arXiv:hep-th/0205134 v2 21 May 2002

IP/BBSR/2002-11 IPM/P-2002/009 hep-th/0205134

D-Brane Solutions from New Isometries of pp-Waves

Mohsen Alishahiha^{a1} and Alok Kumar^{b2} a Institute for Studies in Theoretical Physics and Mathematics (IPM) P.O. Box 19395-5531, Tehran, Iran b Institute of Physics Bhubaneswar 751 005, India

Abstract

We use recently proposed translations isometries of pp-waves to construct D4 and D3 brane solutions, using T -duality transformations, in exactly solvable ppwave background originating from AdS_3 × S^3 geometry. A unique property of the new brane solutions is the breaking of SO(10−p−1) symmetry in the transverse direction of the branes due to the presence of constant NS−NS and R−R background fluxes. We verify that the our ‘localized’ solutions satisfy the field equations and explicitly present the corresponding Killing spinors. We also show the connection of our results to certain M5-branes in pp-wave geometry.

1alishah@theory.ipm.ac.ir 2kumar@iopb.res.in

1 Introduction

A good understanding of D-brane solutions is of great importance in understanding the strong coupling aspects of string theory, as well as that of gauge theories through a string theory/gauge theory duality. In this connection, pp-wave backgrounds [1, 2, 3, 4, 5] have been of much interest, since they provide examples of duality [6] within the context of exactly solvable string theories [7, 8, 9, 10]. This intriguing proposal has been studied by many authors [11]-[46]

In view of these developments, we investigate the D-brane solutions[47, 48, 49] (see also [50, 51] in pp-wave background further, using the new isometries of pp-waves proposed in [52], and obtain new D-brane solutions. In the case of pp-waves originating from the AdS_3 × S^3 geometry in a Penrose limit[48], we use the isometries of pp-waves proposed in [52], to construct D3 and D4 brane solutions, starting from the D5 solution of [48]. A unique property of these solutions is the breaking of SO(10 − p − 1) symmetry along the transverse directions of the branes due to the presence of constant NS − NS and R − R fluxes. Due to this, the construction of the localized solution from the delocalized one, obtained from the T -duality transformations on the D5-brane solution is not immediately obvious. We however explicitly verify that our localized solutions indeed satisfy the field equations. We also show the stability of these solutions by explicitly finding the Killing spinors.

The plan of this letter is as following: In section-2 starting from D5-brane solution in the PP-wave background, we will obtain the supergravity solution of other D-branes by making use of T-duality. In section-3 we shall study the supersymmetric properties of the solutions. Section-4 is devoted to discussion and comments.

2 Supergravity solution of branes in PP-wave background

Consider a system of N D5-branes solution in the PP-wave of type IIB string theory [48]

ds^2 = f^{− 12} ( 2dx^+dx^− − μ^2x^2_i (dx^+)^2 + dx^2_i ) + f^{12} ( dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_3 ) , e^{2ϕ} = f^{−1}, F_{+12} = F_{+34} = 2μ, F_{mnl} = ϵ_{lmnp}∂_pf, f = 1 + Ng_sl^2_s r^2

, (1)

where F ’s are RR 3-formes and i = 1, 2, 3, 4. This solution has SO(2) × SO(2) × SO(4) symmetry.

In order to find the Dp-branes solution for p < 5, we apply T-duality on the D5-brane solution (1). To do this, it is useful to make the following change of coordinates:[52]

x^+ = x̂^+, x^− = x̂^− − μx̂_1x̂_2, x_I = x̂_I , for I = 3, 4

x_1 = x̂_1 cos(μx̂^+) − x̂_2 sin(μx̂^+), x_2 = x̂_1 sin(μx̂^+) + x̂_2 cos(μx̂^+). (2)

Then the D5-brane solution (1) takes the form:

ds^2 = f^{− 12} ( 2dx̂^+dx̂^− − μ^2x̂^2_I (dx̂^+)^2 − 4μx̂_2dx̂_1dx̂^+ + dx̂^2_i ) + f^{12} ( dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_3 ) , e^{2ϕ} = f^{−1}, F_{+12} = F_{+34} = 2μ, F_{mnl} = ϵ_{lmnp}∂_pf, f = 1 + Ng_sl^2_s r^2

. (3)

In this coordinate system,^∂_{∂x̂1} is a manifest isometry. This is the direction one then makes compact and performs T-duality along it. By making use of the T-duality rules [53], the T-dual background of the above solution reads:

ds^2 = f^{− 12} ( 2dx̂^+dx̂^− − μ^2[x̂^2_I + 4x̂^2](dx̂^+)^2 + dx̂^2 + dx̂^2_I ) + f^{12} ( dx̂^2_1 + dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_3 ) , e^{2ϕ} = f^{− 12} , F_{+2} = F_{+134} = 2μ, B_{+1} = 2μx̂_2 F_{1mnl} = ϵ_{1mnlp}∂_pf, f = 1 + Ng_sl^2_s r^2

. (4)

This should corresponds to the smeared D4-brane in the type IIA string theory on the PP-wave. The localized D4-brane solution can be easily found as following:

ds^2 = f^{− 12} ( 2dx̂^+dx̂^− − μ^2[x̂^2_I + 4x̂^2](dx̂^+)^2 + dx̂^2 + dx̂^2_I ) + f^{12} ( dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_4 ) , f = 1 + c_4Ng_sl^3_s

r^3 , F_{mnlp} = ϵ_{mnlpq}∂_qf, (5) other fields remain the same as the one in smeared solution of (4), with f given in (5). We have explicitly verified that the solution presented in eqn.(5) satisfies the type IIA field equations. In this context, we point out that μ dependence appears nontrivially only in the graviton field equations with (++) components. For example, in the expression for the Ricci tensor R_{++}, one obtains a constant contribution of 6μ^2, which is canceled by equal contributions coming from the background R − R 2-form and 4-form fluxes, as well as NS − NS background 3-form flux of the above pp-wave solution. Remaining nonconstant terms in R_{++} are canceled by terms coming from the dilaton contribution, as well as the 4-form field strength coupling to the D4-brane, since f satisfies the Greens function equation in the five dimensional transverse space. The above solution has SO(2) × SO(5) symmetry for the metric, which is then broken by the constant field strengths associated with various p-form fields.

We can now proceed to generate a D3-brane solution in a pp-wave background. One then again makes the change of coordinates similar to eqn. (2), but in the 3 and 4 directions, i.e.

x̂^+ = y^+, x̂^− = y^− − μy_3y_4, x̂_2 = y_2,

x̂_3 = y_3 cos(μy^+) − y_2 sin(μy^+), x̂_4 = y_3 sin(μy^+) + y_4 cos(μy^+). (6)

In this system of coordinates, the metric in (5) reads:

ds^2 = f^{− 12} ( 2dy^+dy^− − 4μ^2y^2 (dy^+)^2 − 4μy_4dy_3dy^+ + dy^2 + dy^2_I ) + f^{12} ( dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_4 ) . (7)

In this coordinate system,^∂_{∂y3} is a manifest isometry. One can now compactify this direction and perform T-duality. Doing so one finds:

ds^2 = f^{− 12} ( 2dy^+dy^− − 4μ^2[y^2 + y^2_4](dy^+)^2 + dy^2 + dy^2_4 ) + f^{12} ( dy^2_3 + dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_4 ) , F_{+32} = F_{+14} = 2μ, B_{+1} = 2μy_2, B_{+3} = 2μy_4, F_{3mnlp} = ϵ_{3mnlpq}∂_qf, f = 1 + c_4Ng_sl^3_s r^3

. (8)

with a constant dilaton. This is the smeared D3-brane solution in the PP-wave background. The localized solution is given by

ds^2 = f^{− 12} ( 2dy^+dy^− − 4μ^2[y^2 + y^2_4](dy^+)^2 + dy^2 + dy^2_4 ) + f^{12} ( dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_5 ) , F_{+32} = F_{+14} = 2μ, B_{+1} = 2μy_2, B_{+3} = 2μy_4 F_{mnlpq} = ϵ_{mnlpqs}∂_sf, f = 1 + c_3Ng_sl^4_s

r^4

. (9)

Once again, we have explicitly verified that the field equations are satisfied by the solution in eqn.(9). For example, in this case, the constant μ dependent part in R_{++} is equal to 8μ^2, which is canceled by equal contribution from the NS −NS and R−R field strengths. The non-constant part is canceled by the 5-form field strength of the D3-brane with f satisfying the Greens function equation in six dimensional transverse space: x^1, x^3, x^5, .., x^8.

As another example, we can also find the M5-brane solution in the PP-wave background of M-theory. To do this one can liftup the D4-brane solution (5) to M-theory. Using the relation between 11 and 10 dimensional metric as

ds^2_{11} = e^{−2ϕ3} ds^2_{10} + e^{4ϕ3} (dx_{11} + A_μdx^μ)^2, (10) where A_μ is R-R one form, one can find the M5-brane solution from D4-brane solution (5). The M5-brane metric is given by

ds^2 = f^{− 13} ( 2dx^+dx^− − μ^2[x^2_I + 4x^2](dx^+)^2 + dx^2 + dx^2_I + (dx_{11} − 2μx_2dx^+)^2 )

+ f^{23} ( dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_4 ) , = f^{− 13} ( 2dx^+dx^− − μ^2x^2_I (dx^+)^2 − 4μx_2dx_{11}dx^+ + dx^2 + dx^2_I + dx^2_{11} )

+ f^{23} ( dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_4 ) , (11)

where f = 1 +^{N l3p}_{r3} , with l_p being the 11-dimensional Plank length. Using a change of coordinate as inverse to the once in (2), one finds the following result for M5-brane solution:

ds^2 = f^{− 13} ( 2dx^+dx^− − μ^2[x^2_I + x^2 + x^2_{11}](dx^+)^2 + dx^2 + dx^2_I + dx^2_{11} )

+ f^{23} ( dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_4 ) , C^{(4)} = 2μ(dx^+ dx_ldx_3dx_4 + dx^+dx_ldx_2dx_{11}) + F_4, (12)

where x_l is the a transverse direction to the brane, and F_4 comes from the R-R 4-form in (5). This is the same solution as the one obtained in [54]. One can also proceed to find the NS5-brane solution. To do this we should first delocalize the M5-brane solution in a direction, say x_l and then compactify the solution in this direction. Doing so one finds following type IIA NS5-brane solution in the PP-wave background:

ds^2 = 2dx^+dx^− − μ^2x^2_i (dx^+)^2 + dx^2_i + f ( dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_3 ) , e^{2ϕ} = f, H_{+12} = H_{+34} = 2μ, H_{mnp} = ϵ_{mnpq}∂_qf, (13)

where i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and f = 1 +^{N l2s}_{r2} and H’s are NS-NS 3-forms. As expected, this NS5-brane solution matches with the NS5-brane of type IIB in pp-wave background[48]. These results have interesting implications for the supersymmetry of our solutions and we discuss them in the next section.

3 Supersymmetric properties of the brane solution in PP-wave background

We now first discuss the supersymmetry properties of the above solutions on general grounds and then go on to solve the Killing spinor equations. It was already shown in the previous section that our D4-brane solution in eqn.(5) can be lifted to an M5-brane solution of [54]. Also, the full M5-brane solution preserves 3/8 supersymmetry, with brane preserving 1/2 of the background pp-wave supersymmetry. We therefore expect that our D4-brane also preserves same amount of supersymmetries. Moreover, it was also shown in the previous section that the M5-brane solution can be reduced to an NS5-brane of type IIA theory. Now, since this solution is also identical to the NS5-brane of type IIB, we expect that NS5-brane also preserves the same supersymmetry in IIB string theory. In fact, the identical pp-wave backgrounds for the above IIA NS-5 brane and the one in IIB theory [48] are related by a simple T -duality along one of the transverse directions, as can be seen by setting the source term: f = 1 in the two solutions.

We now first analyze the Killing spinor equations of the D5-brane solution given in eqn.(1) and then go over to other brane solutions. To begin, we write the relevant supersymmetry transformations for dilatino and gravitino fields in type IIB supergravity in ten dimensions[55] in string frame metric: δλ_± = 1 2 ( Γ^μ∂_μϕ ∓ 1 12 Γ^{μνρ} H_{μνρ} ) ϵ_± + 1 2 e^ϕ ( ±Γ^M F^{(1)}_M + 1 12 Γ^{μνρ} F^{(3)}_{μνρ} ) ϵ_∓, (14)

δΨ^±_μ = [ ∂_μ + 1 4 (ω_{μâb̂} ∓ 1 2 H_{μâb̂})Γ^{âb̂} ] ϵ_± + 1 8 e^ϕ [ ∓Γ^μF^{(1)}_μ − 1 3! Γ^{μνρ}F^{(3)}_{μνρ} ∓ 1 2.5! Γ^{μνραβ} F^{(5)}_{μνραβ} ] Γ_μϵ_∓. (15)

Using indices: (+, −, i, a) to denote the ten dimensional coordinates, with i = 1, .., 4 and a = 5, .., 8, we get the following condition from the dilatino equation for the D5 solution given in eqn.(1) (hats denoting the corresponding tangent space coordinates):

Γ^âϵ_± + 1 3! ϵ_{âb̂ĉd̂}Γ^{b̂ĉd̂}ϵ_∓ = 0, (16)

Γ^{^+} ( Γ^{^1^2} + Γ^{^3^4} ) ϵ_± = 0. (17)

Equation (16) is the standard supersymmetry condition for a D5-brane even in the flat space:

ϵ_± = Γ^{^5^6^7^8}ϵ_∓, (18)

and reduces the supersymmetry to 1/2 of the maximal one. Both the equations (17) and (18) are in fact necessary, in order that dilatino variation vanishes. These conditions are also seen to emerge from the gravitino variations that we analyze below.

Using the D5-brane supersymmetry condition (16), the gravitino variation equations reduce to:

δΨ^±_+ ≡ ∂_+ϵ_± − μ^2x_î 2 Γ^{^+î}ϵ_± − μ 4 (Γ^{^+^1^2} + Γ^{^+^3^4})Γ^{^−}ϵ_∓ = 0, (19) δΨ^±_− ≡ ∂_−ϵ_± = 0, (20) δΨ^±_i ≡ ∂_iϵ_± − μ 4 (Γ^{^+^1^2} + Γ^{^+^3^4})δ_{iî}Γ^îϵ_∓ = 0, (21) δΨ^±_a ≡ ∂_aϵ_± − μ 4 f^{12} (Γ^{^+^1^2} + Γ^{^+^3^4})δ_{aâ}Γ^âϵ_∓ = 0. (22)

We now use eqn.(17) to simplify eqns. (19) - (22) further. First, assuming Γ^{^+}ϵ_± ≠ 0 gives: ( 1 + Γ^{^+ ^−^1^2^3^4} ) ϵ_± = 0. (23) In writing this equation, as well as the ones give below, we have made use of the identities: Γ^{^+}Γ^{^+ ^−} = −Γ^{^+}, Γ^{^+ ^−}Γ^{^−} = −Γ^{^−} etc.. Now, by defining 32-component real spinors: η ≡ ( ϵ_+ ϵ_− ) , (24)

and using eqn.(23), eight spinor equations in (19)-(22), following from δΨ^±_μ = 0 can be written as: ∂_+η − μ^2x_î 2 Γ^{^+î}η − μ 2 Γ^{^+^1^2}Γ^{^−} ⊗ σ_1η = 0, (25)

∂_−η = 0, (26) ∂_iη − μ 2 (Γ^{^+^1^2})δ_{iî}Γ^î ⊗ σ_1η = 0, (27)

∂_aη = 0, (28) where σ_1 is the Pauli matrix, mixing the two components ϵ_+, ϵ_− of η. Moreover, using eqns. (16), (18), (23) and the fact that both ϵ_± are spinors of same space-time helicity, one has: η = σ_1η, or both components of η are to be equal. However, one should take into account that such a condition is not independent with respect to what has been written earlier in eqns.(16) and (23).

The solution of the above Killing spinor equation is then found in a similar way as in [8],[56] and is given as: η = ( 1 + μ 2 Γ^{^+^1^2}x^iδ_{iî}Γ^î ) ξ(u), (29) ξ(u) = exp. (μ 2 Γ^{^+^1^2}Γ^{^−}u ) ξ_0, (30)

with ξ_0 being a constant spinor. The Killing spinors found in eqns. (29), (30) are constrained by the conditions (23) and (16). The fact that the solutions for both these equations, (18) (23), are also given by (29) and (30), is due to the fact that matrices Γ^{^5^6^7^8}, as well as Γ^{^+ ^−^1^2^3^4}, both commute with the product of Gamma matrices appearing in eqns.(29) and (30). Before doing the final count of the number of supersymmetries that are preserved by our background fields, we now examine the possibility of having more solutions of the Killing spinor equations. Later on, we also discuss the connection of our Killing spinors with the ‘normal’ and ‘supernumerary’ Killing spinors in [57, 54].

Additional solutions of both the dilatino and the gravitino variations are possible by using projections:

Γ^{^+}ϵ_± = 0. (31)

The condition (17) is now trivially satisfied and eqns.(19)-(22) are replaced by:

∂_+ϵ_± − μ 2 (Γ^{^1^2} + Γ^{^3^4})ϵ_∓ = 0, (32)

∂_−ϵ_± = 0, ∂_iϵ_± = 0, ∂_aϵ_± = 0. (33)

However, before solving these equations, we notice by using

Γ^{^+} = 1 2 Γ^{^+}(1 − Γ^{^+ ^−}), (34)

that a part of the solutions of eqn. (31) already coincide with the solutions of the type in eqns. (29), (30): further constrained by the projection condition: (23). As a result, only those spinors in (23) are relevant which satisfy:

Γ^{^1^2^3^4}ϵ_± = ϵ_±. (35)

In any case, the other projection:

Γ^{^1^2^3^4}ϵ_± = −ϵ_±, (36)

is inconsistent with eqn. (23), as one will then have Γ^{^+}ϵ_± = 0, using eqn. (34). Total number of supersymmetries preserved by the background pp-wave will be 3/4 of the maximal ones, since eqn. (32) can be solved easily after imposing either (35) or (36). In addition, the brane breaks another 1/2 supersymmetry given by eqns.(16), (18), so that total solution (1) preserves 3/8 of the maximal supersymmetry.

We now comment on the relation of the Killing spinor solutions discussed above, with the ones in [8], [54]. It is now apparent that the solutions of the Killing equations with projection (31) are the ‘normal’ Killing spinors of [54], whereas the ones given by solution of the Killing spinor equations, with condition (23) are the ‘supernumerary’ Killing spinors, since independent solutions of this projection condition is also a solution of another projection condition given by (35).

To summarize, combining results presented in eqns.(16), (18), (23), (29), (30) and (31), (35), we conclude that the D5-brane solution in eqn.(1) preserves 1/2 of the ‘background’ supersymmetry. The pp-wave background itself preserves 3/4 of the maximal supersymmetries. We have also examined the pp-wave ‘background’ geometry of the IIB NS5-brane. The analogy with the Killing equations of [54] holds there as well and once again gives 3/4 supersymmetry.

The supersymmetry analysis for the D3-brane solution presented in eqn.(9) of this paper is very similar to the one given above. The dilatino variation now gives: δλ_± ≡ ∓ μ 2 f^{14} ( Γ^{^+^1^2} + Γ^{^+^3^4} ) ϵ_± + μ 2 f^{14} ( Γ^{^+^3^2} + Γ^{^+^1^4} ) ϵ_∓ = 0, (37)

and is solved by imposing condition:

Γ^{^+}ϵ_± = 0. (38)

The need to impose condition (38) for the D3-brane solution becomes apparent while writing the gravitino variation equations for components (i = 2, 4) below, as the NS −NS 3-form flux contributes a term which can be consistently set to zero by imposing the above condition. More explicitly, we have (using eqn.(38)):

∂_+ϵ_± − 1 8 f,_â f^32

Γ^{^−â}ϵ_± ∓ μ 2 (Γ^{^1^2} + Γ^{^3^4})ϵ_± − μ 4 (Γ^{^+^3^2} + Γ^{^+^1^4})Γ^{^−}ϵ_∓ ∓ 1 8 1 5! Γ^{â1...â5} ϵ_{â1...â5a} f_{,a} f^32

Γ^{^−}ϵ_∓ = 0, (39)

∂_−ϵ_± = 0, ∂_iϵ_± = 0, (i = 2, 4), (40)

∂_aϵ_± + 1 8 f_{,ĉ} f δ_{ab̂}Γ^{b̂ĉ}ϵ_+ ∓ 1 8 1 5! Γ^{â1 ...â5} ϵ_{â1...â5b} f_{,b} f δ_{aâ}Γ^âϵ_∓ = 0, (a = 1, 3, 5, .., 8). (41)

Then the D3-brane supersymmetry condition:

ϵ_+ = Γ^{^1^3^5...^8}ϵ_− (42)

implies that all the Killing spinor equations are satisfied, provided one also imposes

(Γ^{^3^2} + Γ^{^1^4})ϵ_± = 0. (43) or (Γ^{^1^2} + Γ^{^3^4})ϵ_± = 0. (44) Equations (38),(43) (or (44)) give the Killing spinor conditions on the background ppwave and the condition in eqn.(42) is the supersymmetry breaking due to the presence of D3-brane. Imposing all these conditions, one finally observes using (43), that ϵ_± are given as: ϵ_± = exp( μ 2 Γ^{^1^2}u)ϵ^0_±. (45)

This is a valid solution, as the projection matrices Γ^{^+} as well as Γ^{^1^2^3^4}, both commute with the term in the exponential in eqn.(45). Combining these with another set of spinors coming from (44), we have 1/2 supersymmetry for the pp-wave background metric in eqn.(9). In addition, the brane once again breaks another 1/2 supersymmetry, leading to

1/4 supersymmetry for the full solution. As an observation, we mention that additional Killing spinors are possible, when one of NS − NS background fields has an opposite signature than the ones in (9), as the dilatino equation (37) can be satisfied by imposing a projection different from the one in (38): Γ^{^3^2^2^4}ϵ_± = ϵ_±. This condition also simplifies the gravitino equations, leading now to 3/4 supersymmetry for the background. Finally, the above exercise can be repeated for the D4-brane solution in eqn.(5) as well and we once again expect the solution to be stable.

4 Discussions

In this paper we have found the supergravity solution of different branes in the PP-wave background using toroidal isometries of pp-waves, following Michelson[52]. To find these solutions, we have started from the known D5-brane solution and then used S- and Tduality. We have also studied the supersymmetric properties of these branes where we showed that they preserve half of the background supersymmetry.

Having supergravity solution of different branes one could proceed to study the worldvolume theory of them. For D7-branes this has been studied in [47] where it has been shown that the CS-term plays an important role in order to get the correct mass for gauge field. To study other branes we note, however, that it is also crucial to consider the Myers term[59] as well. In particular, for D3-brane case it seems that it is the Myers term which provides the correct mass for the adjoint scalars. We however leave this as a future exercise.

Another interesting feature of these supergravity solutions would be to extend the original Maldacena’s conjecture for the string theory to the one in the PP-wave background. Namely one might expect that the theory on the worldvolume of D3-brane in the PP-wave background decouples from the bulk gravity, providing a dual description of the string theory on the near-horizon limit of (9).

Note added: While we were preparing our paper for submission we received the paper [58] where the supergravity solution of branes have also been studied.

Acknowledgments We would like to thank S. Parvizi for useful discussions.

References

[1] R.Gueven, “Plane Waves in Effective Field Theories of Superstrings,” Phys.Lett. B 191 (1987) 275.

[2] D. Amati and Klimcik, “Strings in a Shock Wave Background and Generation of Curved Geometry from Flat Space String Theory,” Phys.Lett. B 210 (1988) 92.

[3] G. T. Horowitz and A. A. Tseytlin, “A New Class of Exact Solutions in String Theory,” Phys. Rev D 51 (1995) 2896, [hep-th/9409021].

[4] S. Kar, A. Kumar and G. Sengupta, “Exact Type IIB Superstring Backgrounds,” Phys. Lett. B 375 (1996) 121, [hep-th/9601171].

[5] R. Gueven, “Plane Wave Limits and T-Duality,” Phys. Lett. B482 (2000) 255, [hepth/0005061].

[6] D. Berenstein, J. Maldacena and H. Nastase, “Strings in flat space and pp waves from N = 4 super Yang-Mills,” [hep-th/0202021].

[7] R. R. Metsaev, “Type IIB Green-Schwarz superstring in plane wave Ramond-Ramond background,” Nucl. Phys. B 625, 70 (2002) [hep-th/0112044].

R.R. Metsaev and A.A. Tseytlin, “Exactly solvable model of superstring in plane wave Ramond-Ramond background,” [hep-th/0202109].

R. R. Metsaev, “light-cone gauge formulation of IIB supergravity in AdS_5 × S^5 background and AdS/CFT correspondence,” Phys. Lett. B 468, 65 (1999) [hepth/9908114].

[8] M. Blau, J. Figueroa-O’Farrill, C. Hull and G. Papadopoulos, “Penrose limits and maximal supersymmetry,” Class. Quant. Grav. 19, L87 (2002) [hep-th/0201081].

[9] M. Blau, J. Figueroa-O’Farrill and G. Papadopoulos, “Penrose limits, supergravity and brane dynamics,” [hep-th/0202111].

[10] J. G. Russo and A. A. Tseytlin, “On solvable models of type IIB superstring in NS-NS and R-R plane wave backgrounds,” JHEP 0204, 021 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0202179].

[11] J. Gomis and H. Ooguri, “Penrose limit of N = 1 gauge theories,” [hep-th/0202157].

[12] N. Itzhaki, I. R. Klebanov and S. Mukhi, “PP wave limit and enhanced supersymmetry in gauge theories,” JHEP 0203, 048 (2002) [hep-th/0202153].

[13] L. A. Pando Zayas and J. Sonnenschein, “On Penrose limits and gauge theories,” [hep-th/0202186].

[14] M. Hatsuda, K. Kamimura and M. Sakaguchi, “From super-AdS_5 × S^5 algebra to super-pp-wave algebra,” [hep-th/0202190].

[15] M. Alishahiha and M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, “The PP-wave limits of orbifolded AdS_5 × S^5,” [hep-th/0203018].

[16] N.Kim, A. Pankiewicz, S-J. Rey and S. Theisen, “Superstring on PP-Wave Orbifold from Large-N Quiver Gauge Theory,”[hep-th/0203080].

[17] M. Cvetič, H. Lu and C. N. Pope, “Penrose limits, pp-waves and deformed M2- branes,” [hep-th/0203082].

[18] T. Takayanagi and S. Terashima, “Strings on orbifolded pp-waves,” [hep-th/0203093]. [19] U. Gursoy, C. Nunez and M. Schvellinger, “RG flows from Spin(7), CY 4-fold and HK manifolds to AdS, Penrose limits and pp waves,” [hep-th/0203124].

[20] E. Floratos and A. Kehagias, “Penrose limits of orbifolds and orientifolds,” [hepth/0203134].

[21] R. Gueven, “Randall-Sundrum zero mode as a Penrose limit,” [hep-th/0203153]. [22] S. R. Das, C. Gomez and S.-J. Rey “Penrose limit, Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking and Holography in PP-Wave Background,” [hep-th/0203164].

[23] C. S. Chu and P. M. Ho, “Noncommutative D-brane and open string in pp-wave background with B-field,” [hep-th/0203186].

[24] D. Berenstein, E. Gava, J. M. Maldacena, K. S. Narain and H. Nastase, “Open strings on plane waves and their Yang-Mills duals,” [hep-th/0203249].

[25] J. P. Gauntlett and C. M. Hull, “pp-waves in 11-dimensions with extra supersymmetry,” [hep-th/0203255].

[26] H. Lu and J. F. Vazquez-Poritz, “Penrose Limits of Non-standard Brane Intersections,” [hep-th/0204001].

[27] M. Hatsuda, K. Kamimura and M. Sakaguchi, “Super-PP-wave algebra from super- AdS × S algebras in eleven-dimensions,” [hep-th/0204002].

[28] E. Kiritsis and B. Pioline, “Strings in homogeneous gravitational waves and null holography,” [hep-th/0204004].

[29] R. G. Leigh, K. Okuyama and M. Rozali, “PP-Waves and Holography,” [hepth/0204026].

[30] D. Bak, “Supersymmetric Branes in PP Wave Background,” [hep-th/0204033]. [31] S. S. Gubser, I. R. Klebanov and A. M. Polyakov, “A semi-classical limit of the gauge/string correspondence,” [hep-th/0204051].

[32] M. Spradlin and A. Volovich, “Superstring interactions in a pp-wave background,” [hep-th/0204146].

[33] S. Mukhi, M. Rangamani and E. Verlinde, “Strings from quivers, membranes from moose,” [hep-th/0204147].

[34] M. Alishahiha and M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, “Strings in PP-waves and worldsheet deconstruction,” [hep-th/0204174].

[35] V. Balasubramanian, M. x. Huang, T. S. Levi and A. Naqvi, “Open strings from N = 4 super Yang-Mills,” [hep-th/0204196].

[36] Y. Imamura, “Large angular momentum closed strings colliding with D-branes,” [hepth/0204200].

[37] S. Frolov and A. A. Tseytlin, “Semiclassical quantization of rotating superstring in AdS_5 × S^5,” [hep-th/0204226].

[38] H. Takayanagi and T. Takayanagi, “Open strings in exactly solvable model of curved space-time and PP-wave limit,” [hep-th/0204234].

[39] I. Bakas and K. Sfetsos, “PP-waves and logarithmic conformal field theories,” [hepth/0205006].

[40] C. Ahn, “More on Penrose Limit of AdS_4 × Q^{1,1,1},” [hep-th/0205008].

C. Ahn, “Comments on Penrose Limit of AdS_4 × M^{1,1,1},” [hep-th/0205109]. [41] A. Parnachev and D. A. Sahakyan, “Penrose limit and string quantization in AdS_3 × S^3,” [hep-th/0205015 ].

[42] C. Kristjansen, J. Plefka, G. W. Semenoff and M. Staudacher, “A New Double-Scaling Limit of N=4 Super Yang-Mills Theory and PP-Wave Strings,” [hep-th/0205033].

[43] D. Berenstein, H. Nastase, “On light-cone string field theory from Super Yang-Mills and holography,” [hep-th/0205048].

[44] D.J. Gross, A. Mikhailov and R. Roiban, “Operators with large R charge in N=4 Yang-Mills theory,” [hep-th/0205066].

[45] K. Oh and Tatar, “Orbifolds, Penrose Limits and Supersymmetry Enhancement,” [hep-th/0205067].

[46] N. R. Constable, D. Z. Freedman, M. Headrick, S. Minwalla, L. Motl, A. Postnikov and W. Skiba, “PP-wave string interactions from perturbative Yang-Mills theory,” [hep-th/0205089].

[47] A. Dabholkar and S. Parvizi, “Dp branes in pp-wave background,” [hep-th/0203231]. [48] A. Kumar, R. R. Nayak and Sanjay, “D-brane solutions in pp-wave background,” [hep-th/0204025].

[49] K. Skenderis and M. Taylor, “Branes in AdS and pp-wave spacetimes,” [hepth/0204054].

[50] P. Lee and J. w. Park, “Open strings in PP-wave background from defect conformal field theory,” [hep-th/0203257].

[51] M. Billo and I. Pesando, “Boundary states for GS superstrings in an Hpp wave background,” [hep-th/0203028].

[52] J. Michelson, “(Twisted) Toroidal Compactification of PP-waves,” [hep-th/0203140]. [53] A. Giveon, M. Porrati and E. Rabinovici, “Target Space Duality in String Theory,” Phys. Rept. 244 (1994) 77, [hep-th/9401139].

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

[54] H. Singh, “M5-branes with 3/8 Supersymmetry in PP-wave background,” [hepth/0205020].

[55] S.F. Hassan, “T-Duality, Space-time Spinors and R-R Fields in Curved Backgrounds,” Nucl.Phys. B568 (2000) 145, [hep-th/9907152].

[56] P. Meessen, “A Small Note on PP-Wave Vacua in 6 and 5 Dimensions,” [hepth/0111031].

[57] M. Cvetič, H. Lu and C. N. Pope, “M-theory pp-waves, Penrose limits and supernumerary supersymmetries,” [hep-th/0203229].

[58] P.Bain, P.Meessen and M.Zamaklar, “ Supergravity solutions for D-branes in Hppwave backgrounds,” [hep-th/0205106].

[59] R.C. Myers, “Dielectric-Branes,” JHEP 9912 (1999) 022, [hep-th/9910053].