arXiv:hep-th/0703082v3 9 May 2007

A Note on Intersections of S-branes with p-branes

Nihat Sadik Deger^∗ Department of Mathematics, Bogazici University, Bebek, 34342, Istanbul, Turkey and Feza Gursey Institute, Cengelkoy, 34680, Istanbul, Turkey (Dated: May 10, 2007)

Abstract

We first investigate intersections of an S-brane with a single p-brane and show that in addition to the already known solutions, it is possible to place the S-brane so that the radial part of the p-brane is not included in its worldvolume. This leads to a new set of solutions. Secondly, we consider intersections of an S-brane with a supersymmetric Dp_1 − Dp_2 intersection and find the list of allowed solutions for both positions of the S-brane. Among them there are D1 − D5 − S1 and D1 − D5 − S5 intersections which might be appropriate for studying time dependent AdS/CF T correspondence.

∗e-mail:sadik.deger@boun.edu.tr

Table of Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. Double Intersections 2 2.1. Class I 5 2.2. Class II 6

3. Triple Intersections 7 3.1. Class I 7 3.2. Class II 8

4. Conclusions 9

Acknowledgments 10

A. Derivation of The Solutions 10

References 14

1. INTRODUCTION

Time dependent supergravity solutions recently attracted much attention due to their applications in cosmology. S-branes [1] are particularly nice class of such solutions due to the fact that they have interpretation in string theory as D-branes with Dirichlet boundary conditions applied along the time-like direction. They may be useful in realizing the dS/CF T correspondence [2] and are important for tachyon condensation [3, 4]. Therefore, it is desirable to increase the available supergravity S-brane solutions [5–21] which we aim to do in this paper.

In the past, intersecting p-brane solutions were studied substantially and it was understood that they can be constructed using the harmonic function rule [22–27]. Later, it was found that S-brane intersections with [9] and without [12] supersymmetric analogues follow a similar procedure too. A natural next step was to consider intersections of S-branes with p-branes. Assuming complete separation of variables in all physical fields and a factorized form for the spacetime metric, Edelstein and Mas were able to show that [17] such intersections are obtainable from a similar set of rules. In the construction of [17] (which we call Class I) S-brane worldvolume was chosen to include the transverse space of the p-brane with the radial coordinate. In this paper, we will extend their work in two directions: first we will show that by not including the radial part of the p-brane in the worldvolume of the Sq-brane, one gets a new set of solutions (which we call Class II). However, in both cases M5, M2 and D3-brane solutions are allowed only with smearing which ruins their AdS near horizon geometry. Nevertheless, there are D5 − S5 (in Class I) and D5 − S1 (in Class II) solutions without any smearing which motivates us to investigate the possibility of adding a D1-brane to these. Therefore, as a second generalization we study the intersections of an S-brane with a supersymmetric Dp_1 − Dp_2 intersection and find the whole set of allowed solutions for both positions of the S-brane. We find that D1−D5−S1 and D1−D5−S5 solutions are allowed without any smearing for the D5-brane and therefore they have AdS_3 ×S^3 near horizon limits as both radial and time coordinates approach to zero. We hope that these will be useful in understanding the AdS/CF T duality [28–30] in time dependent backgrounds.

The general structure of a Dp_1 − Dp_2 − Sq intersection has the following form. A single Sqbrane solution with a flat transverse space is characterized with two functions, namely a hyperbolic function H_q(t) and some exponentials of time, whereas extremal p-brane solutions are described by a harmonic function, H_p(r). Assuming a factorized form for the spacetime metric together with conditions for the dimensions of the smeared transverse spaces of the p-branes, completely decouple radial and time derivatives in Einstein’s equation. The same condition also solves the Einstein’s equation corresponding to the only non-diagonal Ricci tensor component, R_{0r}, with an extra relation on integration constants. Dilaton is obtained simply from the superposition of the dilaton solutions of p and S-branes and their gauge potentials get a multiplicative factor. Remaining equations are those of a Dp_1 − Dp_2 intersection and a single S-brane. So, each section of the spacetime metric is multiplied by a factor of the form H^{n1}_{p1} H^{n2}_{p2} H^{n3}_q e^{n4t} where the powers are fixed exactly as in the intersecting Dp_1 − Dp_2 and a single S-brane solutions. The requirement that dimension of every group in the metric should be positive and the transverse dimensions of p and S-branes should have certain lower bounds, restrict possible solutions.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In the next section we begin our investigation of double intersections. After giving the general setup and a short review of intersecting p_1 − p_2 and a single S-brane solutions, we analyze in detail the condition for a solution to exist in both Class I and Class II. Then, in section 3 we do the same for the triple intersections and conclude in section 4 with some remarks and future directions. Technical details of the derivation of the solutions are presented in appendix A.

2. DOUBLE INTERSECTIONS

Our action in the Einstein frame in d-dimensions is S = ∫ d^dx √ −g ( R − 1 2 ∂_μϕ∂^μϕ − K∑ A=1 1 2(n_A)! e^{aAϕ}F^2_{nA} ) , (2.1)

where Chern-Simons terms are omitted since they do not play any role in our solutions. To study intersections, we allow K field strengths with degrees n_A where a_A is the dilaton coupling. This action is suitable for describing the bosonic parts of the low energy limits of type IIA, IIB and 11-dimensional supergravities for some specific values of a_A and n_A. Field equations are: R_{μν} = 1 2 ∂_μϕ∂_ν ϕ + K∑ A=1 1 2(n_A)! e^{aAϕ} ( n_AF_{μα2 ...αnA} F^{α2...αnA} ν − (n_A − 1) d − 2 F^2_{nA} g_{μν} ) , (2.2) ∂_μ (√ −ge^{aAϕ}F^{μν2...νnA} ) = 0 , (2.3) 1 √ −g ∂_μ (√ −g∂^μϕ ) = K∑ A=1 a_A 2(n_A)!

e^{aAϕ}F^2_{nA} . (2.4)

We also have the Bianchi identity ∂_{[ν} F_{μ1...μnA ]} = 0. For this action various p-brane (for a review see [31–33]) and S-brane solutions have been constructed. The generic form of an intersecting, extremal p_1 − p_2 brane solution is:

ds^2 = e^{2α1 (r)}e^{2α2(r)}(−dt^2 + dx^2_1 + ... + dx^2_I ) + e^{2α1 (r)}e^{2θ2(r)}(dy^2_1 + ... + dy^2_k) + e^{2θ1(r)}e^{2α2 (r)}(dz^2_1 + ... + dz^2_b ) + e^{2θ1(r)}e^{2θ2(r)}(dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_m) , (2.5) H_X ≡ [ 1 + √ Δ_X 2(m − 1) Q_X r^{m−1} ] , Δ_X ≡ a^2_X +

2(p_X + 1)(d − p_X − 3) d − 2 , X = 1, 2 , (2.6)

e^{2αX (r)} = H^− 4(d−pX −3) ΔX (d−2) X , E^r_X = 2 √ Δ_X

H^{−1}_X , X = 1, 2 , (2.7)

ϕ_X = − ϵ_X a_X (d − 2) d − p_X − 3 α_X = ϵ_X a_X (d − 2)

p_X + 1 θ_X , X = 1, 2 , ϕ = ϕ_1 + ϕ_2 , (2.8)

where E^r_X ’s are the gauge potentials and Q_X ’s are the charges. In supersymmetric solutions the dimension of the spatial intersection manifold is found to be I = (p_1 + p_2)/2 [22–26]. For asymptotic flatness m ≥ 2 is necessary. The electric and magnetic field strengths are given as F^X_{tx1...xpX r} = ϵ_{x1...xpX} ∂_rE^r_X (Elec.) , F^{xpX +1...ψ1...ψm} X = ϵ^{xp}X^{+1...ψ1...ψmr}e^{−aX ϕX} ∂_rE^r_X √ −g (Mag.) (2.9)

A single p-brane solution can be obtained from the above by setting the charge of the other brane to zero, which causes the corresponding harmonic function to become 1. However, this might produce some smearing.

On the other hand, a single Sq-brane solution with a flat, l dimensional localized transverse space (y_i’s) and k delocalized flat directions (z_i’s) is as follows [7, 8]:

ds^2 = −e^{2A(t)}dt^2 + e^{2M(t)}(dx^2_1 + .. + dx^2_{q+1}) + e^{2N(t)}(dy^2_1 + .. + dy^2_l ) + e^{2R(t)}dz_idz_i (2.10)

ϕ_q = − ϵ_qa_q(d − 2) d − q − 3 M(t) + c_1t + c_2 , Δ_q ≡ a^2_q +

2(q + 1)(d − q − 3) d − 2 , (2.11)

e^{2M(t)} = (√ Δ_q 2 Q_q c_3 e^{− ϵq aq (c1t+c2)2} cosh[c_3(t − t_0)] )_−^{4(d−q−3)} Δq (d−2) ≡ H^− 4(d−q−3) Δq (d−2) q , (2.12) R = − (q + 1) d − q − 3 M(t) , A = ±lt + R(t) , N = ±t + R(t) , (2.13) E^t_q =

4c_3e^{c3(t−t0 )} Q_qΔ_q cosh[c_3(t − t_0)]

, (2.14)

where c_1, c_2 and c_3 are constants that satisfy

(q + 1)c^2_1 +

2(d − 2) d − q − 3 c^2_3 −

(d − 2)l(l − 1)Δ_q d − q − 3 = 0 , (2.15)

from which it follows that the dimension of the localized transverse space (that is l) should be greater than 1, that forces q ≤ 6. (This restriction can be circumvented as explained in [8].) The constant Q_q is the charge of the Sq-brane. The limit c_3 = 0 is achieved by setting Q_q = 0 and c_3/Q_q = 1 in the solution given above (2.10)-(2.14). In this case H_q takes a simpler form. The field strengths are F_{tx1 ...xq+1} = ϵ_{x1...xq+1} ∂_tE^t_q (Electric) , F^{y1...ylz1...zk} = ϵ^{y1...ylz1...zkt}e^{−aq ϕq} ∂_tE^t_q √ −g (Magnetic) (2.16)

Value of the dilaton couplings ’a_p’ and ’a_q’ for a Dp and Sq-brane in type IIA and IIB supergravities are given by:

ϵ_pa_p =^{3−p}_2 , ϵ_qa_q =^{3−q}_2 RR-branes

ϵ_pa_p =^{p−3}_2 , ϵ_qa_q =^{q−3}_2 NS-branes

(2.17)

where ϵ_p = ϵ_q = 1 for electric branes (p = 0, 2, q = 0, 2 in type IIA and p = 1, q = 1 in type IIB) and ϵ_p = ϵ_q = −1 for magnetic branes (p = 4, 6 , q = 4, 6 in type IIA and p = 5, q = 5 in type IIB). In 11-dimensional supergravity there is no dilaton and a_q = a_p = 0. With these values, in 11-dimensions and in type IIB and IIA theories we have Δ_p = Δ_q = 4.

To find solutions for intersections of an Sq-brane with a single Dp-brane our metric ansatz is:

ds^2 = −e^{2A(t)}e^{2α(r)}dt^2 + e^{2B(t)}e^{2α(r)}(dx^2_1 + ... + dx^2_I ) + e^{2C(t)}e^{2α(r)}(dy^2_1 + ... + dy^2_k) + e^{2E(t)}e^{2θ(r)}(dz^2_1 + ... + dz^2_b ) + e^{2D(t)}e^{2θ(r)}(dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_m) (2.18)

The coordinates (t, x_1, .., x_I , y_1, ...., y_k) build up the worldvolume of the Dp-brane and therefore p = k +I. The directions (z_1, ..., z_b) are delocalized for the Dp-brane which has (m+1) dimensional transverse space. It follows that d = p+b+m+2. Here (x_1, ..., x_I ) is the intersection manifold with the Sq-brane. No other division in the metric is necessary. As shown in appendix A, the radial metric functions are those of a single p-brane, namely e^{2α} = H^− d−p−3 d−2 p and e^{2θ} = H p+1 d−2 p where the harmonic function H_p is given in (2.6). For the scalar field we have

ϕ = ϕ_p + ϕ_q = − ϵ_pa_p(d − 2) d − p − 3 α(r) − ϵ_qa_q(d − 2) d − q − 3 B(t) + c_1t + c_2 . (2.19)

This is quite a natural result since we look for localized solutions in the sense that, when a brane is removed by setting its charge to zero we still have a solution for the other. We assume separation of t and r variables also for the gauge potentials and get (A40)-(A41).

In order to have decoupling between time and radial derivatives in Einstein’s equations, one finds that some restrictions have to be imposed (see the appendix (A14)-(A15) ). It turns out that these are exactly what one needs in order to be able solve the Einstein’s field equation for the non-diagonal component of the Ricci tensor. In the orthonormal frame for the above metric (2.18) it is given as

e^{A+D}e^{α+θ}R_{0r} = (I + k + m)α^′Ḋ + b[α^′Ė + θ^′(Ḋ − Ė)] . (2.20)

Now inserting our dilaton solution (2.19) in Einstein’s equation (2.2) for the R_{0r} component, gives restrictions for the smearing dimension b and consequently for the intersection dimension I. Also, we get an additional condition on integration constants.

There are two ways to place the remaining directions of the Sq-brane: the transverse space of the p-brane (i.e. e^{2D} part of the metric) is either orthogonal to the Sq-brane or it is included in its worldvolume. The first case was considered in [17]. Hence, we will focus on the second case, but for completeness we will summarize the first type of solutions as well. Details of the derivation of the solutions can be found in appendix A. Let us now analyze these two cases separately:

2.1. Class I

In this case, the radial part of the p-brane solution, Σ_{m+1}, is contained in the worldvolume of the Sq-brane which is constructed from (x_1, ..., x_I , Σ_{m+1}) and hence q = I +m and d = q +b+k +2. Here we have e^{2B} = e^{2D} = H^− d−q−3 d−2 q and e^{2C} = e^{±2t}H q+1 d−2 q where H_q is given in (2.12). If e^{2E(t)} part of the metric is delocalized for the Sq-brane we have e^{2E} = H q+1 d−2 q and e^{2A} = e^{±2kt}H q+1 d−2 q , otherwise e^{2E} = e^{±2t}H q+1 d−2 q and e^{2A} = e^{±2(k+b)t}H q+1 d−2 q . Using (2.19) in (2.20) we find b = (d − p − 3)(d − q − 3) d − 2 − ϵ_pa_pϵ_qa_q 2 , (2.21)

from which we deduce the dimension of the intersection manifold I = (p + 1)(q + 1) d − 2 − ϵ_pa_pϵ_qa_q 2 − 2 , (2.22)

which is already obtained in [17]. If the constant c_1 ≠ 0, then directions multiplied by e^{2E(t)} are not smeared for the Sq-brane and we get the constraint

ϵ_pa_pc_1 = ∓2b . (2.23)

If c_1 = 0, like in d = 11, then we don’t have this condition and directions multiplied by e^{2E(t)} have to be smeared for the Sq-brane. Since I ≥ 0, in 11-dimensions we should have (p + 1)(q + 1) ≥ 18 which prohibits M2 − SM2 intersection. Conditions k ≥ 2 and m ≥ 2 are satisfied in all three intersections given below where there is always smearing (i.e. b ≠ 0) and 9(m−1) = (q +1)(8−p).

In 10-dimensions, the above expressions take the form b = (10 − p − q)/2 and I = (p + q − 6)/2. Thus, we have the restriction 6 ≤ (p + q) ≤ 10. In order to have a harmonic function for the Dp-brane we need m ≥ 2 which happens when (p − q) ≤ 2. (Intersections are possible without this restriction, but then H_p is no longer a harmonic function.) The dimension of the transverse space of the Sq-brane should satisfy (k + b) ≥ 2 giving q ≤ 6 which is always true. Note that there will be no smearing for the Dp-brane when (p + q) = 10 which is fulfilled only for D4 − S6, D6 − S4 and D5 − S5 intersections. Repeating the same analysis for NS-branes we obtain (0|M5, SM2|2) (0|M2, SM5|2) (2|M5, SM5|1) ( p + q 2 − 3|Dp, Sq|5 − p + q 2 ) 6 ≤ (p + q) ≤ 10 , 2 ≥ (p − q) (p − 2|Dp, SNS5|1) (q − 2|NS5, Sq|1) (2|NS5, SNS5|0) (0|NS1, SNS5|2) (2.24) following the notation (I|Dp, Sq|b) introduced in [17]. All the solutions given in this subsection have already appeared in [17] except the first two and the last one on the list (2.24).

2.2. Class II

In this case the transverse part of the p-brane (i.e. e^{2D} part of the metric) is not included in the worldvolume of the Sq-brane. Note that the b-dimensional space is smeared for the pbrane but it is part of the Sq-brane worldvolume which consists of (x_1, ..., x_I , z_1, ..., z_b). We have e^{2B} = e^{2E} = H^− d−q−3 d−2 q and e^{2C} = e^{±2t}H q+1 d−2 q where H_q is given in (2.12). If e^{2D(t)} part of the metric is delocalized for the Sq-brane we have e^{2D} = H q+1 d−2 q and e^{2A} = e^{±2kt}H q+1 d−2 q , otherwise e^{2D} = e^{±2t}H q+1 d−2 q and e^{2A} = e^{±2(k+m+1)t}H q+1 d−2 q . Here q = I + b − 1 and d = q + k + m + 3. Using (2.19) and (2.20) in (2.2) we find b = (d − p − 3)(q + 1) d − 2 + ϵ_pa_pϵ_qa_q 2 , (2.25)

from which we deduce the dimension of the intersection manifold I = (p + 1)(q + 1) d − 2 − ϵ_pa_pϵ_qa_q 2 . (2.26)

If the constant c_1 ≠ 0, then directions multiplied by e^{2D(t)} are not smeared for the Sq-brane and we get the constraint

ϵ_pa_pc_1 = ∓2(d − p − b − 3) = ∓2(m − 1) . (2.27)

If c_1 = 0, such as in d = 11, then we don’t have this condition and directions multiplied by e^{2D(t)} are smeared for the Sq-brane. Sometimes, such as in D2 − S4 intersection, one is obliged to do this in order to be able to solve the constraint (2.15).

In 11-dimensions b = (8 − p)(q + 1)/9 and I = (p + 1)(q + 1)/9. To have a valid Sq-brane solution we need to have k ≥ 2 which happens only in M5 − SM2 intersection where m = 3.

In 10-dimensions b = (4 + q − p)/2 and I = (p + q − 2)/2. It follows that a solution exists only when (p − q) ≤ 4 and p ≥ |q − 2| where we also used p ≥ I. In order to have a harmonic function for the Dp-brane we impose m ≥ 2 which gives 8 ≥ (p + q). For the Sq-brane we need to have (k + m) ≥ 1 which happens for q ≤ 6. The only exception is the D3-brane where only q = 1 is allowed due to the fact that we must have k ≥ 2. There will be no smearing (i.e. b = 0) for the Dp-brane when (p − q) = 4 which is possible only for D4 − S0, D6 − S2 and D5 − S1 intersections. In these, the Sq-brane is contained completely inside the Dp-brane. Repeating the same analysis for NS-branes we finally obtain (2|M5, SM2|1) ( q + p 2 − 1|Dp, Sq|2 + q − p 2 ) |q − 2| ≤ p ≤ (4 + q) , p ≠ 3 (1|D3, S1|1) (p|Dp, SNS5|6 − p) p ≠ 3 (q|NS5, Sq|1) (1|Dp, SNS1|1) 1 ≤ p ≤ 5 (1|NS1, Sq|q) (0|NS1, SNS1|2) (2.28) in the notation (I|Dp, Sq|b).

3. TRIPLE INTERSECTIONS

The above analysis showed that intersections involving M2, M5 or D3 branes are possible only with smearing. Therefore, these are not appropriate for studying AdS near horizon geometries. However, there exists D5 − S1 and D5 − S5 solutions without any delocalized directions for the D5-brane. Since the near horizon limit of D5 − D1 intersection is AdS_3 × S^3, it is desirable to find out whether it is possible to add an S-brane to such an intersection. Therefore, in this section we investigate intersections of an Sq-brane with a Dp_1 − Dp_2 intersection. In an Dp_1 − Dp_2 intersection, worldvolume of each Dp-brane is divided into two parts as intersecting and nonintersecting directions. Each one of these should be divided into two more parts when an Sq-brane is added. Therefore, worldvolume of each Dp-brane has 4 pieces. Our metric ansatz is ds^2 = − e^{2A(t)}e^{2α(r)}dt^2 + e^{2B(t)}e^{2α(r)}(dx^2_1 + ... + dx^2_n) + e^{2C(t)}e^{2α(r)}(dy^2_1 + ... + dy^2_k) + e^{2E(t)}e^{2β(r)}(dw^2_1 + ... + dw^2_j ) + e^{2F (t)}e^{2β(r)}(dz^2_1 + ... + dz^2_i ) + e^{2G(t)}e^{2ψ(r)}(du^2_1 + ... + du^2_a) + e^{2U(t)}e^{2ψ(r)}(dv^2_1 + ... + dv^2_b ) + e^{2D(t)}e^{2θ(r)}(dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_m) . (3.1) Here the Dp_1-brane worldvolume coordinates are (t, u_1, ..., u_a, v_1, ..., v_b, x_1, ...x_n, y_1, ...y_k) and Dp_2- brane is located at (t, x_1, ..., x_n, y_1, ..., y_k, z_1, ..., z_i, w_1, ..., w_j ). Thus, we have p_1 = a + b + n + k and p_2 = i+j +n+k in addition to (n+k +i+j +a+b+m) = d−2. Note that there are (i+j) smeared directions for Dp_1 and (a + b) smeared directions for Dp_2 and we don’t allow an overall smearing for them. The radial metric functions are α = α_1 + α_2 , β = α_1 + θ_2 , ψ = θ_2 + α_2 , θ = θ_1 + θ_2 where e^{2αX} = H^− d−pi−3 d−2 X and e^{2θX} = H pi+1 d−2 X X = 1, 2 where H_X functions are given in (2.6).

For the time dependent metric functions we have the following rule; the worldvolume directions of the Sq-brane are multiplied by e^{2B} = e^{2E} = e^{2U} = H^− d−q−3 d−2 q and localized transverse directions of the Sq-brane are multiplied by e^{2C} = H q+1 d−2 q where H_q is given in (2.12). Delocalized transverse directions have the factor e^{±2t}H q+1 d−2 q and we have e^{2A} = e^{±2lt}H q+1 d−2 q where l is the total number of localized transverse directions for the Sq-brane. The non-diagonal part of the Ricci tensor is e^{A+D}e^{α+θ}R_{0r} = (n + k + m)α^′Ḋ + j[α^′Ė + β^′(Ḋ − Ė)] + i[α^′Ḟ + β^′(Ḋ − Ḟ )] + a[α^′Ġ + ψ^′(Ḋ − Ġ)] + b[α^′U̇ + ψ^′(Ḋ − U̇)] . (3.2) For the dilaton we have the same solution as above (2.19). The gauge potentials are given in (A40)-(A41). Once again there are two options for the worldvolume of the Sq-brane; it either includes the overall transverse space of the Dp_1 − Dp_2 intersection or not:

3.1. Class I

We assume that e^{2D} part of the metric, Σ_{m+1}, is contained in the worldvolume of the Sq-brane. Therefore, it is oriented along (x_1, ..., x_n, w_1, ..., w_j , v_1, ..., v_b, Σ_{m+1}) and q = n + j + b + m. We have D(t) = U(t) = E(t) = B(t). From (3.2) and (2.19) one finds that a = (d − p_2 − 3)(d − q − 3) d − 2 − ϵ_{p2} a_{p2} ϵ_qa_q 2 , (3.3) i = (d − p_1 − 3)(d − q − 3) d − 2 − ϵ_{p1} a_{p1} ϵ_qa_q 2 . (3.4)

When there is a single Dp-brane we get only one of the above equations and the remaining one is equivalent to (2.21) after appropriate relabelling, as it should be. The directions multiplied by e^{2F (t)} and e^{2G(t)} are either smeared for the Sq-brane or transverse. If both of them are smeared then we have c_1 = 0, otherwise we have the constraints

(3 − p_1)c_{p1} = ∓4i , (3 − p_2)c_{p2} = ∓4a , (3.5)

and c_1 = c_{p1} + c_{p2} which is the generalization of (2.23).

In 11-dimensions one finds k − 1 = (8 − q)(p_1 + p_2 − 7)/9. From the condition k ≥ 2 we see that only M5 − M5 − SMq intersection is allowed with both q = 2 and q = 5 where n = 3 − k, j = b = k − 1, a = i = (8 − q)/2, m = 2.

In 10-dimensions we find k + 2 = (p_1 + p_2)/2. In supersymmetric intersections we have [22–26] k + n + 2 = (p_1 + p_2)/2 which implies that n = 0, i.e. there is no common intersection of all three branes. Other unknowns are found to be a = (10 − p_2 − q)/2, i = (10 − p_1 − q)/2, b = 2 − i, j = 2 − a, m = (12 − p_1 − p_2)/2. In a given Dp_1 − Dp_2 intersection all q’s are allowed provided that (6 − p_{min}) ≤ q ≤ (10 − p_{max}). Additionally we need to have 8 ≥ (p_1 + p_2) for m ≥ 2. The requirement (k + i + a) ≥ 2 gives the trivial condition q ≤ 6. This section can be summarized as ( q + 1 3 |M5, M5, SMq|2) q = 2 , q = 5 (3.6) (0|Dp_1, Dp_2, Sq|6 − p_1 + p_2 2 ) (6 − p_{min}) ≤ q ≤ (10 − p_{max}) , 4 ≤ (p_1 + p_2) ≤ 8

in the notation (n|Dp_1, Dp_2, Sq|m). Observe that we can add an S5-brane to the D1 − D5 intersection without any smearing for the D5-brane. Spatial directions are splitted as 1+2+2+4. Since k = 1, directions multiplied by e^{2F} should be localized for the S5-brane so that its overall transverse space is three dimensional. From the constraint (2.15) we find c_3 = 0 which forces to set Q_q = 0 and c_3/Q_q = 1 in the solution given in (2.10)-(2.14).

3.2. Class II

Now let us assume that e^{2D} part of the metric is outside of the Sq-brane. Then, the worldvolume of the Sq-brane is (x_1, ..., x_n, w_1, ..., w_j , v_1, ..., v_b) and so q = n + j + b − 1. From (3.2) and (2.19) one finds that b = (d − p_2 − 3)(q + 1) d − 2 + ϵ_{p2} a_{p2} ϵ_qa_q 2 , (3.7) j = (d − p_1 − 3)(q + 1) d − 2 + ϵ_{p1} a_{p1} ϵ_qa_q 2 . (3.8)

When there is only one Dp-brane such as Dp_2 (here we have a = k = 0) we don’t have (3.8) and equation (3.7) with p_2 = p is nothing but our previous result for a single Dp-brane (2.25), as it should be. The directions multiplied by e^{2D(t)}, e^{2F (t)} and e^{G(t)} are either smeared for the Sq-brane or localized transverse. If all of them are smeared then we have c_1 = 0, otherwise we have the constraints

(3 − p_1)c_{p1} = ∓4(d − p_1 − 3 − j) , (3 − p_2)c_{p2} = ∓4(d − p_2 − 3 − b) , (3.9) and c_1 = c_{p1} + c_{p2} , which reduces to (2.27) when there is only a single Dp-brane. Note that for Dp_1 (respectively Dp_2) there are j (respectively b) smeared directions intersecting with the Sq-brane.

In 11-dimensions from the above we obtain 9n = (q + 1)(p_1 + p_2 − 7). Hence, we should have (p_1 + p_2) ≥ 7 which prohibits M2 − M2 possibility. The restriction k ≥ 2 rules all but one intersection namely M5 − M5 with SM2 where we have a = b = i = j = n = 1 and m = k = 2.

In 10-dimensions from (3.7) and (3.8) we find n + 3 = (p_1 + p_2)/2. Therefore, p_1 + p_2 ≥ 6 which rules out some supersymmetric intersections. Let us now focus on supersymmetric intersections where we have [22–26] k + n + 2 = (p_1 + p_2)/2 which implies that k = 1. Hence, there is no solution with D3-branes. Other unknowns are found to be a = (p_1 − q)/2, i = (p_2 − q)/2, j = 2 − a, b = 2 − i, m = 6 − (p_1 + p_2)/2. We can combine the inequalities that arise from these as (p_{max} − 4) ≤ q ≤ p_{min} where p_{min} (respectively p_{max}) is the minimum (respectively maximum) of p_1 and p_2. (From these it also follows that p_{min} ≥ |q − 2| as in section 2.2.) The requirement m ≥ 2 implies 8 ≥ (p_1 + p_2) and the transverse space of the Sq-brane automatically has dimension greater than 1. Therefore, once p_1 and p_2 with 8 ≥ (p_1 + p_2) ≥ 6 are chosen all q’s satisfying the above inequality are allowed (of course, q has to be even in type IIA and odd in type IIB). In summary, the allowed intersections are (1|M5, M5, SM2|2) (3.10) ( p_1 + p_2 2 − 3|Dp_1, Dp_2, Sq|6 − p_1 + p_2 2 ) 6 ≤ (p_1 + p_2) ≤ 8 , (p_{max} − 4) ≤ q ≤ p_{min} , p_X ≠ 3

in the notation (n|Dp_1, Dp_2, Sq|m) where X = 1, 2. Note that, this shows that we can add an S1-brane to the D1 − D5 intersection without any smearing for the D5-brane. Spatial directions are splitted as 1+2+2+4. When e^{2D} part is chosen to be delocalized for the S1-brane we find c_3 = 0 from (2.15) which can be handled only by setting its charge to zero. However, if e^{2D} part of the metric is localized transverse space for the S1-brane then it has a nonzero charge.

4. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we studied intersections of S-branes with p-branes. The set of new solutions that we found are listed in (2.28), (3.6) and (3.10) which are the main results of this work. Let us emphasize that some intersections appear on both types but with different amounts of smearings. For example, D6 − S4 intersection has b = 3, I = 4 in Class II and b = 0, I = 2 in Class I.

Some of the intersections considered here can directly be obtained from d = 11. For instance, we can take the standard SM5 solution and replace 4-flat directions in its worldvolume with the Taub-NUT space which is allowed by the Einstein’s equations since it is a Ricci-flat space. Then, using a particular coordinate of this space for dimensional reduction we find D6 − S4 solution which is given in section 2.1. If instead we use the Taub-NUT space in the transverse part of the SM5 and SM2, then we get D6 − SNS5 and D6 − S2 intersections respectively, that are given in section 2.2. In these, there is no smearing for the D6-brane.

It is straightforward to generalize our method to include additional S-branes. However, from our tables (2.24), (2.28), (3.6) and (3.10) it is easy to see that adding more S-branes to D1 − D5 − S1 and D1 − D5 − S5 is not possible. Another easy modification would be to consider hyperbolic and spherical transverse spaces for the Sq-brane which might be useful in cosmological applications of these solutions.

Among our solutions perhaps the most interesting ones are D1 − D5 − S5 and D1 − D5 − S1 intersections due to the fact that they have AdS_3 × S^3 limit as r → 0 and t → 0. In the first case the S5-brane turns out to be neutral, whereas in the latter solution both charged and chargeless S1-branes are allowed. These intersections might be used in studying AdS/CF T [28–30] duality in time dependent backgrounds but certainly more work is required in order to clarify their geometric structure. It would be very interesting to try to repeat the analysis of [34] which was done for a cosmological AdS_5 space, such as calculation of conformal anomaly. Setups similar to ours in the context of type II supergravities have already been considered recently [35–38]. Unlike these, in our solutions presence of the S-brane destroys the supersymmetry. Therefore, techniques employed in [39] might be more relevant. An Sq-brane gives rise to an accelerating cosmology in (q + 1) dimensions after compactification [40–44]. In this regard, D6 − S2 and D6 − D2 − S2 intersections found in sections 2.2 and 3.2 seem especially attractive. Our solutions provide a fascinating opportunity to study inflation from the AdS/CF T point of view [45–47], which we hope to explore soon.

Acknowledgments

It is a pleasure to thank A. Kaya for discussions. I would like to thank the Abdus Salam ICTP for hospitality where some part of this paper was written. This work is partially supported by Turkish Academy of Sciences via The Young Scientist Award Program (TÜBA-GEBİP).

APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF THE SOLUTIONS

We consider a metric of the following form

ds^2 = −e^{2A(t)}e^{2α(r)}dt^2 + ∑ k e^{2Ck (t)}e^{2βk(r)} ds^2_k + e^{2D(t)}e^{2θ(r)} (dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2_m) (A1)

where ds^2_k (for k = 1, 2...) is the metric on the d_k dimensional flat space. With respect to the the orthonormal frame Ẽ^0 = e^{A(t)}e^{α(r)}dt, Ẽ^{xk} = e^{Ck (t)}e^{βk(r)}dy^{xk} , Ẽ^r = e^{D(t)}e^{θ(r)}dr, and Ẽψ = reD(t)eθ(r)eψ where eψ is an orthonormal frame on Ω_m, the Ricci tensor can be calculated as

R_{00} = −e^{−2A−2α} [ (m + 1)(D̈ + Ḋ^2 − ḊȦ) + ∑ k d_k(C̈_k + Ċ_k^2 − Ċ_kȦ) ] (A2)

+ e^{−2D−2θ} [ α^{′′} + α^{′2} − α^′θ^′ + m ( θ^′ + 1 r ) α^′ + ∑ k d_kβ^′_kα^′ ]

R_{rr} = e^{−2A−2α} [ D̈ − ḊȦ + (m + 1)Ḋ^2 + ∑ k d_kĊ_kḊ ] (A3)

− e^{−2D−2θ} [ α^{′′} + α^{′2} − α^′θ^′ + m ( θ^{′′} + θ^′ r ) + ∑ k d_k(β^{′′}_k − β^′_kθ^′ + β^{′2}_k ) ]

R_{xizi} = e^{−2A−2α} C̈_i + d_iĊ^2_i − Ċ_iȦ + (m + 1)ḊĊ_i + ∑ k≠i d_kĊ_kĊ_i δ_{xizi} (A4)

− e^{−2D−2θ} β^{′′}_i + β^′_iα^′ + d_iβ^{′2}_i − β^′_iθ^′ + m ( θ^′ + 1 r ) β^′_i + ∑ k≠i d_kβ^′_kβ^′_i δ_{xizi}

R_{ψ1ψ2} = e^{−2A−2α} [ D̈ + (m + 1)Ḋ^2 − ḊȦ + ∑ k d_kĊ_kḊ ] δ_{ψ1ψ2} (A5)

− e^{−2D−2θ} [ θ^{′′} + (2m − 1) θ^′ r + (m − 1)θ^{′2} + ( θ^′ + 1 r ) α^′ + ( θ^′ + 1 r ) ∑ k d_kβ^′_k ] δ_{ψ1ψ2} , where prime and dot denote differentiation with respect to r and t respectively. In addition to the above we also get a non-diagonal Ricci tensor which is R_{0r} = e^{−A−D−α−θ} [ mḊα^′ + ∑ k d_k ( Ċ_kα^′ + [Ḋ − Ċ_k]β^′_k )] (A6)

One can simplify the above expressions by fixing t and r reparametrization invariances so that A = ∑ k d_kC_k + (m + 1)D , (A7) α = − ∑ k d_kβ_k − (m − 1)θ . (A8)

With these gauge choices we have √ −g = e^{2A+2θ}r^m and the diagonal components of the Ricci tensor become

R_{00} = e^{−2A−2α} [ −Ä + Ȧ^2 − (m + 1)Ḋ^2 − ∑ k d_kĊ^2_k ] + e^{−2D−2θ} [ α^{′′} + mα^′ r ] (A9)

R_{rr} = e^{−2A−2α} [ D̈ ] − e^{−2D−2θ} [ θ^{′′} + mθ^′ r + (m − 1)θ^{′2} + α^{′2} + ∑ k d_kβ^{′2}_k ] (A10) R_{xizi} = e^{−2A−2α} [ C̈_i ] δ_{xizi} − e^{−2D−2θ} [ β^{′′}_i + mβ^′_i r ] δ_{xizi} i = 1, 2... (A11) R_{ψ1ψ2} = e^{−2A−2α} [ D̈ ] δ_{ψ1ψ2} − e^{−2D−2θ} [ θ^{′′} + mθ^′ r ] δ_{ψ1ψ2} (A12)

We assume that there are two Dp-branes and a single Sq-brane. Let us use the subscript X = 1, 2 to indicate the Dp-branes and the subscript q for the Sq-brane. We assume separation of variables for the gauge potentials and the scalar field

E_X = E^t_X (t)E^r_X (r) , X = 1, 2 , (A13) E_q = E^t_q(t)E^r_q (r) , (A14)

ϕ = ϕ_q(t) + 2∑ X=1 ϕ_X (r) . (A15)

From (2.3) we deduce E^t_X = (V^t_X )^2e^{2D−ϵX aX ϕq} , X = 1, 2 (A16) (E^r_X )^′ = (V^r_X )^2e^{−ϵX aX ϕX} Q_X r^m , X = 1, 2 (A17)

E^r_q = r^m(V^r_q )^2e^{2α−2θ−ϵq aq ∑X ϕX} (Class I) 1 (Class II)

(A18) Ė^t_q = (V^t_q )^2e^{−ϵ}q^aq^ϕq Q_q (Class I and II) (A19) where Q_X ’s and Q_q are charges and we defined V^r_X = e^αe^{∑i βi} , V^t_X = e^{∑i Ci} (for i parallel to p_X ) , X = 1, 2 (A20)

V^t_q = e^{(m+1)D} e^{∑i Ci} (Class I) e^{∑i Ci} (Class II)

(for i parallel to q) (A21)

V^r_q = e^{(m+1)θ} e^{∑i βi} (Class I) e^{∑i βi} (Class II)

(for i parallel to q) (A22)

In order to separate time and radial parts completely in the Einstein’s equations (2.2) with the above ansatz (A13)-(A15), we need to impose e^{ϵX aX ϕq} = (V^t_X )^2e^{4D−2A} , X = 1, 2 (A23) e^{ϵq aq ∑X ϕX} = (V^r_q )^2e^{4α−4θ} (Class I) (V^r_q )^2 (Class II)

(A24)

Putting these restrictions in (A16) and (A18) we find E^t_X = e^{2A−2D} , X = 1, 2 (A25)

E^r_q = r^me^{2θ−2α} (Class I) 1 (Class II)

(A26)

Let us now define

δ^i_X =

(d − p_X − 3) (for i parallel to p_X ) , X = 1, 2 −(p_X + 1) (otherwise) , X = 1, 2

(A27)

δ^i_q =

(d − q − 3) (for i parallel to q) −(q + 1) (otherwise)

(A28)

After these we obtain the following set of equations from (2.2) involving radial derivatives: α^{′′} + mα^′ r = 1 2 2∑ X=1 (d − p_X − 3)e^{−ϵX aX ϕA} (V^r_X )^2Q^2_X (d − 2)r^{2m} (A29)

β^{′′}_i + mβ^′_i r = 1 2 2∑ X=1 δ^i_X e^{−ϵX aX ϕX} (V^r_X )^2Q^2_X (d − 2)r^{2m} (A30)

θ^{′′} + mθ^′ r = − 1 2 2∑ X=1 (p_X + 1)e^{−ϵX aX ϕX} (V^r_X )^2Q^2_X (d − 2)r^{2m} (A31)

θ^{′′} + mθ^′ r = −(m − 1)θ^{′2} − α^{′2} − ∑ k d_kβ^{′2}_k − 1 2 2∑ X=1 [(ϕ_X )^′]^2

+ 1 2 2∑ X=1 (d − p_X − 3)e^{−ϵX aX ϕX} (V^r_X )^2Q^2_X (d − 2)r^{2m} (A32)

(E^r_X )^′ = (V^r_X )^2e^{−ϵX aX ϕX} Q_X r^m , X = 1, 2 (A33)

(ϕ_X )^{′′} + m(ϕ_X )^′ r = − ϵ_X a_X e^{−ϵX aX ϕX} (V^r_X )^2Q^2_X 2r^{2m} , X = 1, 2 (A34)

where the last one is the dilaton equation (2.3). These equations are exactly those that are obtained for an intersecting p_1 − p_2 brane system whose solution is given in the main text in (2.5)-(2.8).

The set of equations containing time derivatives is as follows: C̈_i = −δ^{iq}(V^{tq} )^2e^{−ϵq aq ϕq} Q^{2q} 2(d − 2)

(A35)

D̈ = (q + 1)(V^{tq} )^2e^{−ϵq aq ϕq} Q^{2q} 2(d − 2)

(A36)

Ä = Ȧ^2 − (m + 1)Ḋ^2 − ( ϕ̇_q)2 2 − (d − q − 3)(V^t_q )^2e^{−ϵq aq ϕq} Q^2_q 2(d − 2) − ∑ k d_kĊ^2_k (A37)

Ė^t_q = (V^t_q )^2e^{−ϵ}q^aq^ϕq Q_q (A38)

ϕ̈_q = ϵ^qa^q(V^{tq} )^2e^{−ϵq aq ϕq} Q^{2q} 2 , (A39)

where the last one is from the dilaton (2.3) field equation. These are nothing but the equations of motion for a single Sq-brane whose solution is given in (2.10)-(2.13).

The only thing left is to analyze the separability conditions (A23)-(A24) and the R_{0r} component of the Ricci tensor (A6). The separability requirements fix the dimension of the smeared directions of each Dp-brane that are intersecting (Class II) or non-intersecting (Class I) with the Sq-brane which are given in (2.21), (2.25), (3.3), (3.4), (3.7) and (3.8). After some algebra, it can be shown that even though one has 3 equations only two of them are independent. This is actually not surprising since in a triple intersection there are 7 unknowns in the metric (3.1) and given p_1, p_2, q, d and the intersection dimension of p_1 and p_2, only two more relations are allowed. Moreover, with these Einstein’s equation for the R_{0r} component (A6) is solved automatically with an additional restriction on integration constants which are given in (2.23), (2.27),(3.5) and (3.9). This restriction is also necessary for (A23). The final forms of the gauge potentials are obtained from (2.7), (2.14), (A25) and (A26) as E_X (r, t) = e^{2A(t)−2D(t)}H^{−1}_X (r) , X = 1, 2 (A40) E_q(r, t) = c_3e^{c3(t−t0)} Q_q cosh[c_3(t−t_0)] r

mH_1(r)H_2(r) (Class I) c_3e^{c3(t−t0)} Q_q cosh[c_3(t−t_0)] (Class II)

(A41)

The whole analysis of this section is still valid when there is only a single Dp-brane. Simply dropping the subindex X and setting one of the H_X ’s to 1 are enough.

[1] M. Gutperle and A. Strominger, Spacelike Branes, JHEP 0204 (2002) 018, hep-th/0202210. [2] A. Strominger, The dS/CFT Correspondence, JHEP 0110 (2001) 034, hep-th/0106113. [3] F. Leblond and A.W. Peet, SD-brane gravity fields and rolling tachyons, JHEP 0304 (2003) 048, hepth/0303035.

[4] A. Buchel and J. Walcher, Comments on Supergravity Description of S-branes, JHEP 0305 (2003) 069, hep-th/0305055.

[5] H. Lu, S. Mukherji, C.N. Pope and K.-W. Xu, Cosmological Solutions in String Theories, Phys.Rev.

D55 (1997) 7926, hep-th/9610107.

[6] H. Lu, S. Mukherji and C.N. Pope, From p-branes to Cosmology, Int.J.Mod.Phys. A14 (1999) 4121, hep-th/9612224.

[7] C.M Chen, D.V. Gal’tsov and M. Gutperle, S-brane Solutions in Supergravity Theories, Phys.Rev. D66 (2002) 024043, hep-th/0204071.

[8] M. Kruczenski, R.C. Myers and A.W. Peet, Supergravity S-Branes, JHEP 0205 (2002) 039, hepth/0204144.

[9] N.S. Deger and A. Kaya, Intersecting S-Brane Solutions of D=11 Supergravity, JHEP 0207 (2002) 038, hep-th/0206057.

[10] C.P. Burgess, F. Quevedo, S.-J. Rey, G. Tasinato and I. Zavala, Cosmological Spacetimes from Negative Tension Brane Backgrounds, JHEP 0210 (2002) 028, hep-th/0207104.

[11] V.D. Ivashchuk, Composite S-brane solutions related to Toda-type systems, Class.Quant.Grav. 20 (2003) 261, hep-th/0208101.

[12] N. Ohta, Intersection Rules for S-Branes, Phys.Lett. B558 (2003) 213, hep-th/0301095. [13] N.S. Deger, Non-Standard Intersections of S-Branes in D=11 Supergravity, JHEP 0304 (2003) 034, hep-th/0303232.

[14] G. Jones, A. Maloney and A. Strominger, Non-Singular Solutions for S-branes, Phys.Rev. D69 (2004) 126008, hep-th/0403050.

[15] J.E. Wang, Twisting S-branes, JHEP 0405 (2004) 066, hep-th/0403094.

[16] G. Tasinato, I. Zavala, C.P. Burgess and F. Quevedo, Regular S-Brane Backgrounds, JHEP 0404 (2004) 038, hep-th/0403156.

[17] J.D. Edelstein and J. Mas, Localized Intersections of Non-Extremal p-branes and S-branes, JHEP 0406 (2004) 015, hep-th/0403179.

[18] M. Gutperle and W. Sabra, S-brane solutions in gauged and ungauged supergravities, Phys.Lett. B601 (2004) 73, hep-th/0407147.

[19] V.D. Ivashchuk and D. Singleton, Composite electric S-brane solutions with maximal number of branes, JHEP 0410 (2004) 061, hep-th/0407224.

[20] D. Astefanesei and G.C. Jones, S-branes and (Anti-)Bubbles in (A)dS Space, JHEP 0506 (2005) 037, hep-th/0502162.

[21] A. Kaya, Supergravity Solutions for Harmonic, Static and Flux S-Branes, JHEP 0605 (2006) 058, hep-th/0601202.

[22] A.A. Tseytlin, Harmonic superpositions of M-branes, Nucl. Phys. B475 (1996) 149, hep-th/9604035. [23] K. Behrndt, E. Bergshoeff and B. Janssen, Intersecting D-Branes in ten and six dimensions, Phys.Rev.

D55 (1997) 3785, hep-th/9604168.

[24] J.P. Gauntlett, D.A. Kastor and J.Traschen, Overlapping Branes in M-Theory, Nucl. Phys. B478 (1996) 544, hep-th/9604179.

[25] E. Bergshoeff, M. de Roo, E. Eyras, B. Janssen and J.P. van der Schaar, Multiple Intersections of D-branes and M-branes, Nucl.Phys. B494 (1997) 119, hep-th/9612095.

[26] R. Argurio, F. Englert and L. Houart, Intersection Rules for p-Branes, Phys.Lett. B398 (1997) 61, hep-th/9701042.

[27] N. Ohta, Intersection Rules for Non-Extreme p-Branes, Phys.Lett. B403 (1997) 218, hep-th/9702164. [28] J.M. Maldacena, The large N Limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity, Adv. Theor.

Math. Phys. 2 (1998) 231, hep-th/9711200.

[29] S.S. Gubser, I.R. Klebanov and A.M. Polyakov, Gauge theory correlators from non-critical string theory, Phys. Lett. 428B (1998) 105, hep-th/9802109.

[30] E. Witten, Anti-de Sitter space and holography, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998) 253, hep-th/9802150. [31] M. J. Duff, Ramzi R. Khuri and J. X. Lu, String Solitons, Phys.Rept. 259 (1995) 213, hep-th/9412184. [32] K.S. Stelle, BPS Branes in Supergravity, hep-th/9803116. [33] R. Argurio, Brane Physics in M-theory, hep-th/9807171.

[34] M. Cvetic, S. Nojiri and S.D. Odintsov, Cosmological anti-deSitter space-times and time-dependent AdS/CFT correspondence, Phys.Rev. D69 (2004) 023513, hep-th/0306031.

[35] C. Chu and P. Ho, Time-dependent AdS/CFT Duality and Null Singularity, JHEP 0604 (2006) 013, hep-th/0602054.

[36] R.R. Nayak, K.L. Panigrahi and S. Siwach, Time-dependent supergravity solutions in null dilaton background, Phys.Lett. B640 (2006) 214, hep-th/0605278.

[37] N. Ohta and K.L. Panigrahi, Supersymmetric Intersecting Branes in Time-dependent Backgrounds,

Phys.Rev. D74 (2006) 126003, hep-th/0610015.

[38] S.R. Das, J. Michelson, K. Narayan and S.P. Trivedi, Cosmologies with Null Singularities and their Gauge Theory Duals, Phys.Rev. D75 (2007) 026002, hep-th/0610053.

[39] T. Hertog and G.T. Horowitz, Holographic Description of AdS Cosmologies, JHEP 0504 (2005) 005, hep-th/0503071.

[40] P.K. Townsend and M.N.R. Wohlfarth, Accelerating Cosmologies from Compactification, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 91 (2003) 061302, hep-th/0303097.

[41] N. Ohta, Accelerating Cosmologies from S-Branes, Phys.Rev.Lett. 91 (2003) 061303, hep-th/0303238. [42] S. Roy, Accelerating cosmologies from M/String theory compactifications, Phys.Lett. B567 (2003) 322, hep-th/0304084.

[43] R. Emparan and J. Garriga, A note on accelerating cosmologies from compactifications and S-branes, JHEP 0305 (2003) 028, hep-th/0304124.

[44] C.-M. Chen, P.-M. Ho, I.P. Neupane, N. Ohta and J.E. Wang, Hyperbolic Space Cosmologies, JHEP 0310 (2003) 058, hep-th/0306291.

[45] G.L. Alberghi, D.A. Lowe and M. Trodden, Charged False Vacuum Bubbles and the AdS/CFT Correspondence, JHEP 9907 (1999) 020, hep-th/9906047.

[46] B. Freivogel, V.E. Hubeny, A. Maloney, R.C. Myers, M. Rangamani and S. Shenker, Inflation in AdS/CFT, JHEP 0603 (2006) 007, hep-th/0510046.

[47] I.P. Neupane, Accelerating Universes from Compactification on a Warped Conifold, Phys.Rev.Lett. 98 (2007) 061301, hep-th/0609086.