arXiv:hep-th/0211192 v3 14 Jan 2003

KUL-TF/02-12 hep-th/0211192

Solutions to the Massive HLW IIA Supergravity

Jos Gheerardyn^1

Instituut voor Theoretische Fysica, Katholieke Universiteit Leuven Celestijnenlaan 200D, B-3001 Leuven, Belgium

Email : jos.gheerardyn@fys.kuleuven.ac.be

Abstract

We find new supersymmetric solutions of the massive supergravity theory which can be constructed by generalized Scherk-Schwarz dimensional reduction of eleven dimensional supergravity, using the scaling symmetry of the equations of motion. Firstly, we construct field configurations which solve the ten dimensional equations of motion by reducing on the radial direction of Ricci-flat cones. Secondly, we will extend this result to the supersymmetric case by performing a dimensional reduction along the flow of a homothetic Killing vector which is the Euler vector of the cone plus a boost.

1Aspirant FWO

1 Introduction

In regular supergravities, the fields in the gauge multiplet are always massless. Massive theories are continuous deformations of the regular ones in which the gauge transformations and supersymmetries get extra dependence via a mass parameter m. Consequently, the equations of motion get extra terms linear and quadratic in this parameter. Some of the gauge fields (the Stückelberg fields) then can be gauged away, giving mass to other fields.

The prime example of these theories is Romans’ IIA supergravity [1]. Its role in string theory was clarified after the discovery of D-branes [2]. It then became clear that this supergravity is actually the low energy limit of string theory in the background of a D8- brane. Such a brane solution was found in Romans’ theory [3, 4], and the mass parameter was seen to be proportional to the charge of the D8.

It is a general property of massive supergravities that they admit domainwall solutions. Therefore, they are relevant to e.g. the domainwall/CFT correspondence [5, 6] and the Randall-Sundrum scenario [7, 8].

A less known massive IIA theory is the one constructed by Howe, Lambert and West [9]. Although they constructed the theory by introducing a conformal spin connection, it is believed [10] that the theory can also be constructed by performing a generalized Scherk-Schwarz reduction [11] of the eleven dimensional equations of motion, using their scaling symmetry. The resulting massive theory does not have an action and has got no fundamental strings as the two-form potential (together with the dilaton) are Stückelberg fields. It was noted that this theory admits a de Sitter solution [10]. As only few other solutions are known [9, 12, 13, 17], it is the purpose of this paper to present a method of constructing (supersymmetric) solutions to that theory, using cones of special holonomy.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we briefly remind how the massive theory can be constructed using generalised Scherk-Schwarz reduction. In section 3, we point out that it is possible to perform this dimensional reduction in backgrounds admitting a homothetic Killing vector. Section 4 comments on a specal kind of such backgrounds, namely Ricci-flat cones. Section 5 shows how we can extend this method to find backgrounds which preserve some fraction of supersymmetry and the final section 6 contains our conclusions.

2 Reduction Ansatz

In this section, we will find the equations of motion and the supersymmetry rules by performing generalized Scherk-Schwarz reduction of the eleven dimensional supergravity theory.

In regular Kaluza-Klein truncation on a circle, spacetime admits a u(1) action generated by a Killing vector. Because all fields have to be periodic^2 on this circle, one can do a Fourier expansion of all fields. Dimensional reduction then boils down to retain only the

2Possibly modulo Z_2 for fermionic fields.

zero modes. In that case, the remaining theory effectively does not depend on the extra dimension any more.

If the theory admits a global symmetry, it is sometimes possible to give the fields a very specific dependence on the circular coordinate, in such a way that the lower dimensional theory neither depends on the extra dimension. To be more concrete, when one is moving in the extra dimension, the fields undergo a symmetry transformation. This is called generalized Scherk-Schwarz reduction.

The equations of motion of eleven dimensional supergravity [14] admit a rigid scaling symmetry e_μ^a → λe_μ^a , A_{μνκ} → λ^3A_{μνκ} , ψ_μ → λ^{12} ψ_μ , (1) and it can be used to construct a massive IIA supergravity [10].

2.1 Bosonic Fields

Our conventions are explained in Appendix A. The Ansatz for the Vielbein is taken to be to be ê_n^A = e^{mz} ( e^112^ϕe_μ^a e^{− 2}3^ϕA_μ

0 e^{− 2}3^ϕ ) ê_A^n = e^{−mz} ( e^{− 1}12^ϕe_a^μ −e^{− 1}12^ϕA_a 0 e^23^ϕ ) , (2)

while the three form must depend on z in the following way Â_3 = e^{3mz}(A_3 + A_2 ∧ dz) . (3)

With this three form, we define the ten dimensional field strengths to be F_2 = dA_1 , F_3 = dA_2 − 3mA_3 , F_4 = dA_3 − dA_2 ∧ A_1 + 3mA_3 ∧ A_1 . (4)

2.2 Fermionic Fields

The Ansatz for the gravitino is taken in such a way that the supersymmetry of the lower dimensional Vielbein has the usual form δe_μ^a = ϵ̄γ^aψ_μ . (5) Taking into account the scaling property (1) together with the fact that we are reducing on flat indices, we take ψ̂_a = e^{− 1}_{24}^{ϕ− 1}_2^{mz} (ψ_a −^1_8 γ_aλ) , ψ̂_i = e^{− 1}_{24}^{ϕ− 1}_2^{mz} γ_{11}λ , (6)

while the parameter for supersymmetry has to satisfy ϵ̂ = e^{124 ϕ+ 12 mz} ϵ . (7) Using this Ansatze, we can derive the equations of motion and the supersymmetry transformation rules, which are given in the Appendix B. Note that all ten dimensional fields now only depend on the ten coordinates x^μ.

3 Homothetic Killing Vectors

In this paper, we will consider purely gravitational (bosonic) solutions of M theory. As a consequence of the equations of motion, these solutions are Ricci-flat. If the metric admits a homothetic Killing vector k, there will exist a coordinate system in which it will satisfy the reduction Ansatz. This can easily be seen by choosing coordinates adapted to k (k = ∂_z ), as the Lie derivative then reduces to

L_kĝ_{mn} = k^p∂_pĝ_{mn} = 2mĝ_{mn} , (8)

which is solved by ĝ = e^{2mz}ĥ(x) . (9)

As the Ansatz for the Vielbein (2) implies that the metric reads ĝ = e^{2mz} ( e^{16 ϕ}g_{μν} dx^μdx^ν + e^{− 43 ϕ}(dz + A_μdx^μ)^2 ) , (10)

the eleven dimensional metric (9) written in the coordinates adapted to k will yield a solution of the massive ten dimensional theory.

If this classical M theory field configuration moreover preserves N supersymmetries, it will admit N parallel spinors ϵ̂. Looking at the Ansatz (7) for the parameters of supersymmetry, we see that parallel spinors satisfying the Ansatz are solutions of

∂_zϵ̂ =^m_2 ϵ̂ . (11)

Written in a coordinate invariant way, we find that the dimenionally reduced solution will preserve as many supersymmetries as there are eleven dimensional spinors satisfying

L_kϵ̂ = k^m∇_mϵ̂ +^1_4 ∂_mk_nΓ^{mn}ϵ̂ =^m_2 ϵ̂ . (12)

This condition can even be simplified to

∂_mk_nΓ^{mn}ϵ̂ = 2mϵ̂ , (13)

as the spinors are parallel.

If we would also consider solutions with a three form differing from zero, it would satisfy the Ansatz if L_kÂ_3 = 3mÂ_3 . (14)

In conclusion, a gravitational solution of classical M theory yields a solution of the massive theory if it admits a homothetic Killing vector. The number of preserved supersymmetries of the ten dimensional field configuration equals the number of eleven dimensional parallel spinors satisfying (13).

4 Ricci-flat Cones

To clarify the previous discussion, we will now perform a generelaized Scherk-Schwarz reduction of eleven dimensional cones on their Euler vector, yielding non-supersymmetric solutions if the massive IIA theory.

If a manifold admits a homothetic Killing vector k which is hypersurface orthogonal, i.e. there exist a function f such that

k_μ = ∂_μf , (15)

then there is a set of coordinates in which the metric can be written as a cone [15]. The vectorfield k is then called the Euler vector.

We now start our construction by taking a solution of eleven dimensional supergravity which is 11 − d dimensional Minkowski space times a d dimensional Ricci-flat Riemannian cone and write Minkowski space as a cone over de Sitter space.

ĝ = dR^2 + R^2ds^2_{dS} + dr^2 + r^2ds^2_{d−1} . (16)

Now, k = R∂_R + r∂_r is a homothetic Killing vector which is hypersurface orthogonal. If we change coordinates to

r = e^z cos ρ , R = e^z sin ρ , ρ ∈ [−^π_2 , +^π_2 ] , (17)

the homothetic Killing vector becomes k = ∂_z and the metric reads

ĝ = e^{2z} ( dz^2 + dρ^2 + sin^2 ρds^2_{dS} + cos^2 ρds^2_{d−1} ) . (18)

From the reduction Ansatz (10), we can directly read of that

g = dρ^2 + sin^2 ρds^2_{dS} + cos^2 ρds^2_{d−1} , m = 1 , (19)

and all other fields zero, is a solution of the massive supergravity. We can find solutions for any value of the mass parameter by reducing on mk.

A large set of Ricci-flat Riemannian cones are cones of special holonomy [16]. In this reference, a lot of examples can also be found.

5 Supersymmetric Reductions

In this section, we will list solutions of the massive theory which are reductions of special holonomy cones (supplied with some extra flat directions) and which preserve some fraction of supersymmetry. The vector field we will use to perform the dimensional reduction will now be the Euler vector from the previous section plus a boost in the flat directions. Therefore, the vector field will not be hypersurface orthogonal anymore and we will be able to preserve supersymmetry during the reduction process.

5.1 Reduction of Flat Space

We will start with the easiest case of the supersymmetric reduction of Minkowski space, where the ten dimensional solution will preserve half of the supersymmetries. Flat space admits a homothetic hypersurface orthogonal Killing vector K which can be written in natural coordinates as K = x^m∂_m , L_K η_{mn} = 2η_{mn} , (20)

implying that Minkowski space is a cone over de Sitter space and K is the Euler vector. Noting that all so(1, 10) rotations induce Killing vectors l of Minkowski space, the vector field k = K+l still is homothetic, but not hypersurface orthogonal anymore. The important observation to be able to construct supersymmetric solutions is that we can choose l such that L_kϵ̂ = L_lϵ̂ =^1_2ϵ̂ , (21)

for some parallel spinors ϵ̂ of eleven dimensional Minkowski space. The spinors satisfying this condition reduce to supersymmetries of the ten dimensional solution.

We can write the Killing vector l as

l = B_m^nx^m∂_n . (22)

In that case, the condition for supersymmetry (13) reads /Bϵ̂ = 2ϵ̂ , /B = B_m^nη_{np}Γ^{mp} . (23) As the spinors have to have real eigenvalues of /B, l has to be a boost, and it is always possible to take it in the (x^0, x^1) plane. Because Γ^{01} squares to one and is traceless, half of its eigenvalues are 1, and the other half are −1. Therefore, we take l to be

l = x^1∂_0 + x^0∂_1 . (24)

As a consequence, the homothetic Killing vector we want to reduce on, reads

k = (x^0 + x^1)∂_0 + (x^0 + x^1)∂_1 + x^a∂_a = (x^0 + x^1)∂_0 + (x^0 + x^1)∂_1 + r∂_r , (25)

where r = √ x^ax^a and a = 2, . . . , 10. Firstly, we write the flat metric as

ĝ = −(dx^0)^2 + (dx^1)^2 + ( dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_8 ) , (26)

where dΩ^2_8 is the natural metric on the 8-sphere. We can now choose new coordinates^3 which are adapted to the vector field k = ∂_z .

x^0 =^1_2 y_2 ( e^{2z} + e^{−2y1} ) , x^1 =^1_2 y_2 ( e^{2z} − e^{−2y1} ) , r = e^{z−y1} . (27)

3The Jacobian for this coordinate transformation becomes singular for y_2 = 0.

In these new coordinates, the eleven dimensional metric reads

ĝ = e^{2(z−y1 )} ( (dz − (1 − 2y^2)dy_1 − y_2dy_2)^2

+4y^2(1 − y^2)dy^2_1 − (1 + y^2)dy^2 + 4y^3_2 dy_1dy_2 + dΩ^2_8 ) . (28)

From the reduction Ansatz (10), we can read of the ten dimensional field configuration. The ten dimensional solution is (m = 1)

g = e^{− 94 y1} ( 4y^2(1 − y^2)dy^2_1 − (1 + y^2)dy^2 + 4y^3_2dy_1dy_2 + dΩ^2_8 ) , A_{y1} = −(1 − 2y^2 ) , A_{y2} = −y_2 , ϕ =^3_2 y_1 . (29)

This solution preserves 1/2 of the supersymmetry.

5.2 Reductions on Special Holonomy Cones

To find solutions with less supersymmetry, we will start from an eleven dimensional configuration which is the product of a Riemannian simply connected special holonomy manifold and flat Minkowski space. Firstly, we briefly comment on these eleven dimensional solutions, and secondly we find the appropriate homothetic Killing vector to perform a supersymmetric reduction.

5.2.1 Parallel Spinors

If we use Ricci-flat manifolds as (purely gravitational) solutions of classical M theory, the condition for them to preserve some supersymmetry is that the supersymmetry variation of the gravitino is zero.

δψ̂_m = ∇_mϵ̂ = 0 . (30)

If the solution is the product of flat space and a special holonomy manifold, the parallel spinors are products of solutions of (30) on both spaces. Counting these gives the number of preserved supersymmetries.

Dimension Manifold Holonomy Parallel Spinors 4n Calabi-Yau su(2n) (2, 0) 4n + 2 Calabi-Yau su(2n + 1) (1, 1) 4n Hyperkähler sp(2n) (n + 1, 0) 7 Exceptional G_2 1 8 Exceptional spin(7) (1, 0)

5.2.2 Solutions

The eleven dimensional solution we start with reads

ĝ = −(dx^0)^2 + (dx^1)^2 + dr^2_1 + r^2_1dΩ^2_{n−2} + dr^2 + r^2ds^2_{9−n} , (31)

where the last two terms are the metric on the 10 − n dimensional special holonomy cone. We first perform a coordinate transformation

r_1 = r cos α , r_2 = r sin α ; α ∈ [0,^π_2 ] , n > 2 | α ∈ [−^π_2 ,^π_2 ] , n = 2 . (32)

The metric in these new coordinates now reads

ĝ = −(dx^0)^2 + (dx^1)^2 + dr^2 + r^2 ( dα^2 + cos^2 αdΩ^2_{n−2} + sin^2 αds^2_{9−n} ) , (33)

while the homothetic Killing vector we will use for the reduction reads

k = (x^0 + x^1)∂_0 + (x^0 + x^1)∂_1 + r∂_r . (34)

Comparing with (28), we see that we only have to substitute the metric on the 8-sphere by dΩ^2_8 → dα^2 + cos^2 αdΩ^2_{n−2} + sin^2 αds^2_{9−n} . (35)

The number of preserved supersymmetries is now half of the number preserved by the eleven dimensional solution. We list this number N in the following table together with the dimension of the special holonomy cone. Of course, it is always possible to consider products of different manifolds.

Dimension Manifold N 8 Spin(7) 1 8 CY_4 2 8 HK_2 3 7 G_2 2 6 CY_3 4 4 CY_2 = HK_1 8

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we have constructed several sets of solutions of the massive supergravity first built by Howe, Lambert and West. In the first part of the paper, we have found nonsupersymmetric solutions by reducing on the radial direction of cones. In the second part of this paper, we have built supersymmetric solutions by using cones of special holonomy and by reducing on a homothetic Killing vector which is the sum of a scale transformation and a boost.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank B. Janssen, P. Meessen, F. Roose and A. Van Proeyen for useful discussions. This work has been partially supported by the FWO-Vlaanderen and the RTN Network The quantum structure of spacetime and the geometric nature of fundamental interactions HPRN-CT-2000-00131.

A Conventions

The field content of eleven dimensional supergravity is a Vielbein ê^A_m (metric ĝ), a three form Â_3 and a gravitino ψ̂_m. Eleven dimensional curved indices are denoted by m, n, . . ., while flat labels are A, B, . . .. The parameter for supersymmetries are 32 Majorana spinors ϵ̂. The direction along which the dimensional reduction is performed is denoted by z for a curved and i for a flat direction. The metric is taken to be mostly plus and a covariant derivative on a spinor is

∇_mϵ̂ = ∂_mϵ̂ +^1_4 /ω_mϵ̂ = ∂_mϵ̂ +^1_4 ω_m^{ab}γ_{ab}ϵ̂ . (36)

Eleven dimensional gamma matrices are Γ^m and they satisfy

{Γ_m, Γ_n} = 2g_{mn}. (37)

Ten dimensional curved indices are μ, ν, . . . while flat labels are a, b, . . .. Ten dimensional gamma matrices are γ^μ. Covariant derivatives are written as D_μ.

Brackets (mn) denote symmetrization in m, n with unit weight while [m, n] means antisymmetrisation.

B Equations of Motion and Supersymmetry

B.1 Equations of Motion

If we substitute the Ansatz in the eleven dimensional equations of motion, we find that all z-dependence disappears. The equations of motion for the bosonic fields then become [10, 9]

□ϕ = −^3_8 e^{− 3}2^ϕ F^2_2 +^1_{12} e^ϕ F^2_3 −^1_{96} e^{− 1}2^ϕ F^2_4 +^{27}_2 m^2 A_μ A^μ + 9m A^μ∂_μϕ −^3_2 m D_μA^μ

R_{μν} −^1_2 R g_{μν} =^1_2 (∂_μϕ ∂_ν ϕ −^1_2 (∂ϕ)^2 g_{μν} ) +^1_2 e^{− 32 ϕ} (F_{μρ} F_ν^ρ −^1_4 F^2_2 g_{μν} )

+^1_4 e^ϕ (F_{μρσ} F_ν^{ρσ} −^1_6 F^2_3 g_{μν} ) +^1_{12} e^{− 1}2^ϕ (F_{μρσλ} F_ν^{ρσλ} −^1_8 F^2_4 g_{μν} )

−9m^2 (A_μ A_ν + 4A_ρ A^ρ g_{μν} ) − 36m^2 e^32^ϕ g_{μν}

−^9_2 m (D_μA_ν + D_ν A_μ − 2D_ρA^ρ g_{μν} ) +^3_4 m (A_μ∂_ν ϕ + A_ν ∂_μϕ − A^ρ∂_ρϕ g_{μν} ) D_ν (e^{− 3}2^ϕ F_μ^ν ) = 12m∂_μϕ + 18m^2 A_μ + 9m e^{− 3}2^ϕ A^ν F_{μν} −^1_6 e^{− 1}2^ϕ F_{μνρσ} F^{νρσ} D^σ (e^{− 12 ϕ}F_{μνρσ} ) = −6m e^ϕ F_{μνρ} + 6m e^{− 12 ϕ} A^σF_{μνρσ} −^1_{144} ϵ_{μνρσ1 ...σ7} F^{σ1...σ4} F^{σ5σ6 σ7} D^σ (e^ϕF_{μνσ} ) = 6m e^ϕ A^σ F_{μνσ} +^1_2 e^{− 1}2^ϕ F_{μνσρ} F^{σρ} +^1_{1152} ϵ_{μνρ1 ...ρ8} F^{ρ1...ρ4} F^{ρ5...ρ8} (38) Note that these equations of motion cannot be derived from an action.

B.2 Supersymmetry

If we use the Ansatz to deduce the supersymmetry transformation rules, we find [13]

δλ =^1_2 me^{34 ϕ}γ_{11}ϵ −^1_8 e^{− 34 ϕ} /F_2γ_{11}ϵ −^1_3 /Dϕϵ −^1_{144} e^{− 14 ϕ} /F_4ϵ +^1_{18} e^{12 ϕ} /F_3γ_{11}ϵ δψ_a = D_aϵ +^9_{16} me^{34 ϕ}γ_aγ_{11}ϵ − m^9_{16} γ_a /A_1ϵ −^1_{64} e^{− 34 ϕ}(_a /F_2 − 14 /F_{(2)a})γ_{11}ϵ +^1_{48} e^{12 ϕ}(9 /F_{(3)a} −_a /F_3)γ_{11}ϵ +^1_{128} e^{− 14 ϕ}(^{20}_3 /F_{(4)a} −_a /F_4)ϵ (39) with D_aϕ = ∂_aϕ +^3_2 mA_a (40)

References

[1] L. J. Romans, Massive N=2a Supergravity in ten-Dimensions, Phys. Lett. B169 (1986) 374.

[2] J. Polchinski, Dirichlet-Branes and Ramond-Ramond Charges, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75 (1995) 4724–4727, hep-th/9510017.

[3] J. Polchinski and E. Witten, Evidence for Heterotic - Type I String Duality, Nucl.

Phys. B460 (1996) 525–540, hep-th/9510169.

[4] E. Bergshoeff, M. de Roo, M. B. Green, G. Papadopoulos, and P. K. Townsend, Duality of Type II 7-branes and 8-branes, Nucl. Phys. B470 (1996) 113–135,

hep-th/9601150.

[5] H. J. Boonstra, K. Skenderis, and P. K. Townsend, The domain wall/QFT correspondence, JHEP 01 (1999) 003, hep-th/9807137.

[6] K. Behrndt, E. Bergshoeff, R. Halbersma, and J. P. van der Schaar, On domain-wall/QFT dualities in various dimensions, Class. Quant. Grav. 16 (1999) 3517–3552, hep-th/9907006.

[7] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, A large mass hierarchy from a small extra dimension, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 3370–3373, hep-ph/9905221.

[8] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, An alternative to compactification, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 4690–4693, hep-th/9906064.

[9] P. S. Howe, N. D. Lambert, and P. C. West, A new massive type IIA supergravity from compactification, Phys. Lett. B416 (1998) 303–308, hep-th/9707139.

[10] I. V. Lavrinenko, H. Lu, and C. N. Pope, Fibre bundles and generalised dimensional reductions, Class. Quant. Grav. 15 (1998) 2239–2256, hep-th/9710243.

[11] J. Scherk and J. H. Schwarz, How to get Masses from Extra Dimensions, Nucl. Phys.

B153 (1979) 61–88.

[12] A. Chamblin, M. J. Perry, and H. S. Reall, Non-BPS D8-branes and dynamic domain walls in massive IIA supergravities, JHEP 09 (1999) 014, hep-th/9908047.

[13] E. Bergshoeff, T. de Wit, U. Gran, R. Linares, and D. Roest, (Non-)Abelian gauged supergravities in nine dimensions, JHEP 10 (2002) 061, hep-th/0209205.

[14] E. Cremmer, B. Julia, and J. Scherk, Supergravity theory in 11 dimensions, Phys.

Lett. B76 (1978) 409–412.

[15] G. W. Gibbons and P. Rychenkova, Cones, tri-Sasakian structures and superconformal invariance, Phys. Lett. B443 (1998) 138–142, hep-th/9809158.

[16] B. S. Acharya, J. M. Figueroa-O’Farrill, C. M. Hull, and B. Spence, Branes at conical singularities and holography, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1999) 1249–1286,

hep-th/9808014.

[17] A. Chamblin and N. D. Lambert, Zero-branes, quantum mechanics and the cosmological constant, Phys. Rev. D 65, 066002 (2002), hep-th/0107031.