arXiv:hep-th/0703099v4 14 May 2007

IPM/P-2007/011

On R^2 Corrections for 5D Black Holes

Mohsen Alishahiha^1

Institute for Studies in Theoretical Physics and Mathematics (IPM) P.O. Box 19395-5531, Tehran, Iran

Abstract

We study higher order corrections to extremal black holes/black string in five dimensions. These higher order corrections are due to supersymmetric completion of R^2 term in five dimensions. By making use of the results we extend the notion of very special geometry when higher derivative terms are also taken into account. This can be used to make a connection between total bundle space of near horizon wrapped M2’s and wrapped M5’s in the presence of higher order corrections. We also show how the corrected geometry removes the singularity of a small black hole.

1alishah@theory.ipm.ac.ir

1 Introduction

In recent years our understanding of corrections to the black hole entropy has increased considerably. In a gravitational theory using the Wald entropy formula [1] one can find the contribution of higher order corrections to the tree level Bekenstein- Hawking area law formula. For extremal black holes in string theory taking into account the higher derivative terms the corrected entropy has been evaluated in several papers including [2–4] where it was shown that the results are in agreement with microscopic description of entropy coming from microstate counting in string theory.

Although at the beginning the corrections have mainly been studied for the supersymmetric black holes where the attractor mechanism [5] was observed, recently it was generalized to non-supersymmetric cases as well (for example see [6–23]).

An extremal black hole in four dimensions has AdS_2 × S^2 near horizon geometry, while in five dimensions the near horizon geometry could be either AdS_2 × S^3 or AdS_3 × S^2. To compute the contributions of higher order corrections to a black hole with near horizon geometry AdS_2 × S^3 one may simplify the Wald formula leading to the entropy function formalism [24]. While for those with AdS_3 ×S^2 near horizon geometry it is useful to work within the c-extremization framework [25]. Using these mechanisms one can find corrections to the Bekenstein-Hawking area law formula coming from higher derivative terms. These corrections have to be compare with the microstate counting in string theory/M-theory.

As far as the five dimensional black holes are concerned, We note that although the microscopic origin of N = 8, 4 five dimensional rotating black holes has been understood for a decade [26, 27], the origin of the entropy for five dimensional N = 2 black hole has not been fully understood yet. Recently the microscopic accounting of the five dimensional rotating black hole arising from wrapped M2-branes in Calabi-Yau compactification of M-theory has been studied in [28] where the authors established a connection between this black hole and a well understood one by making use of an embedding of space-time in the total space of the U(1) gauge bundle over near horizon geometry of the black holes. Of course it was done in an specific case, namely near zero-entropy, zero-temperature and maximally rotating limits.

This is the aim of this article to further study higher derivative corrections to N = 2 five dimensional black holes. To do this we will work with the full 5D supersymmetry invariant four-derivative action, corresponding to the supersymmetric completion of the four-derivative Chern-Simons term which has recently been obtained in [29].

The article is organized as follows. In section 2 we shall fix our notation where we present the five dimensional action obtained in [29]. In section 3 we will consider a five dimensional black string at R^2 level. In section 4 we will generalize the notion of very special geometry in the presence of higher derivative terms using the results of section 3. This generalization can be used to extend the consideration of [28] to the case where higher order corrections are also taken into account. In section 5 we shall study higher order corrections to a five dimensional extremal black hole using the fully supersymmetrized higher derivative terms. We then compare the result with the corrections coming from the bosonic Gauss-Bonnet action. We shall also see how the higher derivative terms remove the singularity of a small black hole. The last section is devoted to discussions.

2 Basic setup

In this section we will fix our notation. We would like to study N = 2 supergravity in five dimensions. This model is usually studied in the context of very special geometry. We note, however, that sometime it is useful to work with a more general context, namely the superconformal approach. This approach, in particular, is useful when we want to write the explicit form of the action. In this approach we start with a five dimensional theory which is invariant under a larger group that is superconformal group and therefore we construct a conformal supergravity. Then by imposing a gauge fixing condition, one breaks the conformal supergravity to standard supergravity model.

The representation of superconformal group includes Weyl, vector and hyper multiples. The bosonic part of the Weyl multiplet contains the vielbein e^a_μ, twoform auxiliary field v_{ab}, and a scalar auxiliary field D. The bosonic part of the vector multiplet contains one-form gauge field A^I and scalar fields X^I , where I = 1, · · · , n_v labels generators of a gauge group. The hypermultiplet contains scalar fields A^i_α where i = 1, 2 is SU(2) doublet index and α = 1, · · · , 2r refers to USp(2r) group. Although we won’t couple the theory to matters, we shall consider the hyper multiplet to gauge fix the dilataional symmetry reducing the action to the standard N = 2 supergravity action.

In this notation at leading order the bosonic part of the action is [29] I = 1 16πG_5 ∫ d^5xL_0, (2.1)

with

L_0 = ∂_aA^i_α∂^aA^α_i + (2ν + A^2) D 4 + (2ν − 3A^2) R 8 + (6ν − A^2) v^2 2 + 2ν_I F^I_{ab}v^{ab} + 1 4 ν_{IJ} (F^I_{ab}F^{J ab} + 2∂_aX^I ∂^aX^J ) + g^{−1} 24 C_{IJK}ϵ^{abcde}A^I_aF^J_{bc}F^K_{de} , (2.2) where A^2 = A^i_{α ab}A^{α ab}_i , v^2 = v_{ab}v^{ab} and ν = 1 6 C_{IJK}X^I X^J X^K , ν_I = 1 2 C_{IJK}X^J X^K , ν_{IJ} = C_{IJK}X^K . (2.3)

To fix the gauge it is convenient to set A^2 = −2. Then integrating out the auxiliary fields by making use of their equations of motion one finds

L_0 = R − 1 2 G_{IJ} F^I_{ab}F^{Jab} − G_{ij} ∂_aϕ^i∂^aϕ^j + g^{−1} 24 ϵ^{abcde}C_{IJK} F^I_{ab}F^J_{cd}A^K_e . (2.4)

The parameters in the action (2.4) are defined by G_{IJ} = − 1 2 ∂_I ∂_J log ν|_{ν=1} , G_{ij} = G_{IJ} ∂_iX^I ∂_j X^J |_{ν=1} , (2.5)

where ∂_i refers to a partial derivative with respect to the scalar fields ϕ^i. In fact doing this, we recover the very special geometry underlines the theory in the leading order.

We can also find higher derivative terms in the action using the superconformal language. Actually, the supersymmetrized higher order action with four-derivative has recently been obtained in [29]. The corresponding action is

L_1 = c_{2I} 24 ( 1 16 g^{−1}ϵ_{abcde}A^{Ia}C^{bcfg}C^{de}_{fg} + 1 8 X^I C^{abcd}C_{abcd} + 1 12 X^I D^2 + 1 6 F^{Iab}v_{ab}D − 1 3 X^I C_{abcd}v^{ab}v^{cd} − 1 2 F^{Iab}C_{abcd}v^{cd} + 8 3 X^I v_{ab}D̂^bD̂_cv^{ac} (2.6) + 4 3 X^ID̂^av^{bc}D̂_av_{bc} + 4 3 X^ID̂^av^{bc}D̂_bv_{ca} − 2 3 e^{−1}X^I ϵ_{abcde}v^{ab}v^{cd}D̂_f v^{ef} + 2 3 e^{−1}F^{Iab}ϵ_{abcde}v^{cd}D̂_f v^{ef} + e^{−1}F^{Iab}ϵ_{abcde}v^c_fD̂^dv^{ef} − 4 3 F^{Iab}v_{ac}v^{cd}v_{db} − 1 3 F^{Iab}v_{ab}v^2 + 4X^I v_{ab}v^{bc}v_{cd}v^{da} − X^I (v_{ab}v^{ab})^2 ) , where C_{abcd} is the Weyl tensor defined as C^{ab}_{cd} = R^{ab}_{cd} + 1 6 Rδ^{[a}_{[c}δ^{b]}_{d]} − 4 3 δ^{[a}_{[c}R^{b]}_{d]} . (2.7)

The double covariant derivative of v_{ab} has curvature contributions given by v_{ab}D̂^bD̂_cv^{ac} = v_{ab}D^bD_cv^{ac} + 2 3 v^{ac}v_{cb}R^b_a + 1 12 v_{ab}v^{ab}R . (2.8) In general it is quite difficult to solve the equations of motion coming from the action contains both L_0 and L_1. Nevertheless as long as the supersymmetric solutions are concerned, it is useful to look at the supersymmetry transformations which could give a simple way to find explicit solutions. The supersymmetry variations of the fermions in Weyl, vector and hyper multiplets are

δψ^i_μ = D_με^i + 1 2 v^{ab}γ_{μab}ε^i − γ_μη^i, δχ^i = Dε^i − 2γ^cγ^{ab}ε^iD_av_{bc} − 2γ^aε^iϵ_{abcde}v^{bc}v^{de} + 4γ · vη^i, δΩ^{Ii} = − 1 4 γ · F^I ε^i − 1 2 γ^a∂_aX^I − X^I η^i, δζ^α = γ^a∂_aA^α_j − γ · vεA^α_j + 3A^α_j η^i, (2.9)

where garavitino ψ^i_μ and the auxiliary Majorana spinor χ^i come from the Weyl multiple, while the gaugino Ω^{Ii} and ζ^α come from vector and huper multiplets, respectively.

3 Black string and c-extremization

In this section we will consider a five dimensional extremal black string solution whose near horizon geometry is AdS_3 × S^2. Using the symmetry of the near horizon geometry one may start with the following ansatz for near horizon solution

ds = l^2_Ads^2_{ADS3} + l^2_S ds^2_S2 , X^I = cont. F^I_{θϕ} = p^I 2 sin θ. (3.1)

By making use of the c-extremization [25] we can fix the parameters l_A, l_S and X_I as follows. In this method we will first define c-function whose critical points correspond to the solutions of the equations of motion. Then evaluating the c-function at critical points gives the average of the left and right moving central charges of the associated CFT.

In our model at leading order the c-function is given by

c = −6 l^3_Al^2_S L, (3.2)

where L is the Lagrangian evaluated on the above ansatz. The parameters of the ansatz are obtained by extremizing this function with respect to them ∂c ∂l_A = 0, ∂c ∂l_S = 0, ∂c ∂X^I = 0. (3.3)

For the five dimensional action (2.4) the above equations can be solved leading to

l_A = 2l_S = ( 1 6 C_{IJK}p^I p^J p^K )^{1/3}, X^I = p^I (^1_6 C_{IJK} p^I p^J p^K )^{1/3}

. (3.4)

Plugging these into (3.2), one finds the central charge for the black string at twoderivative level as c = C_{IJK} p^I p^J p^K .

Let us now redo c-extremization for the black string solution (3.1) in the presence of higher derivative terms. This correction has recently been studied in [30]. In general one should evaluate the Lagrangian (2.2) and (2.6) for our ansatz (3.1) and then extremize it with respect to the parameters. We note, however, that it is in general difficult to solve the equations of motion explicitly. Nevertheless one may use the supersymmetry transformations (2.9) to fix some of the parameters. The remaining parameters can then be found by equation of motion of the auxiliary field D. To be precise, from the supersymmetry transformations (2.9) for our ansatz (3.1) one finds [30] D = 12 l^2_S , p^I = − 8 3 V X^I , V = − 3 8 l_A, l_A = 2l_S. (3.5)

On the other hand the equation of motion of auxiliary field D is 1 6 C_{IJK} X^I X^J X^K + c_{2I} 72 ( DX^I + V p^I l^4_S ) = 1, (3.6) which, by making use of (3.5), can be recast to the following form 1 6 C_{IJK}X^I X^J X^K + 1 12l^2_A c_{2I} X^I = 1. (3.7)

Setting c_{2I} = 0, it reduces to ν = 1 where one can define very special geometry underlines the theory at leading order. Therefore we would like to interpret this expression as a generalization of ν = 1 when the R^2 correction is also taken into account. This is analogous to the one loop correction to the prepotential of four dimensional N = 2 supergravity which it is given by F =^1_6^{CIJK XI XJ XK}_{X0} + Λ^{2 c2I XI}_{X0} .

It is then natural to define the dual coordinates X_I as

X_I = 1 6 C_{IJK} X^J X^K + 1 12l^2_A c_{2I} , (3.8)

such that X_I X^I = 1. From the supersymmetry conditions (3.5) one has X^I =^{pI}_{lA} . Plugging this into the above expressions we get l^3_A =^1_6 C_{IJK} p^I p^J p^K +^1_{12} c_{2I} p^I and therefore

X^I = p^I (^1_6 C_{IJK}p^I p^I p^K +^1_{12} c_{2I} p^I )^{1/3}

, X_I = 1 6 C_{IJK} p^I p^K +^1_{12} c_{2I} (^1_6 C_{IJK} p^I p^I p^K +^1_{12} c_{2I} p^I )^{2/3}

. (3.9)

We will give more comments on this structure in the next section.

4 Very special geometry and black holes at R^2 level

In the previous section we have considered the black string solution in the presence of higher derivative terms. We have observed that adding higher derivative terms will change the feature of the very special geometry in such a way that the leading order constraint ν = 1 is not satisfied any more. Therefore the standard method of very special geometry is not applicable beyond tree level and we will have to solve the equations of motion coming from c-extremization directly.

In this section we would like to generalize the notion of very special geometry when higher order corrections are also taken into account. It is possible to do that due to new progresses which have recently been made in computing the higher order correction using the fully supersymmetrized higher derivative terms. We note, however, that the notion of generalized very special geometry depends on the explicit solution we are considering. To be specified we will consider a black string solution in five dimensions in the presence of supersymmetric higher derivative terms and we define the generalized very special geometry for this case. Then we will be able to reproduce all results of the previous section in this framework. We will give a comment on how to generalize it for an arbitrary ansatz later in the discussions section.

Since the leading order constraint ν = 1 defining the very special geometry is, indeed, the equation of motion of the auxiliary field D, we will also define the constraint for the generalized very special geometry by making use of the equation of motion of field D in the presence of higher derivative terms. Using the black string ansatz of the previous section and taking into account the supersymmetry constraints (3.5) the corresponding equation can be recast to the following form 1 6 C_{IJK}X^I X^J X^K + 1 12l^2_A c_{2I} X^I = 1. (4.1)

Now the main point to define the generalized very special geometry is as follows. When we are considering the supersymmetrized action, in the ansatz we are choosing there is an auxiliary two-form field v_{μν} which could be treated as an additional gauge field in the theory with charge p^0. Accordingly, we could introduce new scalar field X^0 such that in the near horizon geometry one may set X^0 =^{p0}_{lA} . Using this notation the above constraint may be written as 1 6 C_{IJK} X^I X^J X^K + 1 12 c_{2I} (X^0)^2X^I |_p0_{=1} = 1. (4.2)

One may also define F^0_{θϕ} =^{p0}_2 sin θ such that v_{θϕ} = −^3_{4lA} F^0_{θϕ}. Obviously working with this notation all expressions reduce to those in section 3 for p^0 = 1, though it is not a solution for p^0 ≠ 1. Nevertheless we will work with p^0 ≠ 1 with the understanding that the solution is obtained by setting p^0 = 1. It is worth noting that in general the auxiliary field v_{μν} cannot be treated as a gauge field, though it can be seen that for the models we are going to study it may be considered as a gauge field. Now we shall demonstrate how the solutions of previous section can be reproduced in this framework.

To start, let us first introduce new indexes A, B, · · · such that they take their values over 0 and I, J, · · · by which the equation (4.2) can be recast to the following form 1 6 C_{ABC} X^AX^B X^C = 1 (4.3)

where C_{ABC} = C_{IJK} for A, B, C = I, J, K and C_{00I} =^{c2I}_6 and the other components are zero. Thus, it is natural to define X_A and the metric C_{AB} as follows

X_A = 1 6 C_{ABC} X^B X^C , C_{AB} = 1 6 C_{ABC} X^C . (4.4)

More explicitly one has

X_I = 1 6 C_{IJK}X^J X^K + c_{2I} 36 (X^0)^2, X_0 = c_{2I} X^I 18 X^0, (4.5) and C_{IJ} = 1 6 C_{IJK} X^K , C_{I0} = c_{2I} 36 X^0, C_{00} = c_{2I} X^I 36 . (4.6)

It is easy to verify that

X_AX^A = 1, X_A = C_{AB}X^B , C_{AB}X^AX^B = 1. (4.7)

Following the standard notion of very special geometry, the magnetic central charge may be defined as Z_m = X_Ap^A and the near horizon parameters are fixed by extremizing it, i.e. ∂_iZ_m = ∂_iX_Ap^A = 0. Using (4.7) a solution would be X^A = p^A/Z_m. Plugging this into (4.3) we find

Z_m = ( 1 6 C_{ABC} p^Ap^B p^C )_{1/3} = ( 1 6 C_{IJK} p^I p^J p^K +

(p^0)^2 12 c_{2I} p^I )_{1/3} . (4.8)

To get our results in the previous section one needs to set p^0 = 1 at the end of the computations.

It is almost obvious, but worth to mention, that having had the analogous to very special geometry does not mean that the action can also be given just by (2.2) with the generalized constraint (4.3). Therefore we would like to treat this construction as an auxiliary method to study N = 2 supergravity solutions in the presence of higher order corrections.

For example in the rest of this section we would like to show how the generalized very special geometry can be used to extend the consideration of [28] while higher derivative terms are also taken into account. To do this, consider the black string solution obtained in section 3. At R^2 level the solution can be written as follows

ds^2 = l^2_A 4 (dx^2 − 2rdxdr + dr^2 r^2

+ dθ^2 + sin^2 θ dϕ^2), X^I = p^I l_A , A^I_θ = − p^I 2 cos θ dϕ, A^0_θ = − 1 2 cos θ dϕ, with v = − 3 4 l_AF^0_{θϕ}, (4.9)

where l_A =

(_1 6 C_{IJK} p^I p^J p^K +^1_{12} c_{2I} p^I )_{1/3} . In writing the metric we have used the fact that AdS_3 can be written as S^1 fibered over AdS_2. Now we would like to embed this solution into the framework of the generalized very special geometry. In order to do that, we start with the following solution with the understanding of p^0 = 1,

ds^2 =

Z^2_m 4 (dx^2 − 2rdxdr + dr^2 r^2

+ dθ^2 + sin^2 θ dϕ^2), X^A = p^A Z_m , A^A_θ = − p^A 2 cos θ dϕ, Z^3_m = 1 6 C_{ABC} p^Ap^B p^C . (4.10)

Following [28] we will consider the total space of U(1) bundle over (4.10) to define a six dimensional manifold with the metric

ds^2_6 =

Z^2_m 4 (dx^2 − 2rdxdt + dr^2 r^2

+ σ^2_1 + σ^2 ) + (2X_AX_B − C_{AB})(dy^A + A^A)(dy^B + A^B). (4.11)

Here σ_i are right invariant one-forms such that σ^2_1 + σ^2 = dθ + sin^2 θ dϕ^2. Let us define new coordinates z, ψ through the following expressions

y^A = z^A + (sin B − 1)X^AX_B z^B − 1 2 p^Aψ, x = 2 cos B Z_m X_Az^A (4.12)

where sin B is a constant which its physical meaning will become clear later. We define the coordinates such that the new coordinates have the following identification

ψ ∼ ψ + 4πm, z^A ∼ z^A + 2πn^A, (4.13)

where m and n^A are integers. Accordingly one can read the identifications of y and x. Using the new coordinate ψ one can define the right invariant one-forms by

σ_1 = − sin ψdθ + cos ψ sin θdϕ, σ_2 = cos ψdθ + sin ψ sin θdϕ, σ_3 = dψ + cos θdϕ. (4.14)

In terms of the new coordinates the six dimensional metric (4.11) reads

ds^2 =

Z^2 4 [−(cos B rdt + sin Bσ_3)^2 + dr^2 r^2

+ σ^2_1 + σ^2 + σ^2_3 ]

+ (2X_AX_B − C_{AB})(dz^A + Ã^A)(dz^B + Ã^B ), (4.15)

where Ã^A = −^{pA}_2 (cos B rdt + sin Bσ_3). The obtained six dimensional manifold can be treated as the total space of a U(1) bundle over BMPV black hole at R^2 level. Therefore we can reduce to five dimensions to get BMPV black hole where higher derivative corrections are also taken into account. The resulting five dimensional black hole solution is

ds^2 = l^2_A 4 [−(cos B rdt + sin Bσ_3)^2 + dr^2 r^2

+ σ^2_1 + σ^2 + σ^2_3 ], X^I = p^I l_A , Ã^I = −p^I 2 (cos B rdt + sin Bσ_3), Ã^0 = − 1 2 (cos B rdt + sin Bσ_3), (4.16)

and the auxiliary field is given by v = −^3_4 l_AF̃^0. From this solution we can identify sin B as the angular momentum, J, of the BMPV solution through the relation sin B =^J_{Z3} . As a result we have demonstrated that the total bundle space of near horizon wrapped M2’s and wrapped M5’s are equivalent up to R^2 level, generalizing the tree level results of [28]. In fact one may go further to show that both of them can be obtained from quotients of AdS_3 × S^3 with a flat U(1)^{N−1} bundle, much similar to tree level considered in [28]. It is then possible to use this connection to increase our understanding of microstate counting of 5D supersymmetric rotating black hole arising from wrapped M2-branes in Calabi-Yau compactification of M-theory. We hope to come back to this point in our future publication.

5 Black hole solution

In this section we shall consider a five dimensional extremal black hole^2 whose near geometry is AdS_2 ×S^3. When we are dealing with an extremal black hole with AdS_2 near horizon geometry, it is more appropriate to work with entropy function formalism [24]. In fact this approach has been used to study five dimensional extremal black hole in Heterotic string theory in presence of higher derivative terms given by Gauss-Bonnet action [6].^3 It is shown that this bosonic term was enough to correctly reproduce the microscopic entropy coming from microstate counting in string theory. It is the aim of this section to study the five dimensional extremal black hole in the presence of higher derivative terms which come from supersymmetrized action. We will also compare the result with the case where only bosonic Gauss-Bonnet term is present. In fact it is analogous to the consideration of [35,36] where four dimensional extremal black hole has been studied in the presence of supersymmetrized action using entropy function formalism.

Let us start with the following ansatz for near horizon geometry

ds = l^2_Ads^2_{ADS2} + l^2_S ds^2_S3 , X^I = cont. F^I_{rt} = e^I , v_{rt} = V. (5.1)

Then the entropy function is given by E = 2π(e^I q_I − f_0 + f_1) where f_0 is the leading order contribution coming from quadratic part of the action which is

f_0 = 1 2 l^2_Al^3_S [ ν − 1 2 D + ν + 3 2 ( 3 l^2_S − 1 l^2_A ) − 2(3ν + 1) l^4_A

V^2 − 4ν_I e^I l^4_A V − ν_{IJ} e^I e^J 2l^4_A ] , (5.2)

and the higher order contribution, f_1, comes from the four-derivative terms that for our ansatz, is

f_1 = c_{2I} 48 l^2_Al^3_S [ X^I 4 ( 1 l^2_S − 1 l^2_A

)_2 + 4V^4 l^8_A

X^I +

4V^3 3l^8_A e^I − DV 3l^4_A e^I +

D^2 12 X^I

− 2V^2X^I 3l^4_A ( 3 l^2_S + 5 l^2_A ) − V e^I l^4_A ( 1 l^2_A − 1 l^2_S ) ] . (5.3)

At leading order where only f_0 contributes, one may integrate out the the auxiliary fields by extremizing the entropy function with respect to them, arriving at

f_0 = 1 2 l^2_Al^3_S [ 6 l^2_S − 2 l^2_A + 1 2l^4_A

(ν_I ν_J − ν_{IJ} )e^I e^J ] = 1 2 l^2_Al^3_S ( 6 l^2_S − 2 l^2_A + G_{IJ} e^I e^J l^4_A ) . (5.4)

2Explicit solutions of N = 2 5D supersymmetric black holes in the context of very special geometry have been obtained for example in [31].

3Higher order corrections to 5D BH have also been studied in [32–34].

It is easy to extremize the entropy function with respect to the parameters to find l_A, l_S , X^I and e^I . In particular for STU model where C_{123} = 1 and the other components are zero one gets

l_S = 2l_A = (q_1q_2q_3)^{1/6}, X^I =

(q_1q_2q_3)^{1/3} q_I , e^I = 1 2 (q_1q_2q_3)^{1/2} q_I , (5.5)

and the corresponding black hole entropy is S = 2π √ q_1q_2q_3.

In general it is difficult to do the same while the higher order corrections are also taking into account. Therefore to proceed, the same as in the previous, we will use the supersymmetry transformations to simplify as much as we can and then using the equation of motion of field D, we find a supersymmetric solution. For our ansatz (5.1) the supersymmetry conditions (2.9) lead to D = − 3 l^2_A , e^I = − 4 3 V X^I , V = − 3 4 l_A, l_S = 2l_A. (5.6)

Using these relations we may set X^I =^{eI}_{lA} and defining E =^1_6 C_{IJK} e^I e^J e^K one has ν = 1 l^3_A E, ν_I e^I = 3 l^2_A E, ν_{IJ} e^I e^J = 6 l_A E. (5.7)

In this notation the equation of motion for auxiliary field D reads

E − l^3_A + l^3_A 12 c_{2I} ( DX^I 6 − V e^I 3l^4_A ) = 0 (5.8)

so that l_A =^1_2 (8E −^{c2I eI}_6 )^{1/3}. By making use of the expressions for the parameters D, V, X^I and l_S given above, the entropy function gets the following simple form

E = 2π(q_I e^I − 4E + 1 8 c_{2I} e^I ) = 2π [ (q_I + 1 8 c_{2I} )e^I − 2 3 C_{IJK} e^I e^J e^K ] (5.9)

Extremizing the entropy function with respect to e^I we get

2C_{IJK}e^J e^K = q_I + 1 8 c_{2I} (5.10)

which in principle can be solved to find e^I in terms of the charges, c_{2I} and parameters C_{IJK} ’s. The entropy is also given by S =^{4π}_3 q^+_I e^{I 4}. In particular for STU model we get e^I = (q^+_1 q^+_2 q^+_3 )^{1/2}/2q^+_I . Plugging this into the expressions of l_A and X^I , we obtain

2l_A = (q^+_1 q^+_2 q^+_3 )^{1/6}(1 − c_{2I} 12 1 q^+_I

)^{1/3}, X^I =

(q^+_1 q^+_2 q^+_3 )^{1/3} q^+_I

(1 − c_{2I} 12 1 q^+_I

)^{−1/3}. (5.11)

4We use a notion in which q^+_I = q_I +^1_8 c_{2I} .

Finally the entropy is found to be S = 2π √ q^+_1 q^+_2 q^+_3 . (5.12)

It is very interesting in the sense that the entropy of the black hole at R^2 level has the same form as the tree level except that the charges q_I ’s are replaced by shifted charges q^+_I ’s.

This result can be used to see how the higher order corrections stretch horizon. For example if we start by a classical solution with q_1 = 0 we get vanishing horizon (small black hole) and therefore the entropy is zero. But adding the R^2 terms we get a smooth solution with a non-zero entropy give by S = π √ c_{21} 2 q^+_2 q^+_3 . (5.13)

This procedure could also be used to understand, upon dimensional reduction to four dimensions, the single-charge small black hole studied in [37].

We note that in the above consideration we have used the supersymmetry transformations to simplify the computations and therefore the solution would be supersymmetric. Thus it does not exclude other solutions. In fact we would expect to have another solution corresponding to non-BPS solution. Actually one could start from a more general constraint than (5.6) as follows D = α l^2_A

, X^I = β e^I l_A , V = γl_A, l_S = 2l_A (5.14)

and solve the equations for parameters (α, β, γ). Doing so, for fixed l_A given above, we find two solutions: (−3, 1, −3/4) and (3, −1, −3/4). The first one is the solution we have studied, but the second one which is not supersymmetric leads to the following entropy function E = 2π [ (q_I − 3 8 c_{2I} )e^I − 2 3 C_{IJK} e^I e^J e^K ] . (5.15)

It is straightforward to extremize the entropy function with respect to e^I ’s to get the parameters in terms of q_I ’s, though we won’t do that here.

It is also instructive to compare the results with the case where the higher order corrections are given in terms of the Gauss-Bonnet action. It is known that this term cannot be supersymmetrized, but it is still interesting to see what would be the corresponding corrections. In our notation the Gauss-Bonnet term is given by L_{GB} = c_{2I} X^I 2^8 · 3π^2 ( R^{abcd}R_{abcd} − 4R^{ab}R_{ab} + R^2 ) . (5.16)

It can be shown that with the specific coefficient we have chosen for the Gauss- Bonnet action, the corresponding entropy function, fixing the auxiliary fields as (5.6) for tree level action, is the same as (5.9) and therefore we get the same results as those in supersymmetrized action.

6 Discussions

In this paper we have studied black string and black hole solutions in the presence of higher derivative terms. In the black string case, where the near horizon geometry is AdS_3 × S^2, a proper method is c-extremization, whereas in the black hole solution with AdS_2 × S^3 near horizon geometry the better method is given by the entropy function formalism. In both cases we have seen that adding higher derivative terms will change the feature of the very special geometry in such a way that the leading order constraint ν = 1 is not satisfied any more. Therefore the standard method of very special geometry is not applicable at this level.

We have shown how to generalize the notion of very special geometry in the presence of higher derivative terms. We have observed that the generalized very special geometry depends on the solution we are considering. In particular we have explicitly studied the generalization for the magnetic black string solution where we have reproduced all results obtained from another method, e.g. c-extremization.

For an arbitrary solution, the generalized constraint which defines the very special geometry can be obtained from equation of motion of the auxiliary filed D. In general we have 1 6 C_{IJK} X^I X^J X^K + c_{2I} 72 (X^I D + F^{Iμν} v_{μν} ) = 1. (6.1)

If we are interested in a supersymmetric solution, we can also use the supersymmetry transformations to further simplify the constraint 1 6 C_{IJK}X^I X^J X^K + c_{2I} X^I 54 ( 3 2 ϵ_{abcde}γ^av^{bc}v^{de} − (γ · v)^2 − v^2 ) = 1. (6.2)

An interesting application of this construction is to generalize the consideration of [28]. In particular we have shown that the total bundle space of near horizon wrapped M2’s and wrapped M5’s are equivalent up to R^2 level, generalizing the tree level results of [28]. Actually we could also show that both of them can be obtained from quotients of AdS_3 × S^3 with a flat U(1)^{N−1} bundle, much similar to tree level considered in [28]. Although we have not pushed this observation any further, one might suspect that using this connection could increase our knowledge of microstate counting of 5D supersymmetric rotating black hole arising from wrapped M2-branes in Calabi-Yau compactification of M-theory.

We have also studied higher order corrections to extremal black holes in five dimensions in which the higher order corrections come from supersymmetric completion of R^2 term. In this paper we have explicitly written the corrected solution of 5D black holes for a specific model, namely, STU model. To extend the solution for a general model we will have to solve a set of equations C_{IJK} x^J x^K = a_I , I = 1, · · · , N, (6.3) for given C_{IJK} and a_I . In general it is difficult to solve this equation and it may not even have a unique solution. Nevertheless for a particular model this can be solved explicitly (for example see [38]). An interesting observation we have made in this paper is that the solution of the above equation can be used for both tree level case and the case when the R^2 corrections are added. The only difference is that in the presence of R^2 terms one just needs to replace a_I by another constant which is related to it by a constant shift.

In fact as far as the entropy is concerned we have seen that the corrected entropy can simply be obtained by replacing the electric charges q_I ’s with the shifted charges q^+_I ’s defined in footnote 2. In particular this result shows how one can get a smooth solution with non-zero entropy out of a small black hole which in leading order supergravity is singular with vanishing entropy.

Finally as an aside let us define C^{IJK} in terms of C_{IJK} by C^{IJK}C_{KLM} = δ^I_Lδ^J_M + δ^I_M δ^J_L. Although it is not clear whether this equation can be solved in general or even if it has a unique solution, it can be used to write a solution for equation (6.3). For example it terms of this parameter the corresponding black hole entropy could be written as [39] S = 2π √ 1 6 C^{IJK} q_I q_J q_K . (6.4)

In the presence of R^2 correction the entropy has the same form, except that one needs to replace q_I by q^+_I .

Note added: While we were in the final stage of the project we have received the paper [40] where the five dimensional black hole in the presence of higher derivative terms given by (2.6) has also been studied.

Acknowledgments I would like to thank Hajar Ebrahim for discussions on the related topic and also comments on the draft of the article.

References

[1] R. M. Wald, “Black hole entropy in the Noether charge,” Phys. Rev. D 48, 3427 (1993) [arXiv:gr-qc/9307038].

[2] K. Behrndt, G. Lopes Cardoso, B. de Wit, D. Lust, T. Mohaupt and W. A. Sabra, “Higher-order black-hole solutions in N = 2 supergravity and Calabi-Yau string backgrounds,” Phys. Lett. B 429, 289 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9801081]. G. Lopes Cardoso, B. de Wit, J. Kappeli and T. Mohaupt, “Stationary BPS solutions in N = 2 supergravity with R^2 interactions,” JHEP 0012, 019 (2000) [arXiv:hep-th/0009234].

[3] A. Dabholkar, “Exact counting of black hole microstates,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 241301 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0409148].

[4] A. Sen, “How does a fundamental string stretch its horizon?,” JHEP 0505, 059 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0411255].

[5] S. Ferrara, R. Kallosh and A. Strominger, “N=2 extremal black holes,” Phys. Rev. D 52, 5412 (1995) [arXiv:hep-th/9508072]. S. Ferrara and R. Kallosh, “Supersymmetry and Attractors,” Phys. Rev. D 54, 1514 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9602136].

[6] A. Sen, “Entropy function for heterotic black holes,” JHEP 0603, 008 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0508042].

[7] K. Goldstein, N. Iizuka, R. P. Jena and S. P. Trivedi, “Non-supersymmetric attractors,” Phys. Rev. D 72, 124021 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0507096].

[8] P. K. Tripathy and S. P. Trivedi, “Non-supersymmetric attractors in string theory,” JHEP 0603, 022 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0511117].

[9] P. Prester, “Lovelock type gravity and small black holes in heterotic string theory,” JHEP 0602, 039 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0511306].

[10] R. Kallosh, N. Sivanandam and M. Soroush, “The non-BPS black hole attractor equation,” JHEP 0603, 060 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0602005].

[11] M. Alishahiha and H. Ebrahim, “Non-supersymmetric attractors and entropy function,” JHEP 0603, 003 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0601016].

[12] B. Chandrasekhar, S. Parvizi, A. Tavanfar and H. Yavartanoo, “Nonsupersymmetric attractors in R^2 gravities,” JHEP 0608, 004 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0602022].

[13] G. Exirifard, “The alpha’ stretched horizon in heterotic string,” JHEP 0610, 070 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0604021].

[14] A. Ghodsi, “R^4 corrections to D1D5p black hole entropy from entropy function formalism,” Phys. Rev. D 74, 124026 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0604106].

[15] R. G. Cai and D. W. Pang, “Entropy function for 4-charge extremal black holes in type IIA superstring theory,” Phys. Rev. D 74, 064031 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0606098].

[16] D. Astefanesei, K. Goldstein, R. P. Jena, A. Sen and S. P. Trivedi, “Rotating attractors,” JHEP 0610, 058 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0606244].

[17] P. Kaura and A. Misra, “On the existence of non-supersymmetric black hole attractors for two-parameter Calabi-Yau’s and attractor equations,” Fortsch. Phys. 54, 1109 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0607132].

[18] J. F. Morales and H. Samtleben, “Entropy function and attractors for AdS black holes,” JHEP 0610, 074 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0608044].

[19] H. Arfaei and R. Fareghbal, “Double-horizon limit and decoupling of the dynamics at the horizon,” JHEP 0701, 060 (2007) [arXiv:hep-th/0608222].

[20] D. Astefanesei, K. Goldstein and S. Mahapatra, “Moduli and (un)attractor black hole thermodynamics,” arXiv:hep-th/0611140.

[21] B. Chandrasekhar, H. Yavartanoo and S. Yun, “Non-Supersymmetric attractors in BI black holes,” arXiv:hep-th/0611240.

[22] L. Andrianopoli, R. D’Auria, S. Ferrara and M. Trigiante, “Extremal black holes in supergravity,” arXiv:hep-th/0611345.

[23] G. L. Cardoso, B. de Wit and S. Mahapatra, “Black hole entropy functions and attractor equations,” arXiv:hep-th/0612225.

[24] A. Sen, “Black hole entropy function and the attractor mechanism in higher derivative gravity,” JHEP 0509, 038 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0506177].

[25] P. Kraus and F. Larsen, “Microscopic black hole entropy in theories with higher derivatives,” JHEP 0509, 034 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0506176].

[26] A. Strominger and C. Vafa, “Microscopic Origin of the Bekenstein-Hawking Entropy,” Phys. Lett. B 379, 99 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9601029].

[27] J. C. Breckenridge, R. C. Myers, A. W. Peet and C. Vafa, “D-branes and spinning black holes,” Phys. Lett. B 391, 93 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9602065].

[28] M. Guica and A. Strominger, “Wrapped M2/M5 duality,” arXiv:hep-th/0701011.

[29] K. Hanaki, K. Ohashi and Y. Tachikawa, “Supersymmetric completion of an R^2 term in five-dimensional supergravity,” arXiv:hep-th/0611329.

[30] A. Castro, J. L. Davis, P. Kraus and F. Larsen, “5D Attractors with Higher Derivatives,” hep-th/0702072.

[31] W. A. Sabra, “General BPS black holes in five dimensions,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 13, 239 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9708103]. A. H. Chamseddine and W. A. Sabra, “Calabi-Yau black holes and enhancement of supersymmetry in five dimensions,” Phys. Lett. B 460, 63 (1999) [arXiv:hep-th/9903046].

[32] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and S. Ogushi, “Cosmological and black hole brane world universes in higher derivative gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 65, 023521 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0108172]. S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and S. Ogushi, “Friedmann-Robertson-Walker brane cosmological equations from the fivedimensional bulk (A)dS black hole,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 17, 4809 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0205187]. M. Cvetic, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, “Black hole thermodynamics and negative entropy in deSitter and anti-deSitter Einstein- Gauss-Bonnet gravity,” Nucl. Phys. B 628, 295 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0112045].

[33] Y. M. Cho and I. P. Neupane, “Anti-de Sitter black holes, thermal phase transition and holography in higher curvature gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 66, 024044 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0202140]. I. P. Neupane, “Black hole entropy in string-generated gravity models,” Phys. Rev. D 67, 061501 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0212092]. I. P. Neupane, “Thermodynamic and gravitational instability on hyperbolic spaces,” Phys. Rev. D 69, 084011 (2004) [arXiv:hep-th/0302132].

[34] M. Guica, L. Huang, W. Li and A. Strominger, “R^2 corrections for 5D black holes and rings,” JHEP 0610, 036 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0505188].

[35] B. Sahoo and A. Sen, “Higher derivative corrections to non-supersymmetric extremal black holes in N = 2 supergravity,” JHEP 0609, 029 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0603149].

[36] M. Alishahiha and H. Ebrahim, “New attractor, entropy function and black hole partition function,” JHEP 0611, 017 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0605279].

[37] A. Sinha and N. V. Suryanarayana, “Extremal single-charge small black holes: Entropy function analysis,” Class. Quant. Grav. 23, 3305 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0601183].

[38] M. Shmakova, “Calabi-Yau black holes,” Phys. Rev. D 56, 540 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9612076].

[39] F. Larsen, “The attractor mechanism in five dimensions,” arXiv:hep-th/0608191.

[40] A. Castro, J. L. Davis, P. Kraus and F. Larsen, “5D Black Holes and Strings with Higher Derivatives,” arXiv:hep-th/0703087.