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We find and analyze solutions of Einstein’s equations in arbitrary dimensions and in the presence of a
scalar field with a Liouville potential coupled to a Maxwell field. We consider spacetimes of cylindrical

symmetry or again subspaces of dimension d — 2 with constant curvature and analyze in detail the field

equations and manifest their symmetries. The field equations of the full system are shown to reduce to a
single or couple of ordinary differential equations, which can be used to solve analytically or numerically
the theory for the symmetry at hand. Further solutions can also be generated by a solution-generating
technique akin to the electromagnetic duality in the absence of a cosmological constant. We then find and

analyze explicit solutions including black holes and gravitating solitons for the case of four-dimensional
relativity and the higher-dimensional oxidized five-dimensional spacetime. The general solution is
obtained for a certain relation between couplings in the case of cylindrical symmetry.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Black hole solutions capture the essence of general
relativity in that they are relatively simple but not trivial,
vacuum solutions of Einstein’s field equations with mul-
tiple applications in different domains of gravitational
physics. Black holes appeared, at least as mathematical
solutions of Einstein equations, very early on in the devel-
opment of the theory [1]. Initially, however, it was hoped
by Einstein and disciples that classical, gravitating, and
everywhere regular particle solutions, in other words sol-
itons, could be found in the context of general relativity
theory. For a long time there was a general consensus that
black holes were just a bizarre and singular mathematical
artefact of general relativity and not physical solutions. In a
way they were seen as a contradiction to the Machian
principle, which inspired Einstein in his formulation of
general relativity. Two main mathematical results tilted
scientific bias in favor of black holes. First, the soliton
paradigm did not work for a nonasymptotically flat space-
time, in that if a solution of Einstein’s equations is asymp-
totically flat, topologically trivial and globally stationary,
then it is just flat spacetime [2] (for a nice and precise
introduction see [3]). Secondly, and this radically changed
the black hole consensus, Regge and Wheeler [4] demon-
strated not the instability but the stability of the
Schwarzschild black hole (for the full account see the
classical text book of Chandrasekhar [5]). Following this
a plethora of exact solutions, often mathematically discov-
ered well before but not physically understood, were
studied in their classical properties [6]. Furthermore, nu-
merous and quite restrictive mathematical theorems gov-
erning the existence as well as the geometric and
topological properties of black holes were developed
through the years (see for example [3]). Further interest
was triggered by the work of Bekenstein and Hawking on
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quantum properties of black holes, in particular, black hole
thermodynamics. In recent years, research for new black
hole solutions has gradually developed in higher dimen-
sions [7] and/or for higher-dimensional extensions to gen-
eral relativity [8]. This has been motivated by string theory
and more recently by the brane world paradigm.
Generically speaking, when we go to higher dimensions,
novel permitted topologies and horizon geometries arise,
such as the celebrated black ring [9], and the quite restric-
tive four-dimensional theorems are either no longer appli-
cable or a lot less powerful (see for example [10]).

One important characteristic of Einstein’s field equa-
tions is that there exist nontrivial (i.e. nonmaximally sym-
metric) solutions of the vacuum. The reason behind this
fact is that, Einstein equations do not involve the Weyl
tensor and as a result nontrivial geometric configurations
(i.e. nonzero Riemannian curvature) can trigger nontrivial
vacuum solutions. These vacuum solutions, at least in d =
4, often turn out to be black hole solutions. Indeed assum-
ing spherical symmetry immediately dictates the
Schwarzschild black hole as the unique solution. As a
result the gravitational field of spherical stellar objects is
very well approximated by the far away field of this black
hole solution. What happens when we include matter? The
most simple inclusion of matter fields is that of an electric
or magnetic charge. In this case, Birkhoff’s uniqueness
theorem still holds since it has a clear analogue in
Maxwell theory—a spherically symmetric electric charge
does not radiate in the vacuum. The case of scalar fields, as
matter or nonminimally coupled to gravity, are another
obvious case to consider. Indeed, on the one hand, they
are a natural and necessary ingredient of cosmology: a
timelike scalar field with potential is the correct way to
describe a perfect fluid from a matter action principle. On
the other hand, low energy effective actions resulting from
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string theories, include scalar fields as the dilaton or mod-
uli associated with the size of extra dimensions (following
the Kaluza-Klein paradigm [11]). Furthermore, an expo-
nential or Liouville potential represents the higher-
dimensional cosmological constant present in noncritical
string theories [12,13], nontrivial curved anti-de Sitter
(adS) backgrounds [14], or leading g, corrections to criti-
cal string theories in a flat background. In the case of
scalars it is fair to say that they are not as “compatible”
as Maxwell fields when coupled to general relativity. They
are incompatible in the sense that they can often spoil
asymptotic properties, or again, render event horizons
singular and as a result are not even permitted in the
regularity hypothesis of no-hair theorems (see for example
[15]). To illustrate a simple example consider the Brans-
Dicke theory, which turns out to have the same black hole
solutions as ordinary general relativity, namely, the scalar
degree of freedom has to be frozen in order to avoid a
naked singularity. Moreover, since Birkhoff’s theorem is
no longer true ([16,17]), scalars will on the other hand
introduce star solutions differing from general relativity.
They are heavily constrained by local gravity tests, clearly
favoring pure general relativity. To evade such problems
one has to consider scalar potentials or couplings with
other matter fields [15].

In this paper we will study in some detail the simplest
nontrivial theories including a scalar and Maxwell field
with a Liouville potential. Although this theory does not
capture all the details of string effective actions (where
additional fields are present, like the axion, see [18], po-
tentials are more complicated, etc.) it contains the essential
ingredients that will result in some of the phenomena we
described above. Given the complicated theory at hand we
will restrict ourselves to cylindrical symmetry or constant
curvature horizons (in other words, d — 2 homogeneous
subspaces of constant curvature). Past work on this subject
is rather scarce, when one includes the Liouville potential,
since the difficulty in finding exact solutions is greatly
enhanced. Indeed, in the absence of the Liouville potential
the problem is integrable as was demonstrated first by
Gibbons and Maeda [19] (see also [20] for a particular
case and [21]). A way to give the dilaton a mass is with a
Liouville potential, which can be derived from higher-
dimensional string theory with a central deficit charge,
for example (see also [22]). A Liouville potential, or any
potential for that fact, renders the problem of finding
horizon covered singular solutions far more difficult tech-
nically. As we will see, even a pure cosmological constant
is enough to spoil the integrability of the field equations.
Furthermore, for a Liouville potential, asymptotics are
nontrivial (in other words nonhomogeneous spacetimes)
since maximally symmetric solutions do not minimize the
action [23] or equivalently are simply not solutions to the
field equations. This was also noted in the context of non-
supersymmetry string theories [12]. More precisely, in
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[23], using the theory of dynamical systems, Wiltshire
and collaborators demonstrated that no regular asymptotic
black holes exist in dilaton gravity, except in the case of a
pure cosmological constant and an asymptotically frozen
scalar field. Moreover, it was also shown that even in that
case, no asymptotically de Sitter solutions exist (A¢0).
These facts follow closely the no-hair theorems of general
relativity. Based on these, Mann et al. ([24]) found and
studied static spherically symmetric solutions for specific
values of the coupling constants. They argued that these
solutions are of physical interest as they have finite quasi-
local charges and all terms in the action are finite outside
the regular outer horizon. Unusual asymptotics were found
in accord to Wiltshire’s work as a generic effect due to the
scalar potential not having a local minimum. Indeed, in the
case of the Liouville potential we have a runaway mini-
mum at infinite scalar field and this is enough to guarantee
good behavior at infinity but still not maximal symmetry.
The cylindrically symmetric problem in the absence of the
electromagnetic (EM) field was studied in [17] (see the
work of Taub for the equivalent A = 0 case). Closely after
the work of [24], these black hole solutions were general-
ized to horizons of toroidal and hyperbolic geometry by
Cai et al. ([25]), again for specific couplings. Several other
works treated cases close to these [26].

Application of the solutions we will find here are plenti-
ful and do not only include the usual general relativity. The
backgrounds we will find can be applied to a variety of
differing problems and applications of high energy physics
and cosmology. They will correspond to five-dimensional
backgrounds of black holes with a cosmological constant
[27], cosmic p-brane extensions [28] (see [29] for an
extension to nonzero potential) and higher-codimension
braneworld backgrounds [30]. They also describe back-
grounds for noncritical string theories as well as non-
supersymmetry strings in ten dimensions [12]. We will
analyze in all generality the integrability of cylindrically
symmetric spacetimes and, in particular, constant curva-
ture subspaces. We will establish an extension of the EM
duality known for A = 0 and discussed in a slightly differ-
ent context in [14]. We will then integrate down the system
of coupled differential equations to one or two master
equations depending on the symmetry at hand. With these
generic results we will stick to four dimensions and find for
general or special couplings exact solutions for the setup.
For given coupling relations we will be able to write down
the general solution for the setup. This is particularly
useful in order to understand the global properties of this
system. The solutions we will find will include known and
novel black hole and soliton solutions of the same symme-
try and field content and can be easily extended in higher
dimensions.

In the next section we will discuss the generic setup in d
dimensions and how to partially integrate the system. We
will also establish solution-generating symmetries. We will
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give explicit solutions in the case of four-dimensional
spacetime, in Sec. III for cylindrical symmetry and in
Sec. IV for maximal symmetry. Novel general solutions,
for given symmetry, and for families of coupling constants
will be obtained and all known solutions (to the best of our
knowledge) will be recovered. In Sec. V we will consider
the uplift of several of the solutions discussed in four
dimensions to five and we will discuss solutions with
squashed horizons [31]. We will conclude in the last
section.

II. SETUP AND INTEGRABILITY

Let us consider the d-dimensional action

S = / ddx\/_[R——(aq))z 7P F2 -

75@]’
(D

where vy, 8, and A are coupling constants, F is the two-
form field strength of the Maxwell one-form A, and ® is
the scalar field. This action covers, for different values of
the coupling constants, several interesting cases. For ex-
ample, given specific dimension-dependent values of

2(d — 1) _+, 2
d—2" 6__(d—1)(d—2)’ 2

theory (1) is the Kaluza-Klein reduction of a (d + 1)-
dimensional general relativity with a cosmological con-
stant and rotation or twist (see for example [14]). The case
6 = 0 reduces the Liouville potential to a cosmological
constant and y = 0 to a pure Maxwell theory with a scalar
kinetic term. In a completely different physical setting and
taking F = 0 in d = 10 dimensions, the action (1) de-
scribes tachyon-free nonsupersymmetric string theory
([12,13]). The Liouville coupling y plays the role of the
leading string surface (g,) correction in the Liouville term,
which appears due to the breaking of supersymmetry. For
example, we have y = 3/2 for the type I string and y =
5/2 for the closed heterotic string. As we mentioned in the
introduction, the characteristic of these string theories is
that they do not have maximally symmetric backgrounds
and as a result, the solutions of maximal possible symme-
try are SO(9) symmetric backgrounds [13].

The equations of motion stemming from the action take
the form

0=0,(/=ge?® Fr), (3a)
O = e“/‘l’fz 26Ae %?, (3b)
G,uV = R,uv - ERgp,V = T,U,V
1 8uv
= Eaﬂcbapcb — "“ (9d)* + eV‘Df P

_Meyfbj:z _Ae—

8 glL 1224 (3C)
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where U is the d-dimensional d’Alembertian, G, the
Enstein tensor, and 7 uv the stress-energy tensor, which
has both an electromagnetic and a scalar contribution. This
allows us to write the Ricci scalar, that is,

2
4—d
42-d)

The electromagnetic contribution vanishes as expected for
d = 4 (the Maxwell stress-energy tensor is traceless in four
dimensions). Then, the only matter singular points of
spacetime will be those present in the scalar field, see
[32]. However, for higher dimension, there might be a
richer variety of singular points, though, in all the solutions
we show in the following, all singular points of the
Maxwell field are always contained in the dilaton field.

In this work we will consider a d-dimensional metric of
the form (see also [14]),

ds? = X~ d=3/d=2)(gy2 + 49?)

—Jap + g 2 g )

+ az/(d’z)(—ew'dtz + €2Vesi()?dg?

i=d—4
+ > ew"dxz), (5)

i=1

where the Maxwell field will be restricted to be either
electric, A = A(r, 8)dt or magnetic A = A(r, 0)d¢ (for
dyonic solutions see [33]). The function si(#) denotes
sin(#), sinh(#) and unity for k = 1, —1, 0, respectively.
We can also choose the potentials U; so that they sum to
Z€er0,

i=d—4
D U +U +Uy,=0 (6)
i=1

without any loss of generality. When « = 0 and all metric
components are locally only r dependent we have cylin-
drical symmetry (r is not the normal coordinate). For d =
4, k = =1 will correspond to a spherically symmetric and
hyperbolic two-dimensional spacelike sections, respec-
tively [34]. It is rather useful now to go to a different set
of variables [14] for which the field equations will take a
simpler form,

d—2d—
Y= ﬁl:d 2(@—61na)+yU*], (7)
;= U—l——1 U =1 d—4 (8)
d—3 % ! Y ’
Q = y(® - §lna) — 2U,, 9)
52
2v=2x — 6D + 5 Inc, (10)
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where € = —1 corresponds to an electric potential and € = 1 magnetic one. The * symbol denotes 7 for the electric case
and ¢ for the magnetic case, respectively. These technicalities put aside, the field equations for the electric case (e = —1)
take the form,

a' — ka = —2Aa1/[@d=2)=(8%/2) p2v, (11a)
0= V- (Rt (d=4/d-D)gi(g)¢VA), (11b)
(@Q) + ('y5 - 2)aK = 5 R 5i(g) < (VA (110)
(ayl) + OIK" =0, (11d)
(allr,-)’=0, i=1,...,d—4 (11e)

o o 1 1 € . i
e i (N —(Q’)z) £ EehqriCl(an — 2+ S g2 (1)

a  « s 2 2 =

d—1 &° 2Kka ’
/e _ I — _ + / —
2av'k ( 272 )a K S [ o (,l/ *y6 2)Q ] (11g)

All fields depend on r (according to cylindrical symmetry) except the electric potential for which we allow a (r, 6)
dependence, which will be useful for the extension of the electromagnetic duality in four dimensions later on. For the same
reason we keep €. Note Eq. (11g), which is an additional equation present for k # 0, which constrains the metric elements
(5) in such a way as to obtain maximally symmetric two-dimensional sections. We have also set

d—73
=y 4+2—. 12
s =7 i (12)
For the magnetic case (¢ = 1) on the other hand we have
o — ka = —2Aa1/(d=20)=(8%/2) p2v. (13a)
0=V - (e2sif€ard+(d-4/[d-2)yQ), (13b)
2(d—3 >

(aQ)) + <'y5 + 7(61 — )>CYK = gsi(0)’€e9a75+((d’4)/(d’2))(VA)2, (13c)
(al) + ax (8 y) =0, (13d)
(aypl) =0, i=1,...,d —4 (13e)

a' _ad 24 Lo € L0 ldD(AR — i) 4 5 g2

20— = — — k=~ N>+ -(Q)*) + vom /A=) (A2 — A%) + 2 13

yE s(w) S(@7) 2siz(e)ea (e A+ 3R a3

d—1 & 2aK d—3
!y _ /. — / +
2av'k (—d =3 —2) a'k =— 5)1/ w v6 2d 2)Q ] (13g)

The field equations written in this form are quite A. Case of cylindrical symmetry
straightforward to reduce to one or two coupled second-
order ordinary differential equations with respect to one or
two variables, respectively. In reducing the system of

Directly integrating (11b), (11d), and (11e) and using
(11c), we get

equations, we adapt our system of coordinates'accordi.ngly. 0 = ear A, (14a)
It turns out that the judicious system of coordinates differs se

for k = 0 (cylindrical symmetry) and for « # 0. Let us a) = — QA+ aq, (14b)
reduce the system in turn now for each case, starting with 2 , ,

x = 0. Note that (11g) and (13g) drop out in this case. ¢ = ay, ci = ay, (14¢)
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where Q is the electric charge and ¢,, ¢; are the constant
scalar charges associated to the ¢ fields. The constant a
can be gauged away but we choose to keep it and fix it later
to simplify integrated quantities. Using now (11a), (11f),
and (14b), we solve for v/

d—1 & 2 € a
'a =————|a' +|—— — - +—
2v <d—2 2>a (d—2 y5)<2QA s)

—h. (15)
|

S€E d
“O0A+a+(vys+
;A ta (7 d
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Here, A is a constant and can be related with the energy/
quasilocal mass of the solution. At the end of the day the
whole system boils down to two coupled ODE’s,

_4) /+ A// 0
a +a—=0,
-2

(16a)
1

a{(ﬂ _ 3_2>a/ + (L - 75)(? N e/;Q B h)] e = %I:ci + —(§QA + a>2] + %m/ +3 ¢ (16b)

d—2 2 d—12

which once solved give a solution for theory (1) with
cylindrical symmetry (4). To go further we fix the coor-
dinate system by setting o’ = p. The integration of
Eq. (16a) then gives

seQ 2
k="Z=A24+gA+ A —[——— 6 A— | Adp).
4 anTa (d—z y)(” / ")

a7
On the other hand, (16b) then becomes

0= (D (202

B er_cz_a2
2 s 2s
Sz 7) [rar o i
— =€ —v8) [ Adp + . 1
2\a=2"7 Wt (18)

Let us note now that taking ﬁ — v6 = 0 (18) completely
decouples from A and gives immediately «. The Kaluza-
Klein case falls in this category, see (2). Once « is known,
A is obtained from (17). We will examine shortly and in
detail the solutions emanating for the four-dimensional
case. Lastly, by defining

Bp) = [Ap)ap (19)
and combining (17) and (18), we get
_ ﬂ o 2 B -
k ) B —aB + <—d — 'y6>(pB B)
o Qe( 2

This second-order, nonlinear and autonomous ODE with
respect to B is one of the main results in this section. Once
we have determined B analytically or numerically we can
then find a solution of the entire system, which corresponds
to an exact solution of the action (1) for a metric of

2

cylindrical symmetry (5). We will find several solutions
in the next sections for the case of four dimensions. Indeed,
once B is known from (18), it is easy to see that

_ pdp
inatp) = [ X(p) — %(y5 — 2B’

Using (15), we solve for v
d—1 & d
2v=<———)lna+j er 5
d—2 2 X(p) =% (y6 —75)B

><[—h+(d32— 75)(§QA+§):|. (22)

Note that alternatively, Eq. (11a) enables us to write
1 Qe( 2
W=——|X +—(—— 5)3]
¢ 2A[ N VR
X a—((d—4)/(d—2))+52/2' (23)

2

These two equations fix A with respect to the integration
constants. We make use of (14¢) to write

dp
v=cf . TS
X(p) + 5% (7% — vo)B
and similarly for . Finally, to get {) we use (14a)
1—yé
& - o ™ NG
A(p)[X(p) + 5 (325 — v6)B]
Note that, in terms of p, the line element becomes
. a3/2e2Xdp2 . era_(l/z)dzz
Qe( 2 2 ’
[X(p) + 5 (5= — vd)B]
+ a(—e?df + e 2Vdg?). (26)

It is important to note here that (22) and (23) provide a
relation between the action parameter A and the constants
of integration. This is similar to the pure dilatonic case
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[17]. Here, (14a) and (25) provide an additional relation
between constants of integration.

B. Maximally symmetric case

We now turn our attention to the case of k # 0. Let us
stick to the electric case here and note that the judicious
choice of coordinates dictated, for example, from (11d) is
now

_dx

a= 27

The two coordinate systems are related by 2p = &2
Hence, if a? is a second degree polynomial only then are
p and x identical coordinates. We also note, for the electric
case, that in order for the A field not to be trivial—imposed
by separability requirements—it has to be a function of r.
On the other hand for the magnetic case, A has to be a
function of . This can easily be seen by inspecting the
equations of motion in both these cases. Other than that the
magnetic resolution is very similar to the electric one. Let
us denote by a dot the derivation with respect to x.
Integrating (11b) and (11c) and then (11d) and (11e) we
obtain

0 = elal V4, (28a)

- jore (o)
a*() eZQA a ) v6 |kx, (28b)

d—3( b% )
+
d—2\5 d—13)

= C — KX

iy (28c)

i, (28d)
|

= C;.

we (*+ geaa=y) 5 (s

5 RRTED I

By solving for A and « we find a solution to the full system
(11a)-(11g) by direct integration of (28b)—(28d) and (29).
In particular, note that for y6 = -%; (31) integrates out
giving
. A2
Qe_Q=0z2A=k—aA—s%l ,

(33)

where we have also used (28a) to obtain (). This reduces
the full system to the resolution of Eq. (32) with respect to
A.

This completes our analysis of the theory in arbitrary
dimension d. From now on we will concentrate on the case
of d = 4, describing a symmetry of the equations of mo-

)

2 2
c 0 1
= aa’® + ka? +—+ K2x2<— —) +
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Combining (11f) and (11g) with (28b) and (28c) we obtain

2 d—1 &2
o [sigs o He S
V=l @=2@-3) \a=2 2)*
2 a QA
i _ a KAy _
(78 S 2)(S 2) h (29)
where we now have
2c d—3/ y
== +
" s\/d—2\5 d—3) G0

so that (11f) and (11g) are compatible—maximal symme-
try imposes one more relation between the integration
constants & and c. In fact, for k = 0 this means that the
(z, ¢) plane is homogeneous in the cylindrical case (26).
We have now solved the system with respect to the varia-
bles a and A. Indeed using (11b) and (28b) we obtain

a2%+2da—(yS——diz)(Kx—da)-i-a—%=0
(31
and then using (29) with (11f) we get
2 A
(yc‘i — ﬂx% — %)(—aa + kx) — h(da — kx)
1/ sQA\  Qa’A
Z(a > ) > (32)

tion and then giving explicit solutions as well as their
uplifted counterparts.

C. Electromagnetic duality in d = 4

Let us consider now the symmetries of the magnetic and
electric field Egs. (11a)—(11g) and (13a)—(13g) [we follow
[14]]. We can define a dual potential w to A through

(—0gw, 9,w) = e a?’si(0)7¢(9,A, dyA). (34)

To be definite we take € = —1 and apply (34). Upon doing
this the field Eqgs. (11b), (11c), (11f), and (11g) take the
form
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0=V-(e 2a7(i(0) Vo), (35a)
(@) + (y8 — Dak = %a%*vﬁ(si(e))*l(%)% (35b)
/ " 1 1 d—4
21},& _a K = 7((1711;)2 + 7(9/)2) + Eefﬂa*y(ﬁfl(w/z _ a')2) + Z wlZ, (35¢)
o o s 2 =
3— 62 2 2 1
2av'k — ( )a’K = ﬁ[—(y + 5)£¢/ — —(y8 — 1)9']. (35d)
2 s 2 2
Now consider the following map: Ay =A, =a’>+ esQk = > >0, (38)
QO=-0, A= o, € = —¢, where A is now arbitrary replacing a, hence
y=-v 5=3 (36) 32 2
X(p) = pP—hp——— . (39)
2 s 2s

then (35a)—(35d) are exactly (13b), (13c), (131), and (13g)
for the barred variables A, () and constants ¥, 5, €. The
remaining Eqgs. (13a), (13d), (13e), and (13g) do not yield
any additional constraint and hence the map (36) generates
a novel solution. In other words, the duality is valid for any
v and 6. The application (36) provides a simple way to
obtain a magnetic/electric solution from another given
electric/magnetic solution. Although (36) is clearly an
extension of the EM duality for A = 0 it is of quite a
different nature since (36) changes the coupling vy, hence
maps solutions belonging to different theories. We will use
this symmetry in order to construct solutions in d = 4
dimensions for k # 0. This will also be particularly useful
to construct solutions for the uplifted metrics.

III. CYLINDRICAL SOLUTIONS IN
FOUR-DIMENSIONAL SPACE-TIME

In all generality we need only to solve (20), which is not
integrable in general. There are, however, several special
cases depending on the coupling constants of our theory 7y
and 6. In fact it is easy to see that (17) and (18) are
decoupled when y6 =1 and in this particular case we
can obtain the general solution. We deal with this case first.

A. The general solution for y6 = 1
Combining (17) and (18) we obtain

—EA —aA T A oy QS
(37)

1)

o)

where we have rescaled k, and we remind the reader that
the constant a is arbitrary, reflecting a choice of coordi-
nates, which we now fix. We demand the discriminants of
both polynomials to be equal to each other and positive.
Hence, we set

The discriminant Ay on the other hand is always positive
for 6% < 3. When 6% > 3 we need to suppose additionally
that h?2 >25+'2(52 —3) [36]. The case of 82 =3 is also
special and will be treated later. First, let us take 8% <3
and then proceed to a rescaling of coordinates

_ ok
h=— c==,

| | ’ | |

p=
(40)

Dropping anew all the bars and comparing with (18) we
have

22 2_12
RN i Ctt Vi

41
s 82 +1 “h

which imposes certain conditions on 4 and c. In particular,
we see that the case y = & = 1 has to be treated separately
and will be dealt with after this section. We now integrate
(37

. ’62(1 - n?) 1
A(p) = 2~ (®0/26) i
(p) = 2e 14+68% (pp+1—17)?

2

X(p) = ﬁp(l? -2),

(42)

where the dot denotes derivation with respect to p, the EM
charge has been replaced by its expression in terms of @),
an integration constant linked to the dilaton field and the
integration constant 7 is such that || < 1. The zeros of X,
p =0, p =2 and the singularity in A, p, = 1 — 1/n will
be possible singularities or horizon positions for the metric.
We will call them singular points for reference.

Using the integrals obtained in the previous section we
can now write down the general solution for the case of
cylindrical symmetry

024028-7
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d52 — _(p _ 2)C(—h,—c,e)pC(h,c,E)(np +1— n)Zeﬁz/(l+32)dt2

9%

iy ey

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 024028 (2009)

pF(h,c)(p _ 2)F(7h,7c)(np +1 - 77)262/(1+52)dp2

+ pB(h,c)(p _ 2)8(*h,76)(np +1-— 7’)262/(1+62)dz2 + pC(h,c,*e)(p _ 2)C(*h,*c,*e)(,r’p +1- 77)7(2662/(1+52))ng2’

and dilaton field
e? = 6(1)0(77[) ] = 7])25/(62+l)pD(h,c)(p _ Z)D(_h'_c),
(44)

where we have rescaled the ¢, z, and ¢ coordinates to
absorb constant overall factors and where the exponents
are given by

Flhe)=—1+ 3:3—262(1 - 52%‘36@0, (452)
Blhc)=1+ %(1 . 521;7‘?:/156, (45b)
C(h,c,e) = 31__;2 — €d 65;_;_/?, (45¢)
Dl &) = 55 (1= ) - 5%‘356 (45d)

Note the symmetry upon exchanging the sign of 4 and ¢
and interchanging p and p — 2:

ds*(h,c,p>2) = ds*(=h, —c, p<0).  (46)

Therefore, we only need to study the p > 2 interval, for
which the coordinate p is spacelike if

- AB - 8% >0, 47

that is, staticity links the sign of A and the value of §. Let
us take without loss of generality p, <0, in other words
—1 < 1 <0. Summing it up, p > 2 is spacelike if 2 <3
(8> >3)and A <0 (A > 0), resulting in an adS-like (dS-
like) spacetime. For §* < 3 and A < 0, the coordinate p is
timelike in between 0 < p < 2 (the normal time coordinate

2A8%e= %0

T = (52— 3)(1 +

(43)

is in fact infinite in this case), where of course ¢ in (43) is
Wick rotated accordingly. Likewise, if 6> <3 and A > 0,
the coordinate p is spacelike in between 0 < p <2, etc.
All in all, after fixing 6 and A (43) represents 3 different
solutions, 1 cosmological and 2 static [given (46)].

On the other hand, for large p, note that A flows to a
constant, the boundary of the solution is conformally flat
and the spacetime picks up SO(1, 2) symmetry,

ds® ~ g*(=di* + dp? + dz?)

L _dg e?%0 2058 (48)
179 (=A)(3 = &)
q = pl/(5273)'

This is a Poincaré patch of adS space if § = 0 and A <0
(de Sitter for A > 0). This is actually not surprising since
in this class of solutions, yd equals 1, which necessarily
means that y — oo accordingly. In fact, it is relatively easy
to see, that in all generality, the limit § = O corresponds
precisely to freezing the EM potential, which is evident by
(42). All spacelike uplifted solutions (6> = 1/3)ind = 5
belong to this class and will only be valid for a negative
cosmological constant.

To determine which points of spacetime are singular, we
need to calculate the Ricci scalar, which can be done in two
(equivalent) ways: either from the metric (41) or from the
expression of the trace of the stress-energy tensor

R = _T = 5(8(13)2 + 4A€_6¢) = _Tl - T2. (49)

The expressions for 7, and 7 , are

52) (UP +1 - 77)*2*(252/(52“))[7*1*5D(h»c)(p _ 2)*1*6D(*h,7c)

XA=(1+ 8)p> + [—(1 + 8*)nh + n(8> — 3)8v2c + 2(1 + 8%)n + 2(1 — 8)]p

+ (= D1 + 8)h — (82 — 3)8v2c — 2(1 — )],
T2 — 4Ae—561>0(np +1 - n)—(262/(52+1))p—8D(h,c)(p _ 2)—5D(—h,—c)’

so that formally

R = Py(p, by c, 8)(mp + 1 — 5)~2-28°/(+1)
X p 7P (p — )7 1maPC e, (51)

(50a)
(50b)

|
We can immediately check that we recover R = 4A in the
6 = 0 limit, in agreement with the remarks above.

Let us first look at the asymptotics p — oo:

R~ p¥*-3), (52)
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Thus, the Ricci curvature will be regular as p — o0 if 8% <
3, while it will diverge if 6> > 3. Computation of the Weyl
square using the asymptotic form (48) of the metric yields
the same behavior for the Weyl square or the Kretschmann
scalar. Together with the precedent remarks about staticity
for p > 2, this suggests that the coordinate system we are
using is not adapted to a spacelike distance for the 6> > 3,
A > 0 case and we should change for ¢ = %, q > 0 where-
upon g = 0 is singular.

Given (51) we see that there is always a curvature
singularity at p,, but it is more subtle to read what happens
at p = 0 or p = 2, which can be curvature singularities or
horizon positions. Indeed, one can look at the sign of the
exponent —1 — D(—h, —c). This is a function of two
variables, & and &, since ¢ is constrained by (41).
Plotting —1 — D(—h, —c¢) in terms of & and ¢ shows that
it is always negative. Computing the partial derivatives of
this function with respect to & and 6, we find a single
extremum at h = %, for which D(—h, —c¢) = 0. Thus,

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 024028 (2009)

Now, using the freedom we have in & and 6, we will try
to regularize the solutions for p = 2. The following state-
ments are equivalent:
(1) The dilaton field is
D(—h, —c) = 0.

(2) The Ricci scalar is regular at p=2= —1—
D(—h, —c) = —1 and Pyp,m, hc 8=
(p = 2)P5(p, m, 6).

3) C(—=h, —¢,—1) = 1.

4 F(=h,—c)=—1.

(5) B(*£h, =c¢) = C(£h, ¢, 1).

(6) h=082c=h =152

regular at p=2=

Let us examine these regular solutions, discriminating
between the e = —1 electric case and the € = 1 magnetic
case.

1. Black hole and regular solutions

Fixing e = —1 and & as stated above, we obtain the

except in the case where h = 1_252, p=0,and p =2 will  following solution:
be curvature singularities.
. 8%(1 — n?) 1
A(p) = 2~ (@0/26) i 53a
) 1+8 (qp+1—n)7 63
e = ePo(np+1— n)26/<62+1>p46(6271)/((62+1>(3762)>, (53b)
5 p(764+66271)/((1+62)(3762)) 5 9o p(564766273)/((1+62)(3762)) 26 /(148%) 7.2
ds*=—(p—2 - +1 - o0d
(r—2) (np £ 1= )BT AG =) b2 (np ) p
+ pRPD/(E NG (4 | — )21+ (g2 4 do2?), (53c)

7 is constrained to be | n| < 1, which implies that Py <0(n>0)orp, >2(n <0). We will of course arrange for the first

eventuality.
The Ricci scalar becomes

R =T, — T, = Ps(p,n, 8)(np — qp,) AC+D/E+D) p(35'-25"+3)/(3*+1)(8*=3) (54)

_ 282A
1+ 823 - 82

X (pp —np,)

T, =—4Ae P p(np — npy)*(np = npy)

which as expected is regular at p = 2 and also when p —
oo if §2 < 3. The curvature singularities displayed in the
Ricci scalar can only be those singular points present in the
dilaton, as is apparent from (49).

a. 8% < 3 case

The metric has two curvature singularities at p = 0 and
P (see above) and a single event horizon at p = 2 (R is
regular, g, and g,, become, respectively, spacelike and

e 2P (p = 2)[(8% + Dyp +2(8% — (1 — n)P?
—2((282+1)/(52+1))p(364—252+3)/((§2+1)(52—3))

—2((28%+1)/(8%*+ 1))p(3547252+3)/((52+ 1)(8%-3)),

|
timelike when crossing p = 2). It is perfectly regular for
p — o0 where matter drops out at asymptotic infinity (48).
Performing the change of coordinates ¢ = p'/G=9"), the
metric is asymptotically adS (remember A < 0) if 6 = 0.
Then we need y — o to preserve yd = 1: the dilaton
potential becomes trivial (pure comological constant) and
the Maxwell term in the action cancels out. Quite logically,
upon imposing 6 = 0, we obtain planar Schwarzschild-
adS

024028-9
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2 3dq?
ds? = _(qz _ _)dﬂ — % + ¢*(dz* + dg?), (55)
q A(q _5)
with g = p1/3.
b. % > 3 case

Here, we need to start the whole procedure again.
Indeed, the rescaling p = % p— i+ 1 is not valid
any longer as it changes the nature of the coordinate p.
The same analysis but with p = %p + fiy + 1 yields the
same expressions for the metric, the dilaton and the
Maxwell field with changing n to —7. Spacetime is sin-
gular when p — oo and regular at p = 0, so this brings us

to consider the change of coordinate p = é As a conse-

quence, we, respectively, have a singularity at ¢ = 0 and
a horizon at g = 1/2, which hides both singu-

Gy =5
larities (we always get ¢, < 1/2) and asymptotic infinity
at g — oo. Staticity inside the ‘““de Sitter”’-like horizon
requires A > 0 (the coordinate system is now valid for 0 <
g < 1/2). The solution has a naked singularity with a
cosmological horizon. We can never reduce the solution
to de Sitter since this could happen only for 6 = 0, which
is outside the range considered. This also explains why we
cannot get Schwarzschild-dS as a solution. However when
A < 0 we have a black hole solution in the range g > 1/2,
which again is never asymptotically adS given 6> > 3.

c. 1 =0 case

For the sake of simplicity, we carry out the analysis for
7 = 0 only for the regular electric solutions. The curvature
singularity at p,, drops out and we are left with a black hole
solution with a single curvature singularity for p = 0 (or
p — ©0), asymptotic infinity at p — o (or p = 0) and an
event horizon for p = 2. The expression for the Ricci
scalar simplifies to

4N e~ 9%
R = ze 2

(1+6%)(8%—3)
+ 482(1 _ 52)2]p(364_232+3)/((1+82)(32_3)). (56)

It will be singular at p = 0 and regular when p — oo if
36 —28%+3
1+ 68%)(8%-3)

48%(8% - 1)
1+ 8%)(8%-3)
So, in the range 6 < 1, the solution is plagued by two
curvature singularities, both at p = 0 and p — oo; for §% >
3, we can apply the same trick as above to get a cosmo-
logical solution with an initial singularity and a cosmo-
logical horizon and a black hole solution for A <O.
The other scalar invariants show the same behavior.

Asymptotically, and performing the change of coordinates
g = p@*~V/(*+1)3=5") the metric becomes

S[(36° —56* =382 —3)p

<0=6%<3

<0=1<68?<3.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 024028 (2009)

dS2 — _q2((1+432—54)/(1—52)2)dt2

e 2A(1+82/(82-1) g 12
AG -89 q

+ ¢*(dz* + d¢?), (58)

which is asymptotically adS only if 6 = 0, just as previ-
ously. Then, the Ricci scalar smoothly goes to R = 4A,
which is what is expected for the Einstein plus cosmologi-
cal constant theory.

d. Magnetic € = 1 solutions

Setting € = 1 in (43) and 4 as for the black hole solu-
tions above, we obtain a ‘“‘solitonic” version of (53), with
Wick rotated + = i6 and ¢ = i7. This solution is of axial
symmetry at the origin p = 2 and has a conical singularity
given by (gg)’ evaluated at p = 2. The conical singularity
can be removed by adequately rescaling the 6 angle’s
periodicity in the standard way given that we have infinite
proper distance in p. Whenever there is a conical singu-
larity, metric (53) describes the gravitational field of a
magnetic straight cosmic string immersed in the (7, z)
plane.

e. Magnetic dual solutions

As we were careful to write every quantity with respect
to 0, in order to obtain the dual magnetic solution, we only
need to replace the electric Maxwell field with its magnetic
dual

A = —Qzde. (59)

Then (53) is a solution for (1) for the theory with yé =
—1.

2. String case: v =6 = *1

In this case, (41) imposes very severe constraints on
h and c: h = ¢ = 0 and questions our gauge choice for a
(39). We can try a different approach by setting

Ay = b2, (60)

in order to relax (39). Unfortunately, although the system is
still fully integrable, this does not yield any black hole
solutions other than for |b| = 1 (by imposing homogene-
ous two-dimensional spatial sections and regularity at p =
2). So, setting 6 = 1 and & = ¢ = 0 into (53c), we get the
following solution:

. 1
A(p) = e_(%/z)\/Z(l -, (61a)
(mp +1—n)?
e? =eP(np+1-m), (61b)
g —— PP =D eMap o
mp+1—n 2N p(p—2)
+ (np + 1 — n)(dz? + de?), (61c)

and Ricci scalar
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T, =—n*Ae 2% plp=2) ) = T
np — Mpy np — Mpy
3n?p? —2n@Bn —4)p + 4(n — 1)
R — Ae-® TP n(B3n —4)p : (n—1) . (®)
(mp — mpy)

The only singularity is at p = p,, which for 0 <7 <1 is
covered by two horizons, at p = 0 and p = 2. Setting r> =
p — Py and coordinate transforming (61) makes this ob-
vious. This solution has therefore the same horizon struc-
ture, but not the same asymptotics, as a planar Reissner-
Nordstrom black hole embedded in adS. Setting n = 0
effectively dimensionally reduces the geometry. As we
will see once we get to the study of nonplanar black holes,
it is the endpoint in phase space of the k # 0, y6 =1
spherically symmetric black holes (109) reported in [24],
confirming the k = 0 subspace to be the boundary of k #
0 solutions as stated in [23]. Indeed, these are, with the
equivalent « # 0 solutions (109), the only black hole
solutions where the central singularity is screened by two

event horizons. |

3a 3lAl [n(p — p]/" — 1

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 024028 (2009)

Lastly, we note that it is easy to see that a regular
instanton can be constructed for the case 1 = 0 since
then the temperatures of both horizons are equal in magni-
tude an thus the nodal singularity can be removed. We get

A(p) = e~ ®/D2, (63a)
e® = %o, (63b)
ds? p-2ar - L g

Ky = — —_ _——
PP 2A p(p -2
+ (dz2 + d?). (63c)

3. 82 = 3 solutions

Let us write directly the general electric solution here (as
before, e = 1 solutions are obtained by exchanging r— and
¢@— coordinates):

Alp) = —+ 64a
720720 [nlp = pol 7+ 1 o
e® = V3 {[n(p — po) /" + 13326~ WB3p/N) (p — po)~G/4m+O/8)=(3voc/4h)+(Oc /4h?)

2
V3P — N 2 4a3e(3J3/4)‘lfo (64b)
3A2nl/h 0
ds? = _age—\/?cp[,+\/6\1q,—(p/h){[n(p — po) ]Vt 4+ 1376/ (p — po)(3/4h)+(3/8h2)—(JEc/4h)+(3c2/4h2)dtz
Bdy—@p/h)
+ ! Ap [9(p — po)]/" + 1P2(p — po)—1—(3/4h)+(9/8h2)—(3J€c/4h)+(9c2/4h2)dp2
2h
2 3% —(p/h)
hAZex="e7 [n(p — po)]l/h + 1}3/2(17 _ po)1—(3/4h)+(3/8h2)—(3\/5c/4h)+(3c2/4h2)dzz
2a3A
+ aazeﬁtbo—ﬁwo—(p/h){[n(p _ po)]l/h + 1}3/2(p _ po)—(3/4h)+(3/8h2)+(\/Ec/4h)+(3c2/4hz)d¢2
3¢2 3
Po= " r T (64¢)
I
From (64b), we can deduce that /4 has to be of the form cﬁ”;“ 3 p+p,—1
with n an integer and n < 0, otherwise the sign of e®0 is  A(p) = n[a + L ] (67a)
not well defined. Also, examination of the pp— and zz— 4 P Py
metric elements tells that e® = eﬁ‘bo[—n( p— pn)]3/2€\/§ P, (67b)
hA > 0. 65 _ 1
O 42 = er[=n(p — p,)] (3/2)(1? - E)dtz
This tells us that the sign of A will determine the sign of 4,
and vice versa. Let us specialize to black hole solutions, by _e ﬁcbo +3p, _ 3/2 7.2
) : . .1 L—nlp — py)%dp
the same procedure used in the previous subsections to 2A(p — %) K
regularize the horizon and the singularity at p: +el[—n(p — 1’17)]3 2(d2? + dg?). (67¢)
h=+6c=1=A>0, py=-L  (66)

Then, rescaling some of the overall factors and taking p —  Thus, we have p, =1+ % <} and computation of the

—p, we get

Ricci scalar gives
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T,=3A(np — 1)2(19 - %)e’ﬁ‘b“’”[—n(p —p))” 72

Ty = —4he 30030 =n(p = p,)] O

R="T,+T,=Py(p,me P Po=3[—n(p- p)1 072,

(68)

This solution displays two curvature singularities, at p —
—oco and p, =1+ % < for all 7 <0, as is required by
|

A(p) =

=3[ nlp—3—1
4 La+n(p—%)+1i|’

o® = e\/iq)o[n(p _ %) N 1]3/26\/51:’

o= e[i-
(o -

We still need n < 0, but now

—(3/2)
R ~ane il D]V oo

SO there is a curvature singularity both at p — —oo and
Pn=3 "7y P= 1/2 and p — + o0 are regular points, but
p=1 / 2 does not screen any longer the 7 singularity.

B. Solutions for arbitrary y and 6

When seeking a solution of (20) for general coupling
constants vy and & one has to make some suitable ansatz.
Given the form of the general solution, found in the pre-
vious section, we expect by continuity some form of poly-
nomial solutions in the same coordinate system. As we saw
earlier on, roots of the polynomial are singular points,
either of the coordinate system or of the spacetime metric.
The generic ansatz that works for B(p) for arbitrary cou-
pling constants is a second-order polynomial in p. Setting

u=1vy>—vy8+2 v=25862—vy8—-2

1 (71)
w= ;[s(3 -8+ (1 —v8)?)]
sh sh
AX —
(u) s(v—i—u)[ (u)] 72)
5 s Sh =— <
Pemp RN h=gm i=gy
gives for A(p) and X(p):
1—9v6
Ap)=a-—T2h="(p—1, (73

N iy - e -

) 1]3/2(6122 + de?).

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 024028 (2009)

(64b). We thus have —oo < p, < 1/2, depending on the
value of 7, but both singularities are always screened by a
event horizon at p = 1/2. Asymptotic infinity is regular,
but the coordinate p is timelike when p > 1/2 and space-
like when 0< p<1/2. The solution is therefore

cosmological.
Let us now look at the & = —1 solutions, which have
A < 0. We get
(69a)
2
V30 — [_ Qz ]3/4a(3)e(3‘/€/4)%, (69b)
3X°y
V3®g+3p 1 3/2
e
— —=)+ 1| dp?
2A(p =) [’7(” 2) ] P
(69¢)
Qe A2
X(p) + —-(1 = vy8)B(p) = s—p(p — 2), (74)
2 2w

where we have dropped all bars and our coordinate p is
dimensionless. Notice that uw, u, and the discriminant of X
are necessarily positive for all 6> < 3, and consequently so
is w. Thus, for 6% < 3, the p — coordinate is spacelike. If
82 >3, no general arguments can easily be made. The
roots of X(p), namely, p =0 and p = 2, are again the
singular points of the solution. It is easy to check that
setting yé = 1 in the above gives us back the solutions
with 7 = 0 (A(p) must be polynomial), cf. (35d) discov-
ered in the previous section. However, case n # 0 has no
equivalent here. The solution we obtain for general cou-
plings y and & is the following:

ds? = _pC(h,c,e)(p _ 2)C(—h,—c‘,€)dt2

29%0
+ pFho)(p — 2)F(—h=0)gp?
—wA
+ pBh)(p — 2)B(-h.=c) g2
+ pClhe—a(p — 2)C-h—c- g2 (75a)
e® = ¢PopPhc)(p — 2)D(=h—c) (75b)

where @ is an integration constant, and the exponents are

h[52
w

- %(5\/§c + y8), (76)

F(h,¢) = 5(1 - 75)] —1
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1 —h 5
Blhc) = —— [52—2+VT(1 —ya)]+1

—~ §(5\/§C + y95), (77)
Clh ¢, €) = ﬂ[l L0 - yS)] ~ €1 = 20,
w h) S
(78)
D(h, ¢) = —% + 7;55(1 — 1) —@. (79)

The roots p = 0 and p = 2 are again interchanged under
the symmetry (46) and as a result the solutions p > 2 or
p <0 are equivalent, up to inversing the signs of both &
and c. Inversing the sign of € allows us to get the magnetic
solutions from the electric ones, so we will consider the
case € = —1 in the following without any loss of general-
ity. As before, the sign for the cosmological constant and
the nature of spacetime will depend on the couplings y and
6. Indeed, for w > 0 we see that A is negative and the
coordinate p is timelike in between O and 2, whereas for
p > 2 the solution is static. Given the form of the metric
and its symmetry in 4 and ¢ we can find with ease the form
of the metric for large p by setting 7 = ¢ = 0. We obtain,
given the coordinate transformation

q= p(y—r?)z/wu’ (80)
the solution of maximal symmetry

ds? = _q2((y2—52+4)/(y—6)2)dt2 + qZ(dZZ + ngZ)

Wu266€I>0

mqﬂ(ﬁﬁ/(ﬁ*y»dq% (81)
—A)(y —

This can be locally adS if and only if we take the limit
6 =0, y — oo, which is similar to the previous section,
see (48). Here again, this amounts to cancelling the
Maxwell term (A = 0 in this limit) and taking the dilaton
to be trivial, so, once again, this is in agreement with
Wiltshire et al. [23].

Furthermore, the Ricci scalar goes like

2A
T)=—"Se [y +5—ywp+wly+2)
ws

+ (,y + 5)(h _ 1)]2(p _ 2)—1—SD(—h,—c)p—l—BD(h,c)
T2 — 4Ae—8<130(p _ 2)—5D(—h,—c)p—5D(h,c)
R=—T,—T,~y, p*r=-0/w (82)

which given that wu >0 for §> <3, yields the regular
asymptotic region for y < 8, 6 >0, and p spacelike in-
finity (if 6 <0, remember there is a symmetry: change
simultaneously y — —vy, § = —§, ® — —®). Upon tak-
ing the limit § = 0, y — oo, the Ricci scalar equals 4A as
expected.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 024028 (2009)

The Weyl square exhibits the same kind of behavior both
locally in p and p — 2, and asymptotically. However, the
exact expression is not enlightening.

1. Polynomial black hole solutions

To get the black hole solutions, we need to set (note that
this is the equivalent of h = 8/2¢ as in the previous
subsection, for arbitrary couplings)

+6
h=Y"2 (83)
s
which yields
5 2 _ 52 -5
=X 2 Jie=Y_2° (84)
2u 2
Then, for the electric case € = —1,
eCD — e®0p4(57y)/(3y275272y5+4)’ (853)
— o —(y®o/2) | Y Yrop — _
A(p) =2 %2 — p—1+—[(1 = y8h — wa]|,
uw u
(85b)
ds? = (p — 2)p(—y2—52+2y5+4)/(3y2—52—2y5+4)dt2
_ Le5‘1’0p(*3*/2+552*275*4)/(372*52*27%4) _dP2

wA p—2
+ p2(7—6)2/(3y2—62—275+4)(dz2 + quZ), (85¢)
where we have rescaled the coordinates and reexpressed

the extra integration constants in terms of ®.
The Ricci scalar is now

— 2
Tl = —M676¢0(p — 2)p*1+(45(}/*5)/wu)
wu
TZ = 4Ae_5¢’l}p<45('}'_5)/wu) (86)

R =T, T,=P(pp @0/,

The exponent of p is negative for all §2 < 3, which will be
the case for the five-dimensional metrics, in particular.
This way, we have an event horizon at p =2 and a
curvature singularity at p = 0.

The vy = & case here is trivial, which is what we ex-
pected from (75). By setting y = & = 1, such a solution
can be related to the string case of III A 2 for n = 0, which
gives flat space. However, it is possible to find a nontrivial
solution, but we need to go to higher-order polynomials
in p.

It is also worth noting that this is the only solution we
could obtain for 6 = 0 (pure cosmological constant) with a
nontrivial dilaton. Nevertheless, its asymptotics are not
regular, so it is not in contradiction with [23]. Black hole
solutions (85) were introduced in [25], for special relations
between the couplings y and &, whereas here, the cou-
plings have been kept arbitrary from the start.
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a. Magnetic dual solutions

Here again, we can use the same procedure as before and
obtain a magnetic dual solution to this one. We just need to
set v — —v in the previous metric and take

A = —Qudo (87)

as Maxwell field. This will be particularly useful since in
this way we can get an extra upliftable solution when yé =
—1 (giving y6 = 1 after use of the duality).

2. Higher-order solution

Solving for B(p) = By(p — M) + B,p> + B,p + B,
we find a unique nontrivial solution for y = 6, h = ¢ = 0:

2a + (v* —3)M 1 — 62 N a2
A(p) = — (a (ZQS M) N3_62P7(1+5)/(3 8,
(88)
_ Qe 2
Y(p) = X(p) + 7(1 — 6%)B(p)
3— 62 aM
= > [1+—p
— 82 )
— OB N p( 4)/3- 5)] (89)

where we have translated p to bring the origin to p = 0 and
M is arbitrary and linked to the mass of the solution, which
reads

0P = ecpopza/a—éz)’ (90a)
ds? = Y =PI g2 — € =) g2
p N P
+ pB=Y)(dZ2 + d?), (90b)

where Q, By, and @ are not independent. This solution is
not valid for y = 6 = \/§, so this will have to be studied
separately.

The same argument as inSec. [II A can be made about
staticity: the solution is static if A < 0and 8> <3or A >0
and 62 > 3. Let us not enter in the details once again and
concentrate on the former case.

Asymptotically, this metric goes to

ds* = p¥0=)(—d + dz* + d¢?)

2P

Fameem oD

which becomes after the coordinate transformation g =
1/(3-82).
p :

(3 — 8%)e?®

252—2d 2’
(=A)

ds*> = g*(—dt* + dz* + do?) +
92)
and it is of course asymptotically adS if 6 = 0. All of this
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is confirmed by the Ricci scalar

2A 26°M
R=F—53 _5%[—3 82 —2)(8%2 - 3) —
(- o22°¢ ( ) )
+ €QB;6%(8% — 1)p4/(52*3)]p252/(52*3)
~ pzaz/(az—s)_ ©93)

The Ricci scalar exhibits a curvature singularity in O and
there will be an event horizon where there is a zero of Y(p)
[see (89)]. Once more, the correct asymptotic behavior is
for 82 < 3. For 6 = 0, we get the expected value for the
Einstein plus cosmological constant theory.

Setting y = & = 0, the metric now reads

ds®> = —V(g)dt* + 79dq2 + ¢*(dz* + do?)
2(—M)V(q)
3 M OB
Vg =2+ M2 X q=p"3 (94)
9 2q

which is just planar Reissner-Nordstrom-adS as expected
from (88): contrarily to previous cases, taking this limit
does not cancel out the Maxwell contribution.

Comparing with the string case III A 2, we find that the
metric (90b) is the generalization of the metric (61c) for
arbitrary y = 8, and 7 = 1 (constant Maxwell field). This
solution was first found in [25].

3. Limiting case y = 6 = -3
The master Eq. (20) can be solved directly for certain
values of the coupling constants. For example, taking y =

—\/§ we have
= _(p\, k B
B a 2 a Ok
——=|—-{=+h)lp————=—€=—B| 5
B[<2 )P 48 2 ] &%)
Considering k = ¢ = h = a = 0, rescaling p = ‘:—5 and
then dropping the bars yields the solution
26Q
p—10, (96)

B(p) = e P ——
w?

2
Y(p) = X(p) — €QB(p) = —eQre " + 272(” — ).

97)

Here, u, A are integration constants. The resolution is then
straightforward and the solution reads, for € = —1:
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2
Alp) = (Ae*f’ - A—Qz)\/AQeﬁ“’o/z, (98a)
7
eq) S5 eq)()e_(\/g/z)p’ (98b)
2 naa_ @ V3% 3/2p 12
ds® = —Y(p)er'~dt- — rd
2= =¥(p)e VeI
+ eP2(dZ? + dg?). (98c¢)
We have set € = —1 in the metric expression in order to

get a black hole. Staticity outside the hole imposes A < 0,
so we have an adS-like solution. The solution verifies
AQ > 0 and admits several horizons. To check this, let us
calculate the Ricci scalar

A

107 eﬁq’0(3)l,u,zefp +602%p — 220%)eG/2p,

R =
99)

which is regular for all possible finite zeros of X(p),
singular as p — —oo and cancels as p — co. The same
behavior is exhibited by the Weyl square. There is a
curvature singularity as p — —oo screened by two hori-
zons if
2
AQ < 2%, (100)
the inequality being saturated in the extremal case. Again
the horizon structure is similar to planar Reissner-
Nordstrom in adS. Finally, to keep our radial coordinate
spacelike as we approach asymptotic infinity, we need
“

- <0

0 if e=—1.

(101)

IV. MAXIMALLY SYMMETRIC SOLUTIONS IN
FOUR-DIMENSIONAL SPACETIME

We start this section by very briefly considering the case
A = 0, which yields insight on our case of interest A # 0.
This case was first analyzed by Gibbons and Maeda [19]
and later on revisited in the case of y=6=1 by
Horowitz et al. [20]. In the coordinate system (18), it is
trivial to integrate since from (11a)

B(x) = a® = kx*> + Byx + By,

where ;, B are arbitrary constants. Since in that case the
coupling & can be chosen at will, we fix it to be 6 = 1/y
and then (31) is simply an identity, whereas (32) gives A by
direct integration as in (37). The important thing to note is
that the second-order coefficient of 8 is directly given by
k. Whenever this is the highest order coefficient of S this
immediately means that A = 0. According to the prescrip-
tion we described in the second section we find with ease
the remaining metric components obtaining the general
solution for A = 0.

(102)
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Let us now consider A # 0. We have to simultaneously
solve for two coupled Egs. (31) and (32). For d = 4 these
read

BA+ BA—(y5 - 1)(Kx - %B)A + (a - %)A —0,

(103)
2 +1T1 . 2 1. .
T [EB_K)H_W] _KB—E(BB_,BZ)
R —-y8)? (1—vyd( sO
T 282+ 1)y + 8) 2s (“ TA)
. 1 sQ \2 1 .
X (B — 2kx) + Z(a — TA) — EQAB. (104)

It is useful to note that the coordinate systems are related
via B =2p, and therefore are the same only if 3 is a
second-order polynomial.

As noted previously for k =0, the case yo6 =1 is
special since (103) and (104) decouple and furthermore
(103) is integrable. For this case,

sQ

,BA=TA2—aA~I—k, (105)
1 82 +1. 2
_2(62+1)[ 3 ,B—Kx(82+1)+h]
_ 1o o Qk a
—KB+§(BB 57) 7+2_s (106)

The general solution to this equation can be obtained by
numerical integration. Some explicit solutions can be ob-
tained upon supposing that 3 is of polynomial form. One
of them is the A = 0 solution discussed above and the
second is a black hole solution first obtained in [24] for
x = 1. The potential reads

8 + 1 2h Ok
A e S e 7
h? (82 — 1)

* k(3 —1) 4x(8Z+1) (107)

The solution is not valid for y = 6 = 1. After a translation
and some redefinitions of parameters the solution takes the
form of [24],

dx? B
ds* = —U(x)df* + —— + R*(x)dQ?, U=255,

(108)

where a suitable change of the origin and rescaling of
constants gives
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1+ y? 2

) = k7 Y2 =201 + yA)Mx + %e—@o/m,

-v
(109a)
e® = P0y28/(148%) (109b)
A(x) = Qx_ze_(q’o/ts)’ (109¢)
Rz(x) — x262/(1+82)’ (109d)
K

A== (109)

Note the absence of an extra parameter presented in [24]
(see also [25] for k = —1), which can be gauged away.
This solution is clearly valid only for k # 0. The k = 0
black holes are the ones presented in the previous section.
The solution has one singularity in x = 0 and two horizons
at the two roots of B(x). The appearance of an extra
horizon, compared with the case when « = 0, is linked
with the nonzero curvature of the horizon (k # 0). The
dual magnetic solution is readily obtained from (109).
Using the dual potential (34) and the duality map (36),
we get the magnetic solution by simply replacing the
Maxwell field of (109):

A = %co(&)dqo, (110)

and setting 6 = — % in the solution (109).

This particular solution is not defined for y = § = *1.
If we do try to find a solution for the string case, the only
permitted polynomial solution is one of second degree
verifying

k(By — k) =0, (111)
where 3, is the highest order coefficient. Therefore, we
either have a toroidal black hole (cf. [IIA2) ora A =0
solution (see [19] or [20]). In a moment we will see that use
of the duality can give magnetic string solutions.

If y6 # 1, we have to make some starting assumption in
order to solve for A(x). A simple starting point is to assume
that A is a linear function, and from (103), we get

SQA =0=(1+y6)B%. (112)
This last equation gives us two constraints: either B(x) is a
second-order polynomial or yé = —1. Suppose then that
vd # *1. Solving then for a second-order polynomial in
(106) gives us three distinct possibilities. First of all A = 0
solutions [19], or again a subclass of ARN, where the
dilaton is trivial. The third case lies within the interest of

our study and the action parameters are related via y +
6 = 0. The solution reads

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 024028 (2009)

1+ 62
B = g2 —2 L) 5 v, (113a)
6P = oP0y25/(148%)
2[(1 = 8B, + k(1 + 6%)]
00y — , 113b
‘ (1 + &) (10
. 2
A 1 =926, + k(1 + y?)], 113
R(x) = x252/<1+5 ), (113d)
A=K _2/32 5%, (113e)
y+86=0. (113
This is again the solution presented in [24,25]. For k = 1 it
has one singularity in x = 0 and one horizon at x;, = 2;—12”.

In order to have the xx metric element spacelike outside the
horizon, we also need 3, > 0.

As we noticed from (112) when yé = —1 we can have a
higher-order polynomial. Upon making this assumption for

B.

Bx) = ByxN + Byx* + Bix + By, (114)

where N is assumed to be different from 2, 1, or 0, we
obtain

a, =« or &6 =1 (115)
which both lead to the black hole solution of [24]
Bx) = Byx¥1+9) + kx? — 2(1 + §2)Mx, (116a)
4
Ax) = Q" (116b)
S
e P = (Px26/(1+8%) o®P0/d — . 4K =, (1160)
o° (1 +v7)
R(x)? = x2/(1+8), (116d)
(3 — 62)e?®
A=—-By——S5—, 116
ﬁN (1 + 82)2 ( e)
y& = —1. (116f)

Let us focus on the case 6 = 1. It actually coincides with
the previous solution (113) for which y + § = 0 as can be
easily checked. Setting x = r° the solution reads

4dr?
(By + K)r* — 4,—[51

(117)

a4M
ds? = —rz[(BN + k)t — 7]dt2 +
+ r2dQ?,

with e®") = ¢®0y2, This solution is singular at » = 0 and

has an event horizon at r;, =

M By use of the duality

the above metric is a magnetic solution with
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A = %co(ﬁ)dga, (118)
and y = 1. This is the unique « = 1 solution for the
couplings v = & = 1 we could find. This is the equivalent
for nonzero cosmological constant of the solution pre-
sented by [20], but without the extra singularity present
in that particular solution.

For the adequate couplings we will uplift the magnetic
version of (116) in order to obtain a five-dimensional
metric.

V. UPLIFTED FIVE-DIMENSIONAL SOLUTIONS

So far, we have shown how to obtain exact solutions for
Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton theories with a Liouville poten-
tial. In this section, we uplift d-dimensional Einstein-
Maxwell-Dilaton  solutions to (d + 1)-dimensional
Einstein solutions with a cosmological constant. Indeed,
the uplifted theory is just

S = fd(d“)x g(d+l)[R(d+l) _ 2A]’ (119)
where g@*V RW@*D and A are the determinant of the
(d + 1)-dimensional metric, the (d + 1)-dimensional sca-

lar curvature, and the cosmological constant, respectively.
The argument is a standard one: taking the metric ansatz

e 2%ds? + =20 (dyw + A, dx")%,  (120)
J

S
dsgr =

_ 2 2
dsty = et E VPP =) 4oy 3 dp
np+1—n —8Ap(p—2)
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one can reduce the (d + 1)-dimensional theories to the
d-dimensional Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton action (1), where
we have the relations (2), y8 = 2/(d — 2). As an illustra-
tion, let us uplift a four-dimensional metric to five dimen-
sions. This can be done only in the two cases y = *+/3 and
§=+ % which satisfies the relation y8 = 1. The general

way to uplift the metric is to use the relation

ds2, = e* @/ ds2 + 2@/ B (dw + A,dx*)?, (121)
where the four-dimensional metric ds3,, can be obtained
from the results in the previous sections. There are two
ways to get five-dimensional solutions from four-
dimensional ones. One is to use the electric solutions and
the other is to use the magnetic solutions. Let us discuss
each case separately.

A. From electric solutions

Let us use the electric solutions with y6 = 1 to obtain
the solutions of the form
ds?, = e %%ds3, + 2°®(dw + A, (p)dr)?,  (122)
where p is the radial coordinate in four dimensions. This
gives stationary solutions in five dimensions. For instance,
taking as a starting point the black hole solution (53), we

can uplift it to

e J5(dz2 + dg?) + 0P L)

Jr

X [dw - (a + e~ (%02 (123)

1 -1+ )d ]
Ji—pZnp—n+l
The above solution admits rotation due to the lower-dimensional electric field and has a curvature singularity at p = 0 and
an event horlzon atp =2 and possibly also at p,, = 1 — 1 . Because of this, it is asymptotically only locally adS except if
weseta = — Lo=(Bee/2) 1 =. Upon doing so we obtam for p = r* an adS patch in Poincaré coordinates. The static
limit of the hole becomes clearly identifiable at p, =1 + 1 v 2 if 0 < n < 1. Then it is outside the event horizon.
However, we have p, <0, and there is only one event horizon at p = 2. If on the contrary —1 < n <0, the static limit is

outside the range of coordinates but an outer horizon appears at p,,.
Another example is to uplift the solution (109). The resultant metric is

dx>

+ e~ @/ P(p? + si2(0)de?)

ds%D = e_@(’/‘/g)(ZKx + 8M)dr* + e~ (@o/\3)

+ ezq’O/ﬁx(dW - ge_ﬁ(pﬂdt)z.

X

From the computation of Kretschmann invariant, it turns
out the above metric is perfectly regular. This can be
explained in the light of [32]. Indeed, it can be shown
that, following compactification, the appearance of a dila-
ton is accompanied by singularities. Uplifting four-

—2kx? — 8Mx + Qze_\/gq"’

(124)

dimensional solutions to higher-dimensional ones will
then smooth out those singularities, which are just an
artifact of the compactification to four dimensions in our
case. More generally, all uplifted solutions here displayed
are less singular than in four dimensions.
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B. From magnetic solutions

From here on, we uplift the four-dimensional magnetic
solutions with yé = 1 to five dimensions. In order to do
this, we simply apply the duality transformation to the
electric solutions with yé = —1 to get the magnetic solu-
tions with v = 1. Once we obtain the magnetic solutions
with yé = 1, we can uplift the solutions to five dimensions
according to the metric anzatz

dsl, = e %%ds3, + % (dw + wde)?, (125)

where in four dimensions w is a function of the spatial
coordinate z (k = 0) or 8 (k = *1). These methods can be
applied both to the cylindrically symmetric spacetimes and
maximally symmetric cases. In this way, we obtain black
holes with nontrivial horizons in five dimensions. Let us
present several examples.

1. Nil horizon

Using the duality (34) and (36), we can map a four-
dimensional electric metric with y6 = —1 to a four-
dimensional magnetic metric with yé = 1. By the duality
transformation, the four-dimensional metric and the dila-
ton do not change. If k = 0, the duality relation (34) yields

d,0(z) = —ela”lA = —Q. (126)
Hence, we have the vector potential
A = —Qzdo (127)

through the duality transformation. Using Eqgs. (85a) as
well as (85¢), and setting y = V3and 6 = — \/% (so that

v6 = —1), we get the following

9 dp?
ds2 — —(p—2)p-6/1 g2 —
Ssomas = ~ (P~ 2P 22A p(p - 2)
+ p*N(dZ2 + de?) + p¥/" (dw? — Qzd ).

(128)

The square of the Weyl tensor of the above solution can be
calculated as

o 2A%(1603p? — 1088p + 8832)
3267p2

, (129)

which is nonzero at spatial infinity. The singularity exists
only at p = 0, hence the solution (128) is regular at p = 2.
Therefore, the solution obtained by the uplifting is a black
hole.

The horizon of this black hole is known as the Nil
manifold in the Bianchi classification [37] and has a nega-
tive constant Ricci scalar. With this result at hand, it is
natural to expect that other Bianchi type horizon may be
obtained in a similar fashion. In fact, we will find the
Bianchi type IV type horizon in the next subsection. It
will be interesting to examine if all of the possible three-
dimensional geometry in the Thurston’s classification [38]
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appear as the horizon geometries of five-dimensional black
holes.

2. AdS black holes with a lens space topology

Let us write the magnetic solutions corresponding to the
nonplanar solution (116). If k = 1, the duality relation (34)
gives

dpw(0) = —ea~'A’sinf = —Qsiné. (130)
Hence, the dual magnetic potential is
w = Qcosfde. (131)

Since the four-dimensional metric and the dilaton (116) do
not change at all by the duality transformation, the five-
dimensional metric is now given by

dr e®0/V3gx2

8
ds2, = —eq’o/\/g(ﬁ,\,xz +x— §M) -t Bl x5
3

+ e®/Bx[(d6? + sin20d p?)

+ e V3% (dw + Qcosfd)?]. (132)

With a change of variable r = \/x, it is easy to see the
solutions are adS black holes. Actually, the black hole
(132) is an adS black hole with a lens space topology.
Using the invariant basis

o' = — sinwd6 + cosw sinfd g,

2

o? = coswdf + sinw sinfd ¢, (133)

o3 = dw + cosfd,
we can represent the metric of a three-sphere as
(a")? + (62)? + (63)* = d6?* + sinf*d p?
+ (dw + cosfdp)>.

The above parametrization appears when we discuss the
Bianchi type IX spacetime. The horizon geometry in the
above black hole solution (132) looks like

do® + sin@d@® + e V3% (dw + Q cosfd ).

By rescaling the coordinates and the integration constants,
we can set @, = (. The charge Q has to be quantized to an
integer from regularity requirements. This quotient space is
the so-called lens space. Thus, we have a black hole with a
nontrivial topology by using our solution-generating
method.

3. Squashed Kaluza-Klein black holes

In the A = 0 case, we have more interesting solutions.
Here, the horizon is Bianchi type IV again. However, this
time, the squashing parameter depends on the radial coor-
dinate. Hence, it can not be absorbed by a simple rescaling
of coordinates. The horizon of the black hole is genuinely
squashed. First of all, we need to write down the four-
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dimensional solution for A = 0. In the previous section,

we skipped this simple exercise. Starting from the ansatz
for the vector potential

_ 4o

x ’

(134)

we can solve our equations of motion for the case y6 =
—1. Indeed, it is easy to derive the four-dimensional metric

Jxvx — x*

X+ x

X — X 2

- t dx*
Jxvx 4+ x*

ds* =

+ 32x + x (d92 + sin20d¢:) (135)
and the dilaton
5P _— ' X 36
1
e ) ( )

where x* are constants of integration. Next, we have to
obtain dual magnetic solutions with yé = 1. Again, the
metric and the dilaton do not change by the dual trans-
formation. And, irrespective of the ansatz for A, the dual
magnetic potential is given by

w = Qcosfde. (137)

Uplifting the above solutions, we find the five-
dimensional metric

dsp, = —(1 ~ x—)dﬂ + (1 + x—)(l - x—) dx?
X X X

+
+ x2(1 + x—)[dﬁz + sin?0d ¢?]
X

+\ —
+ (1 + %) '(dw + 0 cosbd ) (138)
Notice that this solution locally looks like a black string
when x* =

The solutions we have obtained are nothing but
squashed Kaluza-Klein black holes, which look like five-
dimensional black holes in the vicinity of the horizon, but
four-dimensional Minkowski spacetime times a circle in
the far region [31]. It has been shown that these solutions
are stable [39]. Since the Hawking radiation carries the
information of the horizon, squashed Kaluza-Klein black
holes could be a window to extra dimensions [40].

So far, we have discussed five-dimensional black holes
obtained by uplifting four-dimensional black holes. It is
easy to extend the above analysis to higher dimensions.
There, we might find more interesting solutions by using
our general solution-generating method.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied the system of equations of
motion derived from Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton theories
with a Liouville potential. Although this system is fully
integrable when the cosmological constant is set to zero
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[19] (no potential), this is no longer true when the potential
coupling A is switched on. We wrote the d-dimensional
system of equations of motion for two particular symme-
tries: cylindrical (x = 0) and d — 2 maximally symmetric
subspaces (k # 0). In both cases, we pushed the integra-
tion of the system as far as possible reducing the number of
equations or unknown variables. For the cylindrical met-
rics, we reduced the problem to solving a unique nonlinear
second-order differential equation. Once a solution to this
equation is found, the whole metric solution can be derived
and constrained to be a black hole solution of the modified
Einstein equations by fixing some of the integration con-
stants. It is worth noting that for specific values of the
couplings, yé = 1, we found that the system is fully inte-
grable. This case contains also the specific subclass of
solutions which can be uplifted to be full five-dimensional
solutions to the five-dimensional Einstein theory. In the
general case, where the general solution cannot be found
(at least in the framework developed here), we explored
polynomial solutions, keeping in mind that we aimed for
black hole spacetimes.

The generic solutions to the theory are inhomogeneous
metrics (that is, not black holes) with several (two to three)
naked singularities. However, black holes are contained as
a subclass, once two of the integration constants are inter-
related. Then, we get usually one event horizon, except in
the string case where there are two. The horizons have
planar topology and the solutions are neither asymptoti-
cally dS or adS, except within the case 6 = 0, as expected
from [23]. However, this comes at the cost of having a
constant dilaton.

The situation is quite different in the case of maximal
symmetry. First of all, black hole solutions are readily
obtained without need for further tampering with the in-
tegration constants, which are fixed accordingly to the
cylindrical case by a previously absent off-diagonal equa-
tion of motion. Second of all, the system is never fully
integrable and can only be reduced to two second-order
nonlinear coupled differential equations. In the special
case Y6 = 1, these equations decouple and an exact ex-
pression for the Maxwell field can be obtained.
Nevertheless, there always remains at least one nonintegr-
able equation, for which ansitze have to be provided. Then,
polynomial solutions can be found with integer or non-
integer exponents, yielding one or two horizons depending
on cases. A criterium for nonzero cosmological constant in
this system of coordinates was also derived. The solutions,
in agreement with [24], all have unusual asymptotics.

Table I is taken from [23] and classifies the various
solutions by their global asymptotic properties, when put
under the form

ds® ~ —g,di® + g,,dq* + q*(d6? + si(0)2de?). (139)

Thus, each category K, M5, N1, Py, T}, corresponds
to points in the phase space of the solutions, attracting or
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TABLE 1.
infinity, in the case g — .

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 024028 (2009)

Asymptotic form of solutions for trajectories approaching critical points at phase space infinity from within the sphere at

Values of constants i 8qq e® Solutions found
Ky, o=1,k>0 s ct g (113)
M, ok >0 ct ct ct
Ny, 62<3,0A<0,k=0 q* g2 g% (53), (61), (64), (90), (98), and (116)
P, oA <0, sign(k) = sign(c (8% — 1)) g ct q*/° (109)
T\, oAw <0,k =0, ouv <0 q2(72—52+4)/((y—5)2) GOy 4/(6=y) (58) and (75)

repulsing solution trajectories. This way, the solutions are
classified according to their asymptotical behavior, see
Table I (for a much more detailled analysis, see [23]).

We have filled in that same table with the solutions we
obtained. No solution corresponds to the points M since we
took special care to avoid flat space. We see a clear
separation in the cylindrical k = 0 solutions, since all—
general yé = 1 or polynomial—solutions with nonlinear
Maxwell fields belong to the class N, are asymptotically
adS if 6 = 0, and as has been discussed at length, depend
crucially in their behavior on the sign of % — 3; whereas
other solutions, with linear Maxwell field—polynomial or
with nn = 0—belong to the class 7, which can also be
regular asymptotically in the limit 6 = 0 and nowhere
else. The class N has an equivalent if 6> > 3 (which we
do not reproduce here for the sake of brevity), reproducing
the separation of cases of section I A 1.

The « # 0 solutions are classified in the same manner:
they can belong to different classes and even have end-
points in k = O subclasses [(116)]. Globally, there is a
good match between global properties as determined by
[23] and the exact solutions we listed.

The system of equations of motion was solved explicitly
for electric Maxwell fields without any loss of generality.
Indeed, a duality procedure [14], was generalized and used
to find magnetic equivalents of all the electric solutions
derived. Then, various five-dimensional electric metrics
and dualized magnetic metrics were written and analyzed.

Several open questions remain: though we have not
found explicit solutions for regular asymptotic dS or adS
solutions, their existence was hinted at both perturbatively
and numerically ([23]) in the pure cosmological constant
case (6 = 0). For 6 # 0, a no-go theorem was formulated.
However, we could not obtain nontrivial solutions for § =
0, nor the equivalent of a no-go theorem for nonconstant
dilatonic solutions. This is not necessarily in contradiction

with [23], since only the asymptotic behavior of solutions
is predicted, and thus it is consistent with our result that, in
order to get an asymptotically adS solution, the scalar field
has to be frozen everywhere, thereby restoring the regular-
ity of the asymptotics. Furthermore, no « # 0 topology
black hole solution could be obtained for the string case in
the electric case though there does not seem to be any
fundamental argument against its existence.

Perspectives and extensions of our work include the
generalization of the solutions to d dimensions by making
full use of the d-dimensional equations of motion of
Sec. II. Such solutions might be relevant for supergravity
setups in higher dimensions for instance. The inclusion of a
Gauss-Bonnet term in the five-dimensional action could
also be considered, as Lovelock theory (for a review see
[41]) is the natural generalization of Einstein theory in
higher dimensions and may well regularize the asymp-
totics. Perturbative and numerical results ([42]) were car-
ried out but no analytical results were presented up to now.
It has already been hinted upon that general relativity-like
behavior may result from a scalar-tensor theory given the
addition of higher-order terms dictated by Kaluza-Klein
reduction of Lovelock theories [43].
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