3)}(x^α) δ^{(2)}(v), (2.6) J_{vs̄} (= J_{sv̄}) = 0. (2.7)

Given a M5-brane configuration which determine the source equation (2.4), solving it and Kählar condition on g_{mn̄}, we have the SUGRA solution for the M5-brane configuration. In other words, if we have the metric which satisfies the Kähler condition, then we find the M5-brane configuration by using the source equation (2.4).

3 Decoupling limit

The world-volume theory on NS5-branes was studied in the decoupling limit g_s → 0 with l_s fixed [2], where g_s is the string coupling constant and l_s is the string length. In this limit, the modes in the bulk of space-time decouple, while the dynamics of modes on the NS5-branes remains.

Since NS5-branes are dual to the M5-branes which are localized on the eleventh (compactified) direction, we consider the decoupling limit in the M-theory. The parallel 5- branes case is studied in [4] and the six-dimensional decoupled theory appears. In the configurations which we will consider in this paper, there are common four-directions on the 5-branes. Hence we will have the four-dimensional decoupled theory. The string length l_s of Type IIA theory is given by l_s^2 = l^3_p/R, where R is the radius of the compactified direction. We take the limit in which R and l_p go to zero with l_s fixed.

We choose the natural coordinates in this limit as follows. We would like to keep the excitations which remain interacting on the M5-branes in this limit. The M2-branes may end on the M5-branes. On the M5-brane world-volume theory, two types of BPS objects appear. We would like to fix the their mass. The first is that mass of the M2-branes which streched between the M5-branes along the overall transverse directions x^α appears as x^α/l^3_p. The other is M2-branes which have a disc topology bounded on a cycle of the Riemann surface in (v, s)-space. The mass of the M2-branes is given by the area of the disk and appears as vs/l^3_p. Thus we choose the natural coordinates as

y^α = x^α l^3_p

, (3.1) w t = v s l^3_p

. (3.2)

In terms of y, w, t, the M5-branes metric (2.1) becomes ds^2 l^2_p

= H^{− 13} dx^2_{3+1} + H^{− 13} g_{mn̄}dz^mdz^{n̄} + H^{23} δ_{αβ}dy^αdy^β, (3.3)

where m, n represent w, t and we redefine as H = g_{ww̄}g_t¯_t − g_w¯_tg_{tw̄}. The l^3_p factors in the source equations disappear. For example, the source equations for the intersecting M5-branes (2.4)-(2.7) become

∂_α∂_αg_t¯_t + 4∂_t∂¯_tH = N δ^{(3)}(y^α) δ^{(2)}(t), (3.4) ∂_α∂_αg_{ww̄} + 4∂_w∂_{w̄}H = N^′ δ^{(3)}(y^α) δ^{(2)}(w), (3.5) ∂_α∂_αg_w¯_t + 4∂_w∂¯_tH = 0. (3.6)

Since the source equations do not have l_p factor, solving these equations, the solutions of g_{mn̄} do not include l_p factor. Therefore the metric (3.3) does not depend on l_p except for the overall l_p factor. This l_p factor will not effect on any physical computations as in the case of a similar factor in [13].

The assignment of the l_p factor between v and s does not change above results. But we would like to treat v and s equally, we choose as w = v l^{32}p

, (3.7) t = s l^{32}p

. (3.8)

In the next section, we will search for the 5-brane solution in the decoupling limit.

4 Linear dilaton solution

It was proposed [4] that any vacua of string theories which have asymptotic linear dilaton backgrounds are holographic. The lower dimensional decoupled theories, which are in general not local QFT, are described by string theory on the backgrounds,

ds^2 = dx^2_{1,d−1} + dϕ^2 + ds^2(M), (4.1) g^2_s = e^{−Qϕ}, (4.2)

where Q is a constant and ϕ relates to the dilaton linearly. We call this ϕ the dilation in the following. The metric on the 9 − d dimensional manifold M is independent of x and ϕ.

Authors in [4] commented that NS5-branes wrapping on a Riemann surface which is considered in this paper is a possible candidate for the proposition, but the linear dilaton background for such configuration has been not known.

Another approach to the decoupled theory was discussed in [12, 14]. String theory on R^{1,d−1} × X^{2n} was studied in the decoupling limit. Here 2n = 10 − d and X^{2n} is a singular (non-compact) Calabi-Yau n−fold (CY_n). The decoupled theory arises near the singularity on X^{2n}, and is dual to string theory on the linear background which is

R^{1,d−1} × R_ϕ × N (4.3)

where N is the manifold at a fixed distance from the singular point on X^{2n}.

For n = 3 case, non-compact CY_3 is considered as T-dual to the NS5-branes wrapping a Riemann surface [15]. Since string theory on (CY_n) is dual to string theory on the linear dilaton background, the metric for NS5-branes wrapping a Riemann surface expect to be also the linear dilaton form. Thus we look for the NS5-brane solutions which have the linear dilaton background.

We have the type IIA NS5-brane solution by the dimensional reduction along one of the overall transverse directions to the M5-brane solution (3.3). The standard relation between 11-dimensional supergravity and type IIA supergravity is given in [16, 17]. We compactify along the eleventh direction. The NS5-brane metric becomes

ds^2 = dx^2_{3+1} + g_{mn̄}dz^mdz̄^{n̄} + Hdzdz̄, (4.4)

where we define z = y^8 + iy^9. The dilaton ϕ is determined by the compactification as e^{ϕ/√Nls} = H^{1/2} where N is a dimensionless real number. Thus, if the metric has the linear dilaton form (4.1), it might become

ds^2 = dx^2_{3+1} + Nl_s^2 dH^2 4H^2

+ ds^2(M). (4.5)

We first seek the solutions such that the general solution (4.4) has the linear dilaton form (4.5). Then, we check if the solutions satisfy the Kähler condition and the source equations.

Now we have three dimensionful complex coordinates w, t and z whose dimensions in length are −1/2, −1/2 and −2. It is convenient to choose only one dimensionful (radial) coordinate. We define that

w = w̃^a, (4.6) t = t̃^a, (4.7) z = z̃^b, (4.8) where a, b are some rational parameters. Since we have the fixed string length l_s as another dimensionful parameter, we select the dimensionful radial coordinate as

ρ^2 =

|ṽ|^2 + |s̃|^2 l_s^{2c} + |z̃|^2 l_s^{2d} , (4.9)

where c, d are also rational parameters. We adopt the radial coordinate in terms of w̃, t̃, z̃, not w, t, z, because the powers of original coordinates in the radial coordinate often deviate from usual ones in the case of localized solutions [8, 9, 11, 18]. The first term and second term in (4.9) must have the same dimension, so that 1 2a + c = 2 b + d. (4.10) The radial coordinate ρ is related to the dilaton ϕ, and R^{1,3} and the manifold M does not depend on ϕ. Therefore, since the manifold M does not depend on ρ either, all elements related to ρ in (4.4) come from the second term in (4.5) which have the l_s^2 factor. Those in (4.4) must also have the l_s^2 factor, so that ac = bd = 1. (4.11) From these equations, we find that b = 2a, c = 1/a, d = 1/2a. (4.12) So we parameterize w, t, z as like follows, w = w̃^a, (4.13) t = t̃^a, (4.14) z = z̃^{2a}, (4.15) ρ^2 =

|w̃|^2 + |t̃|^2 l_s^{2/a} + |z̃|^2 l_s^{1/a} , (4.16)

w̃ = l_s^{1a} ρ sin θ_1 cos θ_2e^{iφ1} , (4.17) t̃ = l_s^1a ρ sin θ_1 sin θ_2e^{iφ2} , (4.18) z̃ = l_s^{12a} ρ cos θ_1e^{iφ3} . (4.19) Here θ_i (i = 1, 2) and φ_j (j = 1, 2, 3) are dimensionless angular variables.

We now define that g_{ww̄} = ρ^{−2a}g̃_{ww̄}, (4.20) g_t¯_t = ρ^{−2a}g̃_t¯_t, (4.21) g_w¯_t = ρ^{−2a}e^{−ai(φ1−φ2)}g̃_w¯_t, (4.22) g_{tw̄} = ρ^{−2a}e^{ai(φ1−φ2)}g̃_w¯_t, (4.23) and H̃ ≡ g̃_{ww̄}g̃_{tt̄} − g̃^2_{wt̄} ( = ρ^{4a}H ) . (4.24) Here we assume that g̃_{ww̄}, g̃_t¯_t and g̃_w¯_t do not depend on the dimensionless combination ρl_s^{32a} , therefore g̃_{ww̄}, g̃_t¯_t and g̃_w¯_t are real functions which depend only on θ_1 and θ_2.^3 By the definition of the parameterization (4.13)-(4.19), we have the overall l_s^2 factor in the general solution (4.4) except for dx^2_{3+1} part. From the dimensional analysis, the metric elements g̃_{kl}, k, l = θ_i, φ_j do not depend on ρ because of above assumption. Since the manifold M does not depend on the dilaton (and ρ), all elements in (4.4) which relate to ρ come from the second term in the RHS of (4.5).

In these parameterization, the elements related to ρ in the linear dilaton metric (4.5) are g_{ρρ} = 4a^2Nl_s^2 ρ^2

, (4.25) g_{ρθ1} = − 2aNl_s^2∂_{θ1}H̃ ρ , (4.26) g_{ρθ2} = − 2aNl_s^2∂_{θ2}H̃ ρ , (4.27)

g_{ρφj} = 0 for j = 1, 2, 3. (4.28) On the other hand, those in the general solution (4.4) g_{ρρ} = a^2l_s^2 ρ^2 ( 4 cos^{4a} θ_1H̃ + sin^{2a} θ_1A ) , (4.29) g_{ρθ1} = − 2a^2l_s^2 ρ ( 4 cos^{4a−1} θ_1 sin θ_1H̃ − cos θ_1 sin^{2a−1} θ_1A ) , (4.30) g_{ρθ2} = − 2a^2l_s^2 ρ sin^{2a} θ_1 ( g̃_{ww̄} cos^{2a−1} θ_2 sin θ_2 − g̃_t¯_t cos θ_2 sin^{2a−1} θ_2

+g̃_w¯_t ( cos^{a−1} θ_2 sin^{a+1} θ_2 − cos^{a+1} θ_2 sin^{a−1} θ_2 )) , (4.31) g_{ρφj} = 0 for j = 1, 2, 3. (4.32) Here we define A ≡ ( g̃_{ww̄} cos^{2a} θ_2 + 2g̃_w¯_t cos^a θ_2 sin^a θ_2 + g̃_t¯_t sin^{2a} θ_2 ) . (4.33) If the general solution become the linear dilaton form, the correspond elements in each metric must be equal. Solving these equations (4.25)-(4.32), we find H̃ = N cos^{4a} θ_1 + f(θ_2) sin^{4a} θ_1

, (4.34)

3 If we assume a Kähler potential K = K(jwj, jtj, jzj), since g_{mn̄} = ∂_m ∂_{n̄}K for m, n = w, t, g̃_{ww̄}, g̃_t¯_t and g̃_w¯_t do not depend on φ_j .

g̃_{ww̄} = 1 B cos^{2a} θ_2 sin^{2a} θ_1 ( 64a^2Nf(θ_2)^2cos^4 θ_2 sin^{4a} θ_1 + 4 a^2 cos^{4a} θ_1 cos^{2a} θ_2 sin^{2a} θ_2 +Nf^′(θ_2)^2 sin^{4a} θ_1 sin^2 2θ_2 + 4 a f(θ_2) sin^{4a} θ_1 ( a cos^{2a} θ_2 sin^{2a} θ_2 − 8Nf^′(θ_2) cos^3 θ_2 sin θ_2 )) ,(4.35) g̃_t¯_t = 1 B sin^{2a} θ_1 sin^{2a} θ_2 ( 64a^2Nf(θ_2)^2 sin^{4a} θ_1 sin θ_2^4 + 4 a^2 cos^{4a} θ_1 cos^{2a} θ_2 sin^{2a} θ_2 +Nf^′(θ_2)^2 sin^{4a} θ_1 sin^2 2θ_2 + 4 a f(θ_2) sin^{4a} θ_1 ( a cos^{2a} θ_2 sin^{2a} θ_2 + 8Nf^′(θ_2) cos θ_2 sin^3 θ_2 )) ,(4.36) g̃_w¯_t = −1 B cos^a θ_2 sin^{2a} θ_1 sin^a θ_2 ( 4 a^2 cos^{4a} θ_1 cos^{2a} θ_2 sin^{2a} θ_2 − 16a^2Nf(θ_2)^2 sin^{4a} θ_1 sin^2 2θ_2 +Nf^′(θ_2)^2 sin^{4a} θ_1 sin^2 2θ_2 + 4 a f(θ_2) sin^{4a} θ_1 ( a cos^{2a} θ_2 sin^{2a} θ_2 − Nf^′(θ_2) sin 4 θ_2 )) , (4.37) where f(θ_2) is an arbitrary function depending only on θ_2, and B ≡ 16 a^2 f(θ_2) ( cos^{4a} θ_1 + f(θ_2) sin^{4a} θ_1 ) . (4.38) Moreover, these solutions must satisfy the Kähler condition, ∂_lg_{mn̄} = ∂_mg_{ln̄} for l, m, n = w, t. The Kähler condition is satisfied if:

f(θ_2) = k cos^{2a−n} θ_2 sin^{2a+n} θ_2, (4.39) where k, n are arbitrary number. In terms of w, t and z, these solutions become g_{mn̄} = ∂_mG∂_{n̄}Ḡ + H∂_mF ∂_{n̄}F̄ , (4.40) H = Nl_s^2 |z|^2 + |F |^2 , (4.41) where F = √ kw^{1−p}t^{1+p}/l_s, (4.42) G = ls 2 √ k log^t_w for p = 0, l_s^{wpt} �p 2p √ k for p ≠ 0.

(4.43)

Here we define p ≡^n_{2a}. The dilaton ϕ is e^{ϕ/√Nls} = H^12 .

The source equations for these solutions are ∂_z∂_{z̄}g_{ww̄} + ∂_w∂_{w̄}H = N(1 − p)l_s^2δ^{(2)}(z)δ^{(2)}(w), (4.44) ∂_z∂_{z̄}g_t¯_t + ∂_t∂¯_tH = N(1 + p)l_s^2δ^{(2)}(z)δ^{(2)}(t), (4.45) ∂_z∂_{z̄}g_w¯_t + ∂_w∂¯_tH = 0. (4.46) These equations imply that the solutions describe intersecting N(1 + p) NS5-branes and N(1 − p) NS5^′-branes. Here N > 0 and |p| < 1 since both charges of NS5-branes and NS5^′-branes are positive. We have fully localized intersecting NS5-branes solutions in the near horizon limit which have linear dilaton background (4.1).

5 M5-brane solutions

In the previous section, we have assumed the linear dilaton form metric at first, and then looked for the solutions. In this section, we consider M5-brane solutions for the equations (2.1)-(2.4) in eleven dimensions and see how the solutions relate to the linear dilaton metric in Type IIA theory. The solutions in the near horizon limit are first given in [19] and we revisit them.

We now consider the solutions in terms of v, s, x^α for α = 8, 9, 10 not fixed coordinates w, t, y^α in the decoupling limit. We define that

r^2 ≡ 10∑ α=8 (x^α)^2. (5.1)

We assume that the determinant H of g_{mn̄} for v, s as H = N l_p^3 (r^2 + |F |^2)^{3/2}

, (5.2)

where N is a (dimensionless) constant and F is an arbitrary holomorphic function which depends only on v and s, F = F (v, s). The determinant H has diverges on the palace where r and F vanish simultaneously. These singularities specify the position of the M5-branes as we will see, therefore, the M5-branes localize at the origin in the overall transverse directions and wrap on the Riemann surface in the (v, s)-space.

The metric elements g_{mn̄} must be a Kähler for the M5-brane solution. So we take a Kähler potential as K = K(r, |v|, |s|) where we assume that the solution has rotational symmetry in the overall transverse directions. The sources (2.4) vanish at the place where M5-branes do not localize. Since g_{mn̄} = ∂_m∂_{n̄}K, the source equations (2.4) away from the M5-branes become ∂_m∂_{n̄} ( 1 r^2

∂_r(r^2∂_rK) + 4H ) = 0. (5.3) We find the general solution up to some Kähler transformation which contain functions depending only on r, K = 4N l_p^3 r log (√ r^2 + |F |^2 + r ) + 1 r K^{(1)} + K^{(2)}, (5.4)

where K^{(i)} for i = 1, 2 are the real functions which do not depend on r, so K^{(i)} = K^{(i)}(|v|, |s|). For simplicity, we take^4

K^{(1)} = 0, (5.5)

4 The first term in (5.4) is the same as the solution (12) in [19] up to a Kähler transformation. To do this, we choose K^{(1)} = �2N log jF j^2.

and K^{(2)} = |G|^2, (5.6) where G is a holomorphic function, G = G(v, s). The function G is determined by the condition that the determinant of g_{mn̄} obtained from the Kähler potential equals to H again, so (det g_{mn̄} =)∂_v∂_{v̄}K ∂_s∂_{s̄}K − ∂_v∂_{s̄}K ∂_s∂_{v̄}K = H. (5.7) This equation gives the condition on G that

∂_vF ∂_sG − ∂_sF ∂_vG = 1. (5.8)

Thus, we find the general solution for the M5-branes, which is formally

ds^2 = H^{− 13} ( dx^2_{3+1} + |dG|^2 + H(|dF |^2 + dr^2 + r^2dΩ_2^2) ) , (5.9)

where dΩ_2 is the standard S^2 in the overall transverse directions. This metric is naively the same as the parallel M5-branes solution in terms of F and G, however, the coordinate map from (v, s) to (F, G) is generally not well-defined on the M5-branes as we saw in the previous section. Therefore, the metric is defined in terms of v and s.

The source equations (2.4) become

∂_α∂_αg_{mn̄} + 4∂_m∂_{n̄}H = ∂_mF ∂_nF̄ (∂_α∂_α + 4∂_F ∂¯_F ) H = N l_p^3δ^{(3)}(r)δ^{(2)}(F )∂_mF ∂_{n̄}F̄ . (5.10)

So N represents a number of the M5-branes which wrap on the holomorphic curve F = 0.

Let us slightly generalize above solutions. We take H, instead of (5.2), as

H = 1 + N l_p^3 (r^2 + |F |^2)^{3/2}

(5.11)

The source equation away from M5-branes and the solution of Kähler potential for it are the same as (5.3) and (5.4). We take K^{(1)} = 0 again and

K^{(2)} = |F |^2 + |G|^2, (5.12)

where G is an arbitrary holomorphic function as like as before. It is easy to check that the determinant of g_{mn̄} also gives the same condition as (5.8) on G. So the metric and the source equation are described by the same equations (5.9) and (5.10) again in which H is given by (5.11).

The holomorphic function F must have one dimension of the length. If we take F = v in particular, G becomes G = s. So the solution become the standard parallel N M5- branes solution.

For the general F , in the limit r → ∞, the metric becomes asymptotically flat in R^{1,3} and the overall transverse space, but, does not in (v, s)-space. So we expect that there are more general solutions which become asymptotically flat far away from the M5-branes.

5.1 Dimensional reduction to linear dilaton background

In this subsection, we consider the conditions that the solutions (5.9) have the linear dilaton form background in the decoupling limit.

In the near horizon limit r and F → 0, the first term in H (5.11) drops out, H = N l_p^3 (r^2 + |F |^2)^{3/2}

(5.13)

In the decoupling limit, this becomes H = 1 l_p^6

H̃, (5.14)

where we define H̃ ≡ N (|y^α|^2 + |F̃ |^2)^32

, (5.15)

F̃ ≡ F/l_p^3. (5.16)

Then the metric becomes

ds^2 = l_p^2H̃^{− 13} ( dx^2_{3+1} + |dG|^2 + H̃(|dF̃ |^2 + (dy^α)^2) ) . (5.17)

The condition on G (5.8) becomes

∂_wF̃ ∂_tG − ∂_tF̃ ∂_wG = 1. (5.18)

Compactifying the metric along the eleventh direction, the metric becomes, in type IIA theory, ds^2 = dx^2_{3+1} + |dG|^2 + H̃(|dF̃ |^2 + |z|^2). (5.19)

Here H̃ = N l^{s2} |z|^2 + |F̃ |^2

. (5.20)

The dilaton ϕ is given by e^{ϕ/} √ Nls = H̃^{1/2}. (5.21) From the dimensional analysis, F̃ must have -2 dimensions of the length . We take^5

F̃ = k w^nt^ml_s^{n+m}2^{−2}. (5.23)

So we consider the intersecting NS5-branes case. We choose the “radial” coordinate as

ρ^2 = |z|^2 + |F̃ |^2 (5.24)

The dilaton ϕ depends only on ρ in the six dimensional transverse space w, t, z, therefore, G does not depend on ρ. From dimensional analysis again, G must have a form as^6

G = l_sG̃(w/t), (5.25)

where G̃(w/t) does not include l_s. Since the right hand side in (5.18) is the constant which does not depend on l_s, F must depend only on l_s^{−1}. So we have the condition on n and m that n + m = 2. (5.26) Here we take

n = 1 − p, (5.27) m = 1 + p. (5.28)

The holomorphic function G which determined by (5.18) is the same as (4.43). Thus we find that the solution in section 5 reduces to the same linear dilaton backgrounds in section 4. There might be more general solutions to M5-branes as we mentioned, however, if the solutions reduce to the linear dilaton backgrounds they might become the form in section 4.

In the parallel NS5-branes case, there is only one (dimensionless) parameter N which is number of the NS5-branes. This corresponds to the size of S^3 surrounding the NS5- branes. On the other hand, in the intersecting NS5-branes case, there are three parameter

5 In general, we may take F̃ = ∑ i a_i w^{ni} t^{mi} l_s^{ni} +m_i 2^{−2}, (5.22)

where n_i and m_i are arbitrary real number and a_i are arbitrary complex number. However, it seems that there is generally no solution for G to the equation (5.18) except for the case of the monomial F and the special cases where F reduces to a monomial by a one-to-one coordinate transformation. This supports the result of section 4 which is general solution for the linear dilaton background.

6G does not depend on z becouse of the condition (5.18) on G.

N, p and k. Two of them N and p correspond to the number of NS5-branes. N represents the size of the base S^3 in (z, F (w, t))-space and p decide the fiber G(w, t) structure in (w, t)-space. The other parameter k corresponds to the size of fiber. In the parallel case, we have the same background structure in the near horizon limit through any pass to close to the NS5-branes. In the intersecting case, however, the background structure depends on the pass in the near horizon limit, F (w, t) → 0. If we are close to a parallel part of NS5-branes not the intersecting point, the background may be the same as the parallel NS5-branes case and the S^3 part will be dominant with the small size of fiber G. So if we would like to close to the intersecting point, we need to choose the appreciate pass and this seems to choose the appreciate k. In the CFT view, this may correspond to choose the consistent central charge for string theory.

6 Relation to LG models

The decoupled non-gravitational theory on the parallel NS5-branes background has studied by using CFT [4, 5, 6, 12, 14, 20] in detail. One approach to the theory is holographic description [4, 12, 14]. N parallel NS5-branes is given by the holomorphic curve v^N = 0 where v is a transverse complex coordinate. The NS5-branes are the dual to the ALE space [5, 6], F_2 ≡ v^N + z^2_1 + z^2 = 0, (6.1) where z_1 and z_2 are complex coordinates. The decoupled theory on the singularity v = z_1 = z_2 = 0 relates to string theory on

R^{1,5} × R_ϕ × S^1 × LG(W = F_2), (6.2)

where R_ϕ is labeled by the dilaton ϕ.

The intersecting NS5-branes solutions (5.19) and (5.20) are formally the same forms as N parallel NS5-branes solutions in terms of F and G. F can be considered as transverse complex coordinate like as v in the parallel case. So we replace v in (6.1) by F and the decoupled theory formally relates to string theory on

R^{1,5} ( = R^{1,3} × C_G ) × R_ϕ × S^1 × LG(W = F_2). (6.3)

Since, however, the coordinate map w, t → F, G is not well-defined at w, t = 0 in the intersecting NS5-branes case, F and G are not direct product through w and t. Therefore the world-volume theory on the intersecting NS5-branes must be described by string theory on the backgrounds in terms of w, t rather than F, G. Replacing F, G with w, t, the CFT background (6.3) maps to

R^{1,3} × R_ϕ × S^1 × LG(W = F_3) (6.4)

where F_3 = w^{N (1−p)}t^{N (1+p)} + z^2_1 + z^2. (6.5) In [12], the authors discussed that, in general, string theory on the singular CY_n manifold which is described by F_n(z_a) = 0 for a = 0, . . . , n relates to string theory on the background, R^{1,9−2n} × R_ϕ × S^1 × LG(W = F_n). (6.6)

Explicit modular invariant partition functions on this background are constructed in [21, 22, 23].

The duality relation between the intersecting NS5-branes and the conifold are discussed from a viewpoint of the SUGRA solutions [24, 25]. The intersecting N(1 − p) and N(1 + p) NS5-branes are T-dual to the generalized conifold F_3 = 0 [26]. Therefore the SUGRA solutions (4.40) for intersecting NS5-branes are consistent with the results of [12].

7 Conclusion and discussion

In this paper, we have found solutions of the near-horizon geometry of the intersecting NS5-branes, which is a kind of the linear dilation background. Closed string theory on this background holographically describes the LST on four dimensional common intersection of branes. We have been looking for a solution in two different ways. However, both approaches produce only the near-horizon geometry of a class of the intersecting branes if we restrict on the linear dilaton background. The second approach as we mentioned in section 5 seems to include more general solutions for the NS5-branes wrapping on the general Riemann surface. We are very interested in the case that the Riemann surface is other singular curves as like as Argyres-Dougras curves [27].

We have discussed the relation between our background and the LG theory. However, explicit connection is not so clear. In the case of parallel NS5-branes, near-horizon geometry is described by a product of compact coset spaces on which WZW model is dual to the LG theory. Our near-horizon solution except for the linear dilaton part might be non-compact and coset description of this theory is difficult to understand. So we need the further investigation of the near-horizon geometry of the NS5-brane wrapping on the Σ. Recently, an intersecting brane configuration on which standard model like theory appears is constructed [28]. To realize the Randall-Sundrum scenario on the intersection of branes in superstring theory, the SUGRA solution for these branes become more important. And also these solutions are indispensable to understand holographically the four dimensional QCD or standard model like theories. We hope that our solution give a hint to solve these problems.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Hiroyuki Hata and Shin’ichi Imai for very useful discussions. Researches of K.O and T.Y are supported in part by the JSPS Research Fellowships.

References

[1] O. Aharony, “A brief review of “little string thories””, Class. Quant. Grav. 17 (2000) 929-938, hep-th/9911147.

[2] N. Seiberg, “Matrix Description of M-theory on T^5 and T^5/Z_2”, Phys. Lett. B408 (191997) 98, hep-th/9705221.

[3] T. Banks, W.Fischler, N. Seiberg and L. Susskind, “Instantons, Scale Invariance and Lorentz Invariance in Matrix Theory”, Phys. Lett. B401 (191997) 30-37,

[4] O. Aharony, M. Berkooz, D. Kutasov, N. Seiberg, “Linear Dilatons, NS5-branes and Holography”, JHEP 9810 (191998) 004, hep-th/9808149.

[5] H. Ooguri and C. Vafa, “Two-Dimensional Black Hole and Singularities of CY Manifolds”, Nucl. Phys. B463 (191996) 55, hep-th/9511164.

[6] D. Kutasov, “Orbifolds and Solitons”, Phys. Lett. B383 (191996) 48, hepth/9512145.

[7] E. Witten, “Solutions Of Four-Dimensional Field Theories Via M Theory”, Nucl.

Phys. B500 (191997) 3, hep-th/9703166.

[8] D. Youm, “Partially Localized Intersecting BPS Branes”, hep-th/9902208.

[9] A. Fayyazuddin and D. J. Smith, “Localized intersections of M5-branes and four-dimensional superconformal field theories”, JHEP 9904 (191999) 030, hepth/9902210.

[10] A. Rajaraman, “Supergravity Solutions for Localised Brane Intersections”, hepth/0007241, “Supergravity Duals for N=2 Gauge Theories”, hep-th/0011279.

[11] A. Fayyazuddin and D. J. Smith, “Warped AdS near-horizon geometry of completely localized intersections of M5-branes”, JHEP 0010 (192000) 023, hep-th/0006060.

[12] A. Giveon, D. Kutasov and O. Pelc, “Holography for Non-Critical Superstrings”, JHEP 9910 (191999) 035, hep-th/9907178.

[13] J. M. Maldacena, “The Large N Limit of Superconformal Field Theories and Supergravity”, Adv.Theor.Math.Phys. 2 (191998) 231, hep-th/9711200.

[14] A. Giveon and D. Kutasov, “Little String Theory in a Double Scaling Limit”, JHEP 9910 (191999) 034, hep-th/9909110.

[15] A. Klemm, W. Lerche, P. Mayr, C.Vafa and N. Warner, “Self-Dual Strings and N=2 Supersymmetric Field Theory”, Nucl. Phys. B477 (1996) 746, hep-th/9604034, S. Katz, P. Mayr and C. Vafa, “Mirror symmetry and Exact Solution of 4D N=2 Gauge Theories I”, Adv.Theor.Math.Phys. 1 (1998) 53, hep-th/9706110.

[16] E. Witten, “String Theory Dynamics In Various Dimensions”, Nucl. Phys. B443 (1995) 85, hep-th/9503124.

[17] E. Bergshoeff, C.M. Hull and T. Ortin, “Duality in the Type–II Superstring Effective Action”, Nucl. Phys. B451 (1995) 547, hep-th/9504081.

[18] N. Itzhaki, A.A. Tseytlin and S. Yankielowicz, “Supergravity Solutions for Branes Localized Within Branes”, Phys. Lett. B432 (1998) 298, hep-th/9803103.

[19] B. Brinne, A. Fayyazuddin, S. Mukhopadhyay and D. J. Smith, “Supergravity M5- branes wrapped on Riemann surfaces and their QFT duals”, JHEP 0010 (192000) 023, hep-th/0006060.

[20] S. Elitzur, A. Giveon, D. Kutasov, E. Rabinovici and G. Sarkissian, “D-Branes in the Background of NS Fivebranes”, JHEP 0008 (192000) 046, hep-th/0005052.

[21] T. Eguchi and T. Sugawara, “Modular Invariance in Superstring on Calabi-Yau n-fold with A-D-E Singularity”, Nucl. Phys. B577 (192000) 3, hep-th/0002100.

[22] S. Mizoguchi , “Modular Invariant Critical Superstrings on Four-dimensional Minkowski Space × Two-dimensional Black Hole”, JHEP 0004 (192000) 014, hepth/0003053.

[23] S. Yamaguchi , “Gepner-like Description of a String Theory on a Noncompact Singular Calabi-Yau Manifold”, hep-th/0007069.

[24] K. Dasgupta and S. Mukhi, “Brane Constructions, Conifolds and M-Theory”, Nucl.

Phys. B551 (191999) 204, hep-th/9811139.

[25] K. Ohta and T. Yokono, “Deformation of Conifold and Intersecting Branes”, JHEP 0002 (192000) 023, hep-th/9912266.

[26] M. Aganagic, A. Karch, D. Lust and A. Miemiec, “ Mirror Symmetries for Brane Configurations and Branes at Singularities”, Nucl. Phys. B569 (192000) 277, hepth/9903093.

[27] P. C. Argyres and M. R. Douglas, “New Phenomena in SU(3) Supersymmetric Gauge Theory”, Nucl. Phys. B448 (191995) 93, hep-th/9505062.

[28] G. Aldazabal, S. Franco, L. E. Ibanez, R. Rabadan and A. M. Uranga, “Intersecting Brane Worlds”, hep-ph/0011132.

[29] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, “An Alternative to Compactification”, Phys. Rev. Lett.

83 (191999) 4690, hep-th/9906064.