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ABSTRACT

Microstate geometries are proposed microstates of black holes which can
be described within supergravity. Even though their number may not repro-
duce the full entropy of black holes with finite-sized horizons, they still offer
a glimpse into the microscopic structure of black holes. In this paper we con-
struct a new set of microstate geometries of the supersymmetric D1-D5-P black
hole, where the momentum charge is carried by a vector field, as seen from
the perspective of six-dimensional supergravity. To aid our construction, we
develop an algorithm which solves a complicated partial differential equation
using the regularity of the geometries. The new solutions are asymptotically
AdS; x S2, and have a long, but finite AdS, throat that caps off without ever
developing a horizon. These microstate geometries have a holographic inter-
pretation as coherent superpositions of heavy states in the boundary D1-D5
CFT. We identify the states which are dual to our newly constructed solutions
and carry out some basic consistency checks to support our identification.
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1 Introduction

The existence of black holes perfectly embodies and necessitates the synchronicity between
quantum mechanics and general relativity. In particular, the non-vanishing black-hole
entropy indicates that there may exist a more fundamental set of microstates accounting
for this entropy. However, the explicit form of these microstates may be hard to realize if

one assumes only the degrees of freedom found in general relativity.

A framework which offers additional degrees of freedom is string theory. In particular,
the fuzzball paradigm [1-3] states that a classical black hole should be replaced by objects
in string theory, called fuzzballs, which are horizonless and, when averaged over, reproduce
the same observable effects as a black hole of the same mass, angular momentum, and
charges.! In general, fuzzballs are highly quantum and stringy configurations. However,
analogous to how a system of atoms, through processes of stimulated emission, can be
configured to produce a coherent monochromatic beam of photons, a laser, one can also
consider very coherent fuzzball states which admit a smooth, geometric description. This
subset of fuzzballs, often called microstate geometries [6,7], can be described using just

supergravity, the low-energy limit of string theory, and is the focus of this paper.

We work in the D1-D5 system: Starting with Type IIB string theory on* R*! xS} x M,
one wraps [Ny D1-branes along the y-circle and N5 D5-branes along S; x My. Such two-
charge configurations preserve 8 out of the total 32 supercharges and we refer to them as
1/4-BPS. By adding momentum charge, P, along S;, one breaks 4 additional supercharges
leading to 1/8-BPS configurations. The degeneracy of bound states with such charges, as
calculated at weak string coupling, matches the (exponent of) the Bekenstein-Hawking
entropy of the corresponding D1-D5-P black hole [8,9]. While this provides a match
between the ensembles of black hole microstates and ensembles of brane configurations as
the string coupling (or the gravitational coupling, Gy) is varied, we are interested in the

fate of individual microstates.

The first 1/4-BPS microstates were constructed in [10-12] by wrapping fundamental
strings along Syl and allowing for transverse oscillations with which the string carries mo-
mentum. These configurations can then be, through a series of S and T-dualities, related
to the D1-D5 system [13-16]. In the latter frame, the near-horizon region of (geometric)
microstates contains an AdS; factor, which, through the AdS/CFT correspondence [17],

'However, for extremal black holes with vanishing horizon radius the corresponding averaged config-
urations are larger than the stretched horizon [4, 5].
2 My can be either T* or K3. In this paper we use exclusively 7.



allows us to relate the geometries to Ramond-Ramond (RR) ground states in the dual
two-dimensional D1-D5 CFT [10,11,13-15].

The maximally spinning round supertube, perhaps the simplest of such solutions, is
the starting point of our construction. By adding a small perturbation on top of this
solution one can generate the additional momentum charge. Utilising the linear and
upper-triangular structure of the relevant BPS equations [18-21], one is then able to find
the fully backreacted, 1/8-BPS microstate geometries, called superstrata [22-29]. When
viewed as solutions of six-dimensional supergravity, in most superstrata the momentum is
carried by a field in the tensor multiplet. However, when counted, such solutions represent

a parametrically small contribution to the entropy of the D1-D5-P black hole [30,31].

Recently, it has been shown that the momentum charge can also be carried by vec-
tor fields [7] with the corresponding set of microstate geometries being dubbed “vector
superstrata” [32]. In this paper, we construct a new family of such vector superstrata.
Our work aims to complete the set of 1/8-BPS microstate geometries of the D1-D5-P
black hole which can be constructed in non-orbifolded AdSs [23,33]. We identify their
dual CFT states and perform some rudimentary checks that support our identification.
Furthermore, we develop a systematic method to solve the BPS equations and present
an algorithmic way to solve a Laplace equation in spheroidal coordinates with arbitrarily
complicated sources. We do so by making an informed ansatz based on smoothness of
the geometries in the interior and their prescribed asymptotic behaviour. We use an ap-
propriate basis expansion, which reduces the partial differential equation to a system of
algebraic equations for the basis coefficients. We hope that the techniques presented will

prove helpful for future constructions of microstate geometries and related computations.

In Section 2 we describe CFT states which are dual to the vector superstrata that we
construct in this paper. In Section 3 we briefly review the relevant supersymmetric ansatz
and the associated BPS equations that are solved by the new microstate geometries. In
Section 4 we start with a vector perturbation and show how to find a fully backreacted
solution. In Section 5 we employ a type of ‘bootstrap’ technique to find the explicit solu-
tions. In the final section we discuss our results and conclude with some future directions.
The appendices contain details omitted in the main body of the paper. In Appendix A we
summarise the conventions used in the CFT picture. Appendix B contains the detailed
calculations that explicitly show how the constructed geometries solve the aforementioned
BPS equations. Finally, in Appendix C, we present in full detail a particular solution as

an application of our newly developed method to solve the full system of BPS equations.



2 Motivation from the CFT picture

The bulk of this paper deals with solving BPS equations of six-dimensional supergravity
in order to obtain regular solutions that asymptote to AdSz x S3. Through the AdS/CFT
correspondence [17], such solutions have an equivalent description in terms of heavy states
in the dual D1-D5 CFT. This is a two-dimensional supersymmetric CF'T whose central
charge is c = ¢ = 6 N, where N = N; Nj is the product of the integer number of D1-branes
and D5-branes used to construct the system. In this section, we present states that are
dual to the geometries that we construct in subsequent sections. We limit ourselves only
to the information that is immediate to our construction, purposefully omitting a lot of

details (or relegating them to Appendix A, where we also summarise our conventions).?

To describe the geometries in the CFT language, we use the free orbifold point. In
the bulk this free CFT corresponds to strings on AdS;3 in the tensionless limit [35-37],
while the dual of the supergravity theory is a strongly coupled CFT, over which we have
little control. However, since all of our states preserve at least 4 supercharges, we rely on
non-renormalisation theorems [38] to protect some properties of supersymmetric states —
in particular, the charges under the symmetry group — from changing as we move in the

moduli space of the theory.

The target space of the theory with My = T* at the symmetric orbifold point is
(TY)N /Sy — N copies of a free, c = ¢ = 6 CFT with target space T* identified under
the permutation group Sy. FEach individual copy can be thought of as living on an
effective closed string, which we refer to as a strand, described by ¢ and y coordinates
that parameterise the boundary of AdS3;. The theory, including its supersymmetry group,
SU(1,1|2), x SU(1, 1|2) g, naturally splits into left-moving and right-moving sectors. The
state on each strand, labelled by (), is then written as |¥,), \T/(r)ﬁ%, where ¥ and ¥ are
the states in the left-moving and right-moving sectors, respectively. The integer k, denotes
the length of the effective string: Namely, one is able to make an effectively longer strand
by changing the boundary conditions on the periodic coordinate y. The strand length
can be arbitrary as long as the total length of all strands combined is equal to N. The
full state is then the permutation invariant product of states in all copies (1), subject to

this constraint (for a schematic representation see Figure 1).

In what follows, the invariance under permutations does not play a critical role, so we

suppress the copy index (). We can thus write the full state as a product over all possible

3A more thorough analysis can be found for example in [14-16, 34, 30, 29], while states related to
microstate geometries with vector fields were discussed in detail in [32].



total length = N

Figure 1: A schematic depiction of a state at the orbifold point CFT: On each strand of
length k, we specify a state |Uy, U(,))r,. The total state is the product of states on all
strands (2.1), subject to the sum of all strand lengths being N and the full state being
invariant under the permutation group Sy.

individual states on all possible strand lengths, which we can schematically write as

NEE

Hﬂ(yw,m) L (2.1)

\117{17 k=1

where N,;Ij"i denotes the number of states | W, \Tlﬁ€ The state (2.1) is constrained by

S S kN =N, (2.2)

v, ¥ k=1
which ensures that the total strand length is N.

We are interested in supersymmetric heavy states in this theory — states which preserve
a finite number of supercharges and whose conformal dimensions scale with the total
central charge, A ~ ¢ ~ N. In the main text we work primarily in the Ramond sector of
the theory, since states in this sector arise naturally when one considers the near horizon
region of asymptotically flat supersymmetric black holes [39]. In particular, the 1/4-BPS
Ramond ground states have a large degeneracy and their counting reproduces the entropy
of the two-charge D1-D5 black hole [8,40,10]. These ground states are the starting point

of our construction.

On each strand, one can have 16 different states, 8 of them are bosonic while the
remaining 8 are fermionic. Let us begin by focusing on the set of four bosonic states
which, following [30,29], can be labelled by their eigenvalues under the R-symmetry
group SU(2);, x SU(2)g*

: . a =«
la==+,a=4%),, i=35, 1=3, (2.3)
4The R-symmetry SU(2)1, x SU(2)g =~ SO(4) is associated with the isometries of the S3 in the bulk.
Intuitively one can think of labelling states with the j and j eigenvalues as labelling them according to
their angular momentum in two orthogonal planes of rotation in S2.




with the eigenvalues under the SL(2,R); x SL(2,R)p symmetry being h = h = k/4.°
Coherent superpositions of states containing only these strands can be realised in the
bulk as Lunin-Mathur geometries [10,12-15,22,25]. Perhaps the simplest geometry is the
maximally spinning supertube, which is dual to a state consisting only of |++), strands
h=h=

Supertube) = (|[++),)Y, j=j= = — (2.4)

N
2 247

N c
4

with the conformal dimension, A = h + h, indeed scaling with the central charge.

In this paper we construct new 1/8-BPS solutions via the standard six-dimensional
superstratum method [22-29, 32]. One begins by adding a small perturbation to the
supertube geometry — in the CFT this corresponds to adding to the supertube state
(2.4) a small amount of strands dual to the perturbation in the bulk. Then one acts
on this new state with the generators L,, J., G of the left-moving supersymmetry
group, SU(1,1|2);. This increases the momentum charge of the state, np = h — h,
while preserving some supersymmetry due the right-moving sector remaining unchanged.
Finally, to obtain the fully backreacted solution in the bulk, one needs to solve the full
equations of supergravity. On the CFT side, this corresponds to increasing the number
of strands associated with the perturbation and taking a coherent superposition of such

states — this ensures that the state has a valid description within supergravity.

The deformation that is central for this paper is described by the state®

kymoni A, A) = (Lo = 72)" (75)"7 GHY A | (2.5)
whose quantum numbers are given by
k -k -
h:Z+m+n, j=m, h:Z’ j=0, (2.6)

and k=2,3,....m=1,2,...k—1,and n =0,1,2.... This state is based on a fermionic
1/4-BPS state | + A)x on a strand of length k. The index A = 1,2 denotes a doublet
under the SU(2)c, which is part of the symmetry related to the isometry of the T,
SU(2)p x SU(2)c ~ SO(4);. The residual SU(2)p appears through the index A = 1,2 of
the supersymmetry generator G¢'. The action of this generator is two-fold: It transforms

the fermonic perturbation into a bosonic one and the two indices A and A combine into

®The eigenvalues under the conformal symmetries are connected to the isometries of the AdS3 space
and are related to the mass and linear momentum in this spacetime. In particular A = h + h and
np = h— }_L

61t is natural to arrive at this state by starting in the Neveu-Schwarz sector and then spectral flowing
to the Ramond sector. We present this path in Appendix A.
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Figure 2: Schematic depiction of the state whose bulk dual we construct in later sections:
We combine N, copies of states which appear in the round supertube and N, copies of
states defined in (2.5).

a vector index of SO(4);. As a consequence, the gravity dual of (2.5) is described by a

vector field when viewed in six-dimensional supergravity compactified on 7.

The full state that we consider is then given by a coherent sum (see also Figure 2)

)~ 3 ()™ (

aiVb

k,m,n; A,A>>Nb , (2.7)

where
N =N, +kN,, (2.8)

and 3" denotes the coherent sum. As discussed in the introduction, generic distributions
of N, and N, describe a highly quantum state which cannot be reliably described within
supergravity. Taking a coherent superposition of such quantum states is necessary for the
dual of (2.7) to have a valid description in terms of a geometric solution [14,41,15,42,25].
However, since the supergravity description is valid in the limit where N,, N, > 1 the
coherent sum is sharply peaked around its average values. To a good approximation we
can then use these average values to describe the states (2.7) and its dual geometry. To
lighten the notation, we still use N, and N, to denote these averages. In terms of these,

the total conserved charges of the state (2.7) are

N - N N, Y
h 4+ »(m+n), h 1 1= + Nym, 1= (2.9)
Since, h > h, such states carry a non-trivial momentum charge
np=h—h=N,(m+n), (2.10)

which should also be seen from the dual gravity description. Indeed, this will be a sanity

check of our fully backreacted solutions.



3 Supersymmetric ansatz and BPS equations

Coherent superpositions of heavy states in the D1-D5 CFT have a dual representation in
terms of supergravity solutions that are asymptotically AdSs x S® x T¢. While in general
this requires us to work with ten-dimensional supergravity, one usually assumes that the
geometries do not depend on the coordinates of the four-torus, in which case the system

reduces to six-dimensional supergravity.

The minimal field content that needs to be included in the lower-dimensional theory
depends on the states one wants to describe. For the state (2.7), it is sufficient to look
at minimal supergravity coupled to a tensor and a vector multiplet. The bosonic fields
contained in such a theory are the metric gy/n, a two-form gauge field By, a one-form
vector field Ay, and a dilaton ¢.

Supersymmetric solutions of such theories are completely characterised [43, 44, 20].

The six-dimensional metric in the Einstein frame can be decomposed as

2 F
ds? = ~ g+ 6) du+w+§(dv+ﬁ)} + 7y Zyds?, (3.1)

where v and v are null-coordinates that are related to the usual time, ¢, and the coordinate

parametrising the asymptotic circle of AdSs, y ~ y + 27 R, through

t+vy _t—y
N u:w. (3.2)

The ds? denotes the line-element of a four-dimensional Euclidean space, which we refer

v

to as the base space. The remaining fields in the theory can be written as

_ Za _ i 2 _ 22
A — 3 (dv+pB)—A, e =7 (3.3a)
1
B = — - (dutw)A(dv+B)+asA(do+B) + 7. (3.3b)
2

where 71, Z5, Z 4, and F are scalar functions, while £, w, A and ay are one-forms and Y
is a two-form on the base space. Supersymmetry also demands that (the components of)
these ansatz quantities are independent of one null coordinate, which we choose to be wu,

so that the ansatz quantities can be functions of v and the base space coordinates only.

The power of this decomposition is that one can recast the BPS equations as dif-
ferential equations for the ansatz quantities on the four-dimensional base space. These
equations can then be organised in several layers with an upper-triangular structure: The

solutions to the previous layer act as (at most) quadratic sources for the next layer [18-21].



Anticipating the form of the solutions, we now present a simplified version of the BPS

equations that are relevant in the construction that follows.

The initial BPS equations that one needs to solve are in the so-called “zeroth layer”,
which determine the base space and the one-form 3. We take the base space to be given
by flat R* and the one-form to be v-independent, B = 0. This automatically satisfies all

the equations in the zeroth layer, apart from the self-duality condition

*udy3 = duf3, (3'4)

where dy is the exterior derivative restricted to the base space and *, is the Hodge dual.”
This choice for § and the base space metric, which we justify below, effectively reduces

the remaining BPS equations to Laplace equations in four-dimensional flat space.

For the remaining layers, one can use the gauge symmetry of the theory to make
convenient choices for the ansatz quantities [21]. However, we choose to work with gauge-

invariant components of the field strengths

F = dA, G = dB+FAA, —e* %G = dB, (3.5)

where it is convenient to introduce an additional two form

B - —Zi(du+w)A(dv+5)+aw<dv+ﬁ)+%. (3.6)
1

Using the form of the gauge field potentials and the definitions of the field strengths, one

can show that the latter can be written as

F = (dv+ ) Awp+ F, (3.7a)

G =d {_ZL (du +w) A (dv + /B)] + G, (3.7b)
2

%G = d {_ZL (du + w) A (dv + B)] +G. (3.7¢)
1

G 2 are two-forms on the four-dimensional base space given by®

@1 = >I<4DZ2 + (d’U + 5) A (")1 y 62 = >I<4DZl + (dU + ﬁ) A @2 s (38)

“Our conventions for the Hodge dual of a p-form in D-dimensions are

— np-— N m mp—
>kD)( = ﬁ€ml-umD—p7nD—p+l~unDX D—pt1 Dem™ N...Ne"P L
p(D —p)!

where e denotes an orthonormal frame.
8In all expressions we have already assumed 3 = 0.



where we used a differential operator
D=dy— L NO,. (3.9)

The gauge-invariant forms ©2, wp, and F, that we introduced? are given by

B 7 ~ ~ A4
wp=—-A-D[(Z2), F=-DA+224,3, (3.10)
ZQ Z2
and
0! = Day + 4, x4 DZy = Dy —ay Adaf3, (3.11a)

_ Ta - _ .
@2 = DCZQ_‘_;}/]__'_A/\UJF—F?AF, *4DZl = D’yl—ag/\d45—F/\A (311b)
2

The first layer. The first non-trivial equations determine the pair (Z,, ©')
O = 0, DO' = xDZ,, DxDZ = —O'Adf. (3.12)

These equations are unchanged by the presence of the vector field: they only involve the

degrees of freedom of the tensor multiplet.

The second layer. The next layer contains the information about the vector field

s = F, 2DZyAsuwp + ZoDsjwp = —FAOL. (3.13)

While the self-duality condition can be solved independently, one cannot solve the second
equation without first knowing the solutions to the first layer. This is an explicit example
of the upper-triangular structure of the BPS equations: The solutions to the first layer

act as sources for the quantities appearing in the second layer.

The third layer. The next subset of equations determines Z; and ©2:
£,02=0%  DO’=«DZ —2wpANF, DxDZ=FANF—-0>Adf5. (3.14)

By comparing with (3.12), we see the appearance of new quadratic source terms due to the
presence of the vector fields. These terms break the symmetry between the pair (Z;, ©?)

and (Z,, ©') that is present in the system with only tensor multiplets [18,19].

992 in this paper is denoted by ©2 in [21,32]. The same difference in notation applies for F and as.
pap Y ) PP



The fourth layer. The last layer determines F and w, which contain the information
about the momentum along the y-direction and angular momentum in the S® respectively.

The two equations are
Dw + *Dw + Fdyf = 7,0+ 7,07, (3.15)
and

1 1 .. .. ..
*4D *y (w— §D.F> = —5 *q @1/\@2—|—Zl ZQ+Z1 ZQ+Zl Z2+Z2 ((,UF)m ((.UF)m s
(3.16)

with the contraction in the terms involving wgr being done with the base-space metric.

4 Microstate geometries sourced by vector fields

We now turn to the construction of the bulk dual of the state (2.7). We start by finding the
perturbation around the maximally spinning supertube that is dual to the strands (2.5).
Within six-dimensional supergravity this perturbation is encoded in a one-form gauge
field, A. By utilising the upper-triangular structure of the BPS equations, we find the
fully backreacted solutions, corresponding to smooth horizonless microstate geometries.
However, to obtain explicit solutions, one has to solve two partial differential equations
whose closed-form solutions are not known. To remedy this, in the following section we

provide a bootstrap-like method which in principle allows us to find all explicit solutions.

4.1 Linearised solutions

A simple solution to the BPS equations is the maximally spinning round supertube, whose
dual CFT state is given in (2.4). One can think of this solution as the backreaction of
the bound state of D1-branes and D5-branes which are distributed around a circle in R*

with radius a . It is convenient to introduce coordinates adapted to such a source
T+ iy = Vr2+a?sinfe”, T3+ ixy =1 cosfe?, (4.1)

with 6 € [0, 7], ¢,% € [0,27), and for now a is taken to be an arbitrary constant. In these

coordinates the flat metric in R* is given by

d 2
ds? =% < s+ d92) + (a® +1?) sin® 0 dg* + r* cos® 0 dyp? (42)

a?+r?

10



where we introduced
Y =72+ a? cos?h. (4.3)

Using these coordinates, one can express the ansatz quantities that define the maximally

spinning round supertube as [11,10]

r? + a*) cos? 6
Zy = % , Ly = % ; M2 = —Q1,5( Z> do N dip, (4.4a)
) 2
B = Ry a (sin®0d¢p — cos* O dp),  w= By a (sin® 0 do + cos® O dip) (4.4b)

V2Y V2Y

while all other ansatz quantities vanish. The metric has a singularity at the location of

the supertube, > = 0, unless one imposes

V1 Qs =alRy, (4.5)

in which case the metric is smooth everywhere. This condition reduces the number of free
parameters of the solution and can be seen as the gravitational equivalent of the condition
(2.2) that constrains the total number of strands in the CFT state to be equal to N.

Now we would like to find the gravitational dual to the state (2.7) with two types of
strands. Let us first consider the situation where N, < N,, as such a state corresponds
to the supertube with an additional vector field perturbation. The perturbation dual to
the strands (2.5) is given by'’

~ V2 db
Amn:b mnAmn —dv—d¢—d Amn_.— i Amn . 4.
k,m, (k,m,n) Dk,m, [(Ry v ¢ 'Lb COS Vk,m, sinfd cosd S1n Vk,m, ( 6)

In the above, Z(k7m7n) < a is a parameter that measures the amplitude of the perturbation

and (k,m,n) are integers with
k=23.... m=12..k-1, n=01,.... (4.7)

We also introduced

p— a r " m k—m
Apmn = (m) (W) cos™ @ sin"" "0, (4.8)

and

V20
R,

Okmn = (M +n) + (k—m)o —ma). (4.9)

10The details of the construction of this perturbation is presented in Appendix B.

11



If (k,m,n) are taken to be outside the ranges in (4.7), the perturbation becomes divergent

at some point in the base space.

By comparing (4.6) with the supersymmetric ansatz (3.3), we can read off the associ-

ated quantities

m.n 2/5 m,n A m,n ~
ZX@, n) V2bgemm @5 A, COS Dy (4.10a)

R, >y

2, .2 2
do R (a*+r );i:gzﬁ +redy

COS Vkmyn |

(4.10D)

EZ m,n A mn | . A
(kmon) Skmon | 0 cos 0

up to U(1) gauge transformations. This ambiguity is irrelevant since in the BPS equations
we use the components of the gauge-field strength, wp and F. These can be obtained

using (3.10), and their explicit form is given in Appendix B in (B.14).

One can check that the above perturbation solves the BPS equations to first order
in Z(k,m,n) /a < 1. What is more, due to the linearity of the differential equations in
(3.13), any linear combination of (4.6) that sums over different (k,m, n) is also a solution.
However, at first order in Z(k,m,n) /a only the second layer equations are non-trivial, since
in the subsequent layers wy and F always appear quadratically and thus these equations

are automatically satisfied at linear order in perturbation theory.

4.2 Full, non-linear solutions

Going beyond first order in ,l;(k7m7n) /a takes into account the backreaction of the perturba-
tion and requires solving the BPS equations in full. We focus on the case where only one
mode (with fixed (k,m,n)) is excited, while leaving the extension to multi-mode super-

strata for future work. For simplicity, we henceforth omit the subscripts in E(k,m,n) =

Let the perturbation be given by the single-mode solution (4.10) and their field-
strength components counterparts by (B.14). If g/ a takes on a finite value, then one
needs to solve the remaining BPS equations to all orders in this expansion parameter.
Already at second order, all fields can be excited, in principle. This includes the one-form
£ and the base-space metric. However, by looking at the layered structure of the BPS
equations (3.12)-(3.16), we note that the vector field components first appear in the sec-
ond layer. One can thus assume that by turning on a U(1) gauge field, one does not excite
any fields whose components are determined by the layers preceding the second one. We
thus assume that even when E/ a is finite, the base space metric, 3, Z,, and ©! do not

change from (4.4) even with the presence of the vector field. This is somewhat justified by
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the fact that the BPS equations of the zeroth, first, and second layers are automatically

satisfied for any value of b. Then all that is left is to solve the final two layers.

4.2.1 Third layer

In this layer the components of the vector field appear explicitly only through the
quadratic terms F A F and wp A F. Surprisingly, for single mode excitations, these
terms are independent of the phase ¥y ,,, and are thus v-independent. The vector field
also implicitly influences ©? and Z;, as can be seen in (3.11b). But even the combinations
appearing in those expressions are phase-independent. Since there are no v-dependent
source terms, we can assume Z; and ©2 to be v-independent as well. In particular, we

assume that Z; = ay = 41 = 0, which simplifies (3.11b) to
2 it Za & r- i
0 = d4a2+A/\wF—|—7F, *4d4Zl = d4’}/1—a2/\d4ﬁ—F/\A. (411)
2

These expressions automatically satisfy all BPS equations in the third layer apart from

the ©2 self-duality condition, which reduces to

d4CL2 — *d4a2 = *A Nwp — A NWp. (412)

! is v-independent, which is consistent with

The right-hand side of the above expression®
the assumption that a, is also independent of this coordinate, and contains no term

proportional to dr A df, so one can make the following ansatz
’52
V2R,

After inserting this into (4.12) and some algebraic manipulations, one can express the

F1(r,0) (d6 + d) + folr6) (do — dw] (4.13)

a9 —

derivatives of f; only in terms of fy

2kr 27 sinf cosé 272 cos?d
O =————Dokomon+——>—5-0fo+ (1 —) O fa,

r2 4+ a2 sin’ 6 r2 + a2 sin’ @ r2 + a2 sin’ 6

(4.142)
272 cos? 0 (a*> 4+ 7%) r sin6 cosd
Ofi=\|1—————5=) Opfo—2 Oy
2 ( r2 + a2 sin® 6) 2 72 + a2 sin® ¢ f2
2 tan r? + a? sin®f
_ MY (k2 ot T A o 4.14b
72 + a? sin® 0 ( rotvan sin? 6 ) 2ho2m.2 ( )

HFor the explicit form see (B.21).
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while f; is determined by a Laplace equation on the four-dimensional base

2 a?

Ef2 = - S(a® + %) cos? 0 [(k + n)2 Aok om+2,2n + n? Aok oman—2 — k(m +n) A2k72,2m,2n:| )
(4.15)
with £ being given by
—~ 1 1
0) = — 2 2 - 0 sin 6 . 4.1
Lf(r,0) TEGT(T(CL +T)8rf)+zcosesin989(cos sin 00y f) (4.16)

Impressively, the differential equation (4.15) admits a closed form solution [22,25]

fz(k’m’n) (r,0) = —2a° [(k +1)? Fopomi2.on +1° Foroman—2 — k (m +n) F2k72,2m,2n] ;
(4.17)

where

Jitjetis<k+n—1 , . . . k+n—ji—ja—js—1 2
F o Ji+J2+ 73 (k:—m—jl,m—jg—l,n—jg) A2(I~c—j1—3‘2—1),2(m—j2—1),2(71—3'3)
2k2m2n — T 9

L. ktn—1 2 2( 2 2
§1,42,j3=0 J15J2,J3 (k‘—m,m—l,n) 4(k+n) (CL +r )
(4.18)
and . . . . . . '
(]1 +]2 f]:’)) _ (J1 +J2 47]3)- (4.19)
J1s J2, J3 g1l ja! js!

Once f5 is calculated, one can in principle find a closed-form expression for f; using
hypergeometric functions. However, in practice it is much easier to integrate the first-
order differential equations (4.14) case-by-case. Once f; and f, are known, one has all the

ingredients to calculate ©% and thus explicitly solve the third layer BPS equations (3.14).

Let us conclude this part by noting that one can solve all BPS equations in this layer
without explicitly determining Z;. Namely, when Z; is v-independent, it appears in the
BPS equations only through *4d4Z;, which can be expressed by other known quantities
using (3.11b). One can solve even the fourth layer equations without ever calculating
Zy: When Z; = 0, this ansatz quantity appears only in (3.15) where it multiplies O,
which we assume to be vanishing. Solving for Z; is nonetheless important as it crucially
effects the asymptotic behaviour and the regularity of the geometry. When Z; = 0, the

rightmost equation of (3.14) can be rearranged to'?

= w0 - FaF) = 0 [g(£)_Lgy
e ! ~ (r2 + a2sin?6) x >
40/452]6 2’52 AQkaQn,Q naQ—kr2 2
D) 2k2m2n T oo — p) . (420)
Y3 (r2 4+ a?sin” 0) ’ X2 cos?6 sin” 6 a? 4 r?
12\When acting on a scalar function, the Laplace operator is defined as LF =— x4 dy %4 dyF.
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We are currently lacking an analytic solution to this equation for all values of (k,m,n).
This is mainly due to two complicating factors. Firstly, we notice that in order to find Z;
one already needs to know f,. But from (4.17), we see that this function becomes more
complicated as the (k,m,n) are increased. The differential equation (4.20) can thus have
an arbitrary number of terms, unlike (4.15) which always has only three source terms on
the right-hand side. Secondly, while the source terms in (4.15) are singular at ¥ = 0,
this diverging behaviour is cancelled out by an analogous factor in the Laplace operator
(4.16). In (4.20), the most singular terms scale as 73, which cannot be fully cancelled
out by L. This stronger singular behaviour comes from the Z; function itself: Unlike f,
that is regular everywhere, Z; ~ ¥71, and thus diverges at the supertube location. The
singular source terms in the above differential equation are manifestations of the brane

sources being located at the supertube locus X = 0.

4.2.2 Fourth layer

Since ©! = Z; = Z, = 0, we see that there is only one non-vanishing source term in the
fourth layer BPS equations (3.15) and (3.16)
) 20°Qs 1

Zyw? = 2 Aok omon—s + (k 2 Aok oms2.9m | 4.21
2T TR S (a2 4 2) cos2 L DA 2+ (k4 n)" Bokomea (4.21)

which is again v-independent. We can then assume that F and w are also v-independent,
F=w= 0,'® which decouples the two differential equations. Equation (3.16) reduces to
4P Qs 1

~ , 2
LF = R2 S (a?+12) cos?f [(k +n)* Aoggams2.2n + 10 Azgc,gmgn,Q} , (4.22)

which is solved by

Flkmn) _ 40 Qs k 2 g ’F 4.23
= TR (k4 n)* Forom+2.2n + 1° Fok om on—2| - (4.23)
Y

The terms in the square bracket are exactly the first two terms appearing in the square

bracket in (4.17), but we do not have a good explanation for why this is the case.

Once F is determined, one only needs to solve

d4w + *4d4w = Z2 @2 — .Fd45 . (424)

3 The more complicated alternative is that both w and F are v-dependent, but their dependence cancels
out in such a way that the right-hand sides of both (3.15) and (3.16) are v-independent.
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The right-hand side, which we give explicitly in (B.32), is v-independent and does not

contain a dr A df term and so we can make an ansatz for the b? correction to w as

V2051

wy B w(r,0) (do + d) + v(r,0) (dyp — do) | . (4.25)

After inserting this ansatz into (4.24) and some algebraic manipulation, one can express
the partial derivatives of v in terms of p, fo, and F, see (B.36). Eliminating v in this

manner leaves us with a single Laplace equation for u

~ r? 4 a? sin* 6 a’ ~( fo 1 4
L(’” 2% f>_4(r2+a28in29) {£(§>_§£f21

N n?at A k:(k;—i—Qn)aQA ka*
2% (a2 I T2)2 2k,2m,2n—2 23 (CL2 n TQ) 2k,2m,2n 2 (7’2 + a2 sin2 '9)
(k+n)((k—n)r*—2na?

n*a® — (2kn +n?)r?
2% (a® +12) cos? 0 2% (a® +1r?) cos? 6

AQk,Qm,2n

Aok oman—2 + Aok am+2.2n, (4.26)

where we have defined

_ 40 Qs

F= & £(r,0). (4.27)

Once p is determined, one can find v by integrating the differential equations (B.36).

We are unable to solve (4.26) with a closed form expression for all possible values of
(k,m,n). The reasons are the same as with (4.20) — the explicit appearance of f, and
the stronger divergence of p near ¥ = 0. However, we are able to solve this equation and
(4.20) for some specific values of (k,m,n): This shows that these differential equations
have solutions, only that finding them is non-trivial. In light of this, we present in the
next section an algorithm with which one can in principle calculate these solutions for
any (k,m,n). While we are unable to provide a solution that would be similar in quality

as (4.23), we automate the procedure of finding individual solutions.

5 Explicit examples

5.1 Bootstrapping the result

Here we outline a method to ‘bootstrap’ the solutions to the BPS equations. We imple-
ment this method to compute both p*™") and Z{k’m’n) for arbitrary fixed (k, m,n).
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5.1.1 Bootstrapping pu(m™m)

Here we bootstrap for ™™ which solves the partial differential equation

2 2 oin2 2 (k,m,n)
-~ + a“ sin“ 0 a ~ L = kmn)
L (k,m,n) + r (k,m,n) _ L 2 B C (k;m,n
(“ 2% / 4 (r2 + a? sin®0) ) Shetk

N n?at B k(k + 2n) a® A B ka*
oy ( 9 i 2)2 2k,2m,2n—2 2y (a T ) 2k,2m,2n T2 (7’2 + CL2 sin2 9)
n*a® — (2kn +n?)r? A (k+n)((k—n)r*—2na?)
2% (a®?+12) cos? 6 2ham,2n=2 2% (a®?+1?) cos? 6

2k,2m,2n

A2k,2m—|—2,2n . (51)

Recall that the expression for fo(r, 6) is given in (4.17) while f(r,#) is given in the square
bracket in (4.27). Though the source term, at first glance, appears to be quite complicated,
for fixed (k,m,n) it reduces to a polynomial function in the numerator composed of
trigonometric functions of # and powers of r? with the denominator also containing factors

of ¥ and (r? + a? sin? §). We use this to make an informed ansatz for the solution.

Based on the form of known six-dimensional superstrata [22-29,32], the various com-

ponents of the solutions for y can be written as combinations of

1
r?,  cos?é, m, (5.2)
raised to some non-negative powers. Using these functions ensures that the resulting
solutions are smooth at potentially singular locations. Namely, these factors are regular
at the origin (r = 0 and 6 = 0) and the supertube location (r = 0 and 0§ = 7/2).
Nonetheless, the most singular term in (5.1) comes from the first line and diverges as
=3 near the supertube location, which suggests that ™" should scale as £~'. These

considerations lead us to the following ansatz

k+n

C' k1 (cos? 0
plkma) — o0 +5 Z Z > Ckhk%,ﬂg iaZ)kg (5.3)

k1=0 k2=0 k2=0

where we have added an arbitrary constant C} , . and homogeneous term C{!,  /%. This
ansatz contains three sums, which is tractable for low mode numbers, but is computa-
tionally too demanding for higher (k,m,n). There are also redundant coefficients, which
end up vanishing. To remedy this, we reduce the number of sums by rewriting the ansatz

with a common denominator, shifting the indices of the components in the numerator

C k+n 2k+k”(r2/a2)k1 (COS2 9)k2
H kmn 2 ]; 0: l; 0: k1,k2 (7,,2 + a2)k+n ( )
1 2
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which is just an expansion of the initial ansatz in a different basis. To solve the differential

equation in practice, we introduce dimensionless quantities by setting a = 1 and defining
r=+vz—1, cosb=,/y, (5.5)

in which case (5.4) reads

cr 11 [kl
) = €t 2224 5 (303 Cupgala= D9 = (=1} (5)

k1=0 ko =0

where we have isolated an explicit homogeneous term in the sum, and ¥ =y +2—1. We
then rewrite the source term and the Laplace operator in (5.1) using these coordinates.
This transforms the partial differential equation into a set of algebraic equations for the
coefficients Cy, x,. This algorithm can determine the solution to u®*™" up to the constant
and homogeneous terms, since these vanish under the action of the Laplace operator. They

are determined by the regularity condition of the metric, which we discuss in Section 5.1.4.

5.1.2 BOOtStI‘apping Zik,m,n)

In order to completely specify the metric we must find the explicit form of Z;. We again

use the ‘bootstrap’ method to solve

=~ (km,n 4 a2 /52 . k,m,n k,m,n
Lzkmn) — S0+ 2t ) <a2 sin 6 cos 0 9y fF™™ — r(a® + r?)0, f ))
4 (14 ’52 k 2252 A2k72m72n_2 n a2 —k 7“2 2
3 (2 2 ainl 2k,2m,2n — 2 ) . 9 2 B . (57)
3 (r2 4+ a?sin” 0) ¥2 cos?f sin” 6 a*+r

Following the above discussion for ;*™™ we make a similar dimensionless ansatz

,m,n ,m,mn k,m,n k1, k
Zdmm —py 4 5+ SN Dz = Dby, (5.8)
k1=0 ka=0

where we again pick the summation range appropriately. Inserting this ansatz into (5.7)
yields another set of algebraic equations that can be solved. As before, the homogeneous
and constant terms remain undetermined using this procedure. We fix them by demanding
that the function ka’m’") has an appropriate asymptotic fall-off.
5.1.3 Finding the remaining ansatz quantities: v*™™ and fl(k’m’n)
While p*m™) and ék’m’n) are determined using second order partial differential equa-

tions, their counterparts, v*™™ and fl(k’m’n) respectively, are determined by first order
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differential equations. Once p*™") and fg(kmn) are found for fixed (k,m,n) it is straight-
forward to integrate the necessary first order differential equations. In particular, to
obtain v*™™ we take the p®™™ found using the method presented in Section 5.1.1
for a specified (k,m,n) and insert these solutions into (B.36), which can be integrated.
This determines v*™™ up to Cr

up during the integration of the differential equations determining v. These constants

cH . and C_’,gymm an additional constant one picks

m,n’ ~kmmn’

are then determined by regularity conditions in the metric. In order to determine the

(k7m7n) k7m7n)

form a we need to compute fl( . To do this we follow a similar procedure as

for #m™)  We take the expression computed for fék’m’n), (4.17), for a given (k,m,n),

k,m,n)

and insert it into (4.14), which can be easily integrated. This procedure both fl( and

fék’m’n) up to a constant factor which is irrelevant as it is pure gauge.

5.1.4 Regularity conditions

The explicit solutions for p k™ pkmn) and Z{k’m’n) are obtained by solving differential
equations and so there are constant and homogeneous terms which remain undetermined.
These are fixed by requiring that the solutions have the right asymptotic behaviour and

are regular (without singularities or closed timelike curves) in the interior.

From the supersymmetric ansatz (3.1), one can see that the near-boundary behaviour
of the combination Z; Z, determines the asymptotic radius of AdSs x S3. We want the
asymptotic radius to remain unchanged — equal to R3,q = /@1 Q5. Because Z is the
same as in the supertube geometry, this imposes the condition on the large-r fall off of Z;

A — @0 (r%) , (5.9)

T—00 ’r2

which uniquely fixes the coefficient DY ~ and D

k,m,n km,n:*
Next, we look at the behaviour of w. The components of this one-form contain infor-

mation about the angular momentum of the geometry [45,46]

—J 2
\\/§J J cos 9'

5(;5 + 61/; + We + Wy N (510)

r2

While the extraction of J and J can be done on a case-by-case basis, we note that w
cannot have any terms which fall-off slower at the asymptotic boundary than r=2. This

directly imposes a condition on the large-r behaviour of p(*7-)

pkmm 5 O (r2) . (5.11)

r—00
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Imposing this condition uniquely fixes the value of the constant term CY, . It also

ensures that the spacetime asymptotes to AdSs x S% and not a deformation of it.

In order for the solutions to be regular in the interior, the components of w should
remain finite (in a non-degenerate coordinate system). In our four-dimensional base,
there are two potentially singular points, the supertube locus ¥ = 0, and the origin of
spacetime: r = 0, = 0. Following [25], we first impose that the (d¢ + d) and (d¢ — dv))

components of w vanish at the origin.'* This in turn demands that near the origin, the

I

(k7m7n k7m7n)

) and v/( terms vanish:

(kmn) 020 ) ylkmn) 020 (5.12)

r—0 r—0

0

Imposing these two conditions determines the coefficients C’,fmvn and C_*,S’mm.

The final condition relates @)1, @5, a, g, and R,. Recall that for the supertube solution,
regularity near the ¥ = 0 locus imposed (4.5) which related the four parameters of the
solution. To establish the regularity condition for the new solutions, one again needs
to look at the solutions near the supertube locus: In particular, their (d¢ + di)? and
(d¢ — dip)? components of the metric. It is convenient to define

r=alcosy, QZg—Asinx, (5.13)

as in these coordinates ¥ = a? A2 + O(\*), and thus sending A — 0 corresponds to ¥ — 0.
To extract the regularity condition, we find it convenient to write the backreacted ansatz

quantities in an expansion in A

Q1 »[dZ
%= El + b Lz )\12 +0 ()‘0)] ; (5.14a)
0 b
H= a2l;\2 +O(N),  v= anAz +O(N),  f=4f+0(N), (5.14b)

which is straightforward once these quantities have been calculated using the above pro-
cedure. One then inserts these expansions, together with the values for the unperturbed
supertube (4.4), into the metric (3.1) and extracts the relevant metric coefficients. The
metric is regular at the supertube locus, if there are no terms which diverge as A\ — 0.

This happens when the following two constraints are met

Q1Qs = a® R2+ 02 Q5 (2a20f — 67y +46p) , = —ov, (5.15)

4By using the combination of angles ¢+ = ¢+ we can rewrite the flat R* metric in Gibbons-Hawking
form. The condition that the dp4+ components of w vanish at the origin can then be seen as a regularity
condition for the sizes of the ¢4 circles to vanish at the origin of Gibbons-Hawking space.
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the latter of which is just the condition that the components of the one-form w have
the same divergent behaviour near the supertube locus. The constraint (5.15) replaces
the regularity condition for the supertube — indeed, by setting b = 0 we recover (4.5).

Analysing (5.15) for a few explicit examples, one obtains

Tkmn 7
Q1 Qs =a’ Rfﬂ'%bQ Qs , (5.16)
where
_(E=m—=1!(m—-1)!n!
It is more convenient to rescale b as
= s
b= (5.18)
Ry
in which case the regularity condition can be recast as
Lk.m,n
Q1Qs =’ R, + =" b° R>, (5.19)

2

which is more familiar from previously known examples.

5.1.5 Asymptotic charges

A non-trivial check of the claim that the supergravity solutions constructed above are
dual to the CEFT states (2.7), is to compare the asymptotic charges that can be read off
from the geometry with the corresponding charges of the CFT state. The starting point
is to compare (5.19) with the corresponding strand budget condition (2.8) and determine
that

N, d R} Ny Tpgn V'R

N0 N 2k @GiQs (5.20)

Next, we need to read off the asymptotic charges from the fully backreacted geometries.
Here we take a shortcut: Instead of analysing the conserved charges in the asymptotically
AdSs x S? solutions, we assume that these geometries can be coupled to flat space and in
doing so their asymptotic behaviour does not change. In particular, we assume that the
only non-trivial change is that the harmonic functions Z; obtain an additional constant
term that ensures that the geometry is asymptotically flat, that is R*! x S). Then we

can use the standard expressions for determining conserved charges in asymptotically
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flat solutions, see for example [47]. We justify this simplification in two ways. From
a physical point of view, in the geometries we constructed the non-trivial deformation
away from pure AdSs; x S? is localised in the interior of the solution, with all associated
ansatz quantities having a well-defined asymptotic fall-off, as in (5.9) or (5.11). Therefore,
coupling such solutions to flat space should not excite any v-independent terms that have
a slower fall-off at the boundary of AdS, similar to what was observed in [25,26]. Secondly,
as we show below, we find that the conserved charges obtained in this way agree perfectly
with the CFT predictions, retrospectively justifying our choice of method.

Let us begin by analysing the momentum, which can be read off from the large r
fall-off of the F function as
2Qp

r2

F=-2%" 10349, (5.21)

Since F is known in closed form for generic (k,m,n), (4.23), we can read-off

b>m+n
= — ) 22
QP 9 k xk,m,n (5 )

Next, we analyse the angular momentum, which is encoded in the one-forms § and w, as

given in (5.10). Here we lack an analytic result, but by examining several examples one

can see that

J:

aQRy bzRy m _ azRy
2 + 2 z xk,m,n ) J - 2 .

A judicious check is that J is unchanged from the value of the round supertube solution,

(5.23)

since we are only acting on the left sector of the CFT and thus any conserved quantities

associated with the right sector should remain the same.

If the geometries that we analysed above are considered in the D1-D5 frame'® then
one can compare the supergravity charges with the eigenvalues of the CF'T operators
discussed in Section 2. In particular, the dictionary relating the supergravity charges Qp,

J, and J to the quantised charges np, j, and j is [25]

N R? NR - NR, -
np = “Qp, = g, j= - (5.24)
Q1 Qs Q1 Qs @1 Qs
Together with the identification (5.20), one obtains
Na - Na
nP:Nb(m+n)7 ]:7+me7 j:77 (525)

which indeed matches the CFT results in (2.9) and (2.10).

15See [32] for how to uplift the six-dimensional solutions to solutions of ten-dimensional supergravity
in different duality frames.
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5.2 An analytic family of solutions

In principle, with the procedure presented above, we are able to find explicit solutions
with arbitrary numbers (k,m,n). As an example, we present the solution with (k =
4,m = 2,n = 3) in full detail in Appendix C. However, the simplest family of solutions,
labelled by (k = 2,m = 1,n), can be written in a relatively concise form and it may be
worthwhile to examine these geometries in more detail to get a better feel about their

properties. The ansatz quantities for the (2,1,n) geometries are given by

b2 4
Zl(2,1,n) _ % a

T O (g g g2y Do 5.26
Y 2% (az 4p2)2 0 (5.26a)
2 2
(21, _ I~ ta” s 20 B A .
f 4(a2+7’2) 0,0,2n 2( T1)a? (1 0.0.2n42) (5. )
72
2,1n) a’b r? cos® 0 B
%2 \/—R (a2 + r2) Ro,0,2n ( 2 1 g2 dip — sin 9d¢) (5.26¢)
1 2(n+1) +r? (n+1) a2
2.1n) __
Bt = Tt 1)2 1 — cos(20) (1 22 002n) BTN Agson |,
(5.26d)
b - na® (n+1)a?
(2,1,n) __ _ B
v RTCEES cos(20) — 1+ (1 + o 7“2) Ao 0.2n R Nooon |,
_ (5.26e)
2., .2 29
et =~ L0 gy p (5261

Dy

and one can check that these solve the BPS equations exactly. It is interesting to note
that the two-form 7, receives no b2 correction. Ansatz quantities not listed above, such as

Z,, do not receive any corrections, while Z4 and A can be trivially read off from (4.10).

The momentum and angular momenta can be read off as in the general case. Perhaps

the most interesting property of this family is the very simple correction in Z;. Indeed,

(2,1,n)

one notices that the entire § dependence in 7, comes from the overall ¥~! factor

Sl _ i, b? Rz a’
' by 2Q1 Q5 (a2 + r2)?

A0’072n . (527)

In fact, the prefactor of the second term in the square bracket can be identified, through
(5.20), with (n+1)N,/N. This explicitly shows how the presence of the additional strands
in the full CFT state deforms the corresponding bulk geometry. The term in the square

bracket is only a function of the radial coordinate, and we plot the ratio between ZfQ’l’n)
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Figure 3: On the left, we plot \/f_yy as a function of the radial coordinate for various
values of n (the legend applies for both plots). This serves as a measure of the size of
the S;—Circle. We see three distinct regions: An initial linear increase, signaling the AdS3
cap. An intermediate constant region, denoting the finite AdS, x S; throat, which finally
opens up into the asymptotic AdSs region. On the right, we plot the ratio between Zl(z’l’")
and Z{O’O’O) = ()1/%. We see that only the n = 0 solution starts at a value below 1, as can
be seen in (5.28). In all others the minimum of the “bump” is located at a finite value of
r. In these plots, we have taken Q1 = Q5 = 10'°, R, = 107, and a = 1. In the left plot
0 = 7/4, while as can be seen from (5.27), the right plot holds for all 6.

and the undeformed ansatz quantity Zfo,o,o) = 1/ on the right plot in Figure 3. We
notice that for all n, we find a “bump”, whose minimum is located at some finite value
of r, which is increasing with increasing value of n (roughly like a square root, just as
in [22,25]). It is interesting to note that for n = 0, the location of the bump is at r = 0.
This can also be seen by analysing the value of Z; at the location of the supertube using
(5.13)

A—=0 a2 )\2 2

@.1m) 1 b?
Zl o —_— Ql — 571,0_ . (528)

Since the value in the bracket corresponds to the local brane charge, one may wonder
whether it is possible that this charge becomes negative. It turns out that the regularity

condition (5.16) prohibits this: the charge at the supertube location is always positive

»oo1 b2 1 b2
Q1 —0no = A~ (Ql s — 571,0&) <a2 R; + Q5> >0,

2 0, 2 ] 0 2

where we have used that x50 = 2.
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The second quantity of interest is the size of the S; circle, which implicitly tells us
about the local structure of the geometry. While the asymptotic region is AdSz x S3, we
would like to know the structure of the interior region. To that end, we first rewrite the

six-dimensional metric as

ng = frr d?“2 + ftt (dt —+ A(t))2 + fyy (dy + A(y))2
+ foo 9% + fos (d+ A9+ fy (dp+ AW (5.29)

where the A are one-forms on AdSs. The size of the y-circle is proportional to
\/E, which we plot on the left in Figure 3. We find that all the geometries change
as AdS; +>AdSy x Sy1 <+AdS; as the radial coordinate is varied. We thus see that the
geometries develop a long, but finite throat, whose presence mimics the behaviour of an
infinite throat for black holes. However, unlike in black holes, these geometries smoothly
cap off in another AdS; region, before ever developing a horizon. It can be shown that

this property is present for solutions with arbitrary mode numbers (k, m,n).

6 Discussion

We have presented the construction of a new class of vector superstrata and have proposed
their dual states in the D1-D5 CFT. With this, we have completed the set of superstrata
in which the momentum is carried by just a vector field while the base space remains un-
changed. We have also presented a new technique to solve Laplace equations in spheroidal
coordinates that appear in the constructions of microstate geometries and we hope that

this may prove useful in future constructions of new geometric solutions.

There are several future directions which are interesting. Firstly, our proposal for
the identifications of CFT states with the supergravity solutions is based upon some
assumptions which may not be well founded. It would be crucial to perform some detailed
precision tests to confirm our proposal [14, 15,48, 42, 49-54]. Alternatively, we could
alleviate some problems by coupling our solutions to flat space [25, 26, 55], since the
methods used to extract the charges are valid in this case. Extending the geometries to
flat space is also of broader interest, as it would enhance our understanding of microstates
of asymptotically-flat black holes. In addition, it would allow for the study of potential

emission of Hawking radiation [56], which is not possible in asymptotically AdS solutions.

Next, in this paper we limited ourselves to single mode superstrata: geometries where

the momentum is sourced by a vector field with a single non-trivial Fourier component.
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However, one can consider solutions with several components turned on. As shown in [25]
and [27,28], one can find smooth, consistent solutions even in this case, however, regularity
imposes non-trivial constraints between the parameters b, ») associated with each mode.
It would be interesting to see whether something similar also happens for superstrata based
on vector fields. In particular, it was shown that the consistent set of regularity conditions
requires two types of “tensor-mode” superstrata. These two-types are roughly analogous
to vector superstrata found in [32] and those constructed in this paper, meaning that our

newly built geometries may be crucial in multi-mode vector superstrata.

What is more, since we now have control over superstrata based on tensor and vector-
field excitations, it may possible to construct “mixed” multi-mode superstrata. In other
words, there may exist solutions in which momentum is carried by both vector and tensor
fields and in which these excitations are coupled. The BPS equations for minimal super-
gravity in six dimensions coupled to arbitrary numbers of vector and tensor multiplets are
in general not upper-triangular [20]. Nonetheless, it may be that the coupling constants
that are inherited from the ten-dimensional D1-D5 system conspire to allow for a closed

form analytic solution. It would be interesting to explore this avenue further.

Recently, a lot of progress has been made by utilising a three-dimensional truncation
linked to tensor-mode superstrata with quantum numbers (1, m,n) [57-61] . In particular,
using this setup one is able to construct non-BPS microstate geometries. It would be
interesting to see whether vector superstrata admit a similar truncation and if so, if one

is able to obtain non-BPS microstate geometries based on vector momentum carriers.

One of the features of vector superstrata is that there exist a frame in ten dimensions
in which these geometries are described purely in the NS-NS sector [32]. As such, these
geometries may present an interesting starting point to explore the landscape of stringy
solutions by providing a suitable background for gauged Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW)
models [62-65].1° However, these (three-charge) superstrata contain v-dependent mo-
mentum modes. It would be interesting to understand how this dependence arises from
the gauging conditions in the WZW models. If constructed, these would present the
first class of superstrata geometries constructed from the string world-sheet. An alterna-
tive utilisation of this special purely NS-NS frame is to study the scrambling of infalling
strings [67-69]. In this case all the interaction between the background and the stringy
probe can be, in principle, taken into account. This is especially important, since it was

shown that tidal excitations of stringy modes are important to mimic the trapping be-

16See also [66] for worldsheet constructions of black hole microstates.
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haviour of black holes and thus remedying the echo signals observed for point-like probes

in microstate geometries [70].

In [71,72] a generalization of the building blocks of black hole microstructure were
conjectured to exist based principles of local supersymmetry. In addition, [73] motivates
that the leading order contribution to the entropy should come from states which carry
degrees of freedom living along at least one direction of 7%, further emphasising the role
of the internal manifold. In the ten-dimensional frame where the global charges of vector
superstrata are D1-D5-P; the momentum-carrying vector field corresponds to a two-form
field with one leg along a direction in the 7. Vector superstrata thus present a modest
attempt to include the detailed dynamics of the internal manifold. However, it would be
interesting to see whether one could include non-trivial dependence on any of the internal
directions [74-76]. Of course, this would take us out of the regime of validity of the six-
dimensional supergravity used in this paper. Nevertheless, the solutions presented here

may still present a suitable starting point for further investigation.

Finally, let us note that typically, including in our construction, microstate geometries
are constructed by considering the internal manifold to be 7. This is a judicious choice
since the dynamics along these directions are taken to be trivial. However, in certain
regimes nontrivial dynamics on this may play an important role. It would be interesting
to study the differences between degrees of freedom of 7% and K3, the other Ricci flat

manifold which can normally be interchanged trivially.
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A Further details of the free orbifold CFT

In this appendix we provide some additional details about the D1-D5 CFT. In particular,
we establish the notation and present the picture in the Neveu-Schwarz (NS) sector, where

the dual states take the form of a coherent build up of chiral-primary operators. We draw
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heavily from the reviews of the D1-D5 CFT [77,34] while following the notation of [30,29].

A.1 Notation and conventions

As in the main text, we focus on the D1-D5 CFT where on the internal manifold M = T4,
The symmetry group is SU(1, 1|2), x SU (1, 1|2) g, which has several affine generators that

we use to add momentum to the states

Left-moving generators : L, J", G4 (A.1a)
Right-moving generators : L,,J, éi‘A : (A.1Db)

L, and L,, are the generators of the Virasoro symmetry, SL(2,R);, x SL(2,R)g, o, v = +
are doublet and 4,7 = 1,2, 3 the triplet indices of the R-symmetry group SU(2); x SU(2) .
Finally G and its right-moving counterpart denote the supersymmetry generators. The
index A = 1,2 denotes a doublet of the SU(2)p outer automorphism symmetry of the
boundary superalgebra. There is a custodial group SU(2)¢, and we use A = 1,2 to denote
its doublet indices. The last two groups combine to form the symmetry group of the T4,
SU(2)p x SU(2)¢ = SO(4);. As such, an object with both A and A indices can be inter-
preted as an SO(4); vector'” which can be given a physical interpretation of a polarisation
of the D1-brane inside the D5-brane world-volume. Then, when dimensionally reducing
type IIB theory on T to six dimensions, the Cy field that contains the information about
these D1-branes have legs along a direction of four-torus and give rise to vector fields in

the lower-dimensional theory [32].

A.2 States in the NS-NS sector

In the main text we have only focused on the states in the Ramond-Ramond sector of the
theory, which are naturally associated with black holes in the bulk. However, the initial
stages of our construction are somewhat more straightforward in the NS-NS sector, which

is why we present some basic properties of this sector in this appendix.

The basic building blocks in this sector are 1/4-BPS anti-chiral primary states'® [30,29]

17One can translate from one description to the other using [34]

. 1 .
XAA — EXQ (O,a)AA7

a=12.3 are Pauli matrices and 0%=* = il,.

where o
180ne can equivalently use chiral-primary states. Here we follow the convention of the microstate
geometries program.

28



k — = k+ a
Oéd>§s, ANS = — N8 = —12—04 ; R = —jNS = —i2—a boson, (A.2a)
.\ NS k _ _ 2
04A> , o BN =N = —12-(1 , R = —jNS =35> fermion  (A.2b)
k
. \NS k — . k+ ¢
Ad> N s 3 e = —jNS = —12—a fermion,  (A.2c)
k
. .\ NS k - - k
AB> . RN =N =2 R = —jNS =— boson. (A.2d)
k 2 2
where hN® and N5 are the eigenvalues under the action of Ly and Jg respectively, and the
barred quantities are their right-moving analogues. As in the main text, k =1,2,..., N

denotes the length of the effective string (or more properly, the twist sector of the state)
and «, & = & should be interpreted as 1. The spin of the state is given by s = j™° —ENS.
Note that for all states in the NS-NS sector we add a superscript “NS” to distinguish
them from the R-R sector states which are described in the main text and do not have a

superscript.

The state |——))"° denotes the vacuum state, with hNS = pNS = jNS — 7% =0, while
other anti-chiral primaries can be interpreted as single-particle states and correspond to
perturbations around global AdS3 x S? in the bulk [78,79].

CFT state related to vector fields in the NS-NS sector From a group-theoretic
point of view, the anti-chiral primaries (A.2) are the lowest-weight states in their respective
multiplets. Their descendants are created by (repeated) action of the generators of the
global symmetry of the CFT L_;, J and G4 and their right-moving counterparts.
Acting with both left and right moving generatof"s completely breaks supersymmetry, so
we act only with the former and thus preserve 1/8 of the total supercharges of Type I11B
supergravity.

In particular, we are interested in bosonic 1/8-BPS states, since they can be repre-
sented in the bosonic sector of the dual bulk supergravity theory. Bosonic descendants
that have both an A and A index are obtained by starting with a fermionic anti-chiral
primary (either (A.2b) or (A.2c)) and acting on it with a supersymmetric generator G4
This generates 16 new bosonic states, which are again the lowest weight states of thegir
respective multiplet. All of them have already been described in Section 2 of [32], but

only 4 have been used to create microstate geometries. In this paper, we focus on the set

.\ NS k , k—2 —NS sk
N A

2’ 2 2’
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which satisfy
Iy 19 = Jg [)™ = Ly [9)™ = L [9)™ =0, (A.4)

since they are the lowest weight states in their SU(2),xSU(2)g and SL(2,R),xSL(2,R)x
multiplets. Supersymmetric descendant states can be created by acting on this state with
Ly, and Jj, which yields the state

. NS . me1 aal  \NS
(k,m, n: A, A> = (L_y)" (J)" ' 6+ —A> , (A.5)
—3 k
whose eigenvalues are given by
k k — . k
B = 4, =S 4m, B =i =3 (A.6)

In the above k =2.3,...,m=1,...,k,and n=0,1,2,....Y
As already discussed in the main text, the full state in the D1-D5 CFT is comprised

of several strands with different lengths, identified under permutations. In our case, we

consider N, copies of the vacuum state |——)11\IS and IV, copies of states (A.5)
N Vo . NS\
<|__>1 ) ( kam)n; A7A> ) ) (A?)
subject to the total length constraint
N=N,+kN,. (A.8)

When N, = 0, the full state is that of the global vacuum and is holographically dual to
global AdSz x S3. For N, = 1, the eigenvalues of (A.7) are given by (A.6) and, on the
bulk side, corresponds to an 1/8-BPS excitation around global AdSz x S3.

States in the CFT that are associated with microstate geometries lie in the Ramond

sector. To go from the NS to R sector, we use the spectral flow which maps [34,29]*
B = h+2nj+kn?, j = j+kn. (A.9)

Under this transformation the vacuum state maps to |++), state that comprises the round
supertube (2.4)

== = ), h=h=—, J=I1=5> (A.10)
4 2
9The state (A.3) does not exist for k = 1, because | — A >11\IS is an SU(2)r singlet and thus gets
annihilated by GT4.
2

20Getting n = % maps an anti-chiral primary to a Ramond ground state, and vice-versa with n = —%.
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while the state (A.5) becomes

k,m,n;A,A>NS — (L_1 — Jil)n (Jfl)m_l G

—I—A>k = ‘k,m,n;A,A>, (A.11)

which we have used in the main part of the text (2.5). Thus, when combined, the spectral
flow of the full state (A.7) is the state (2.7) that we proposed as the CFT dual of the

family of superstrata that we have constructed.?!

B Details of the supergravity calculation

In the main text, we have presented a systematic way to solve the layered BPS equations
starting from the perturbation (4.6). In doing so, we have omitted some details, which
we present in this appendix. In addition, we show how to generate the aforementioned
perturbation using the CF'T data presented in Appendix A. For concreteness, throughout

this appendix, we focus on a single mode excitation, with g(k7m7n) =b.

B.1 Generating the perturbation

To generate the perturbation, it is more convenient to work in the NS sector of the theory.
The vacuum state, (A.7) with N, = 0, is holographically dual to global AdSz x S®

dr?

r2 + a?

r? + a? r2
dt? + ——

d82:—
2 P2 2 P2
aRy aRy

dy® + + df? + sin® 0 d¢? + cos? 0 di? | (B.1)
with radii R3 g, = R = v/@1 @s. There is an additional three-form G, given by the sum

of the volume forms of the AdSs and S, which supports the non-trivial curvature.

Let us now focus on the state (A.7) with N, = 1 < N,, which is dual to a super-
symmetric perturbation around global AdS3 x S3. The state (A.5) has two free indices
A and A combining into the symmetry of the T4, SU(2)p x SU(2)¢ =~ SO(4);, hence we
assume that the dual bulk excitation has a leg in the four-torus. When viewed from the
six-dimensional description, this generates a perturbation with a vector-field, or equiva-
lently, a one-form. Following [78], we use the isometries of the metric (B.1) to make an

ansatz for the one-form

A =B [(7) Ass0) + 9(6) Anas, ()] PR IED) L 3y

21As in the main text, we are ignoring the subtleties with coherent sums and invariance under the
permutation group Sy .
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where f(r) and g(f) are arbitrary functions, Aaqs,(r) and Ags(6) are one-forms on AdS;
and S? respectively, and we have introduced free parameters n; 5 and my 5. Finally, b<a

is a length parameter measuring the strength of the perturbation and is related to N,/N.

To relate this perturbation to the state (A.7), we impose that it has the same properties
under the symmetry algebra of the background. This is possible because the representa-

tion of the symmetry generators is known for global AdS3 x S? [39]

R
Lo = %y(at +9,),

i [ R r V12 +a? i ]
Lo — iRy(ter) 1y 4Lt 3 3
11 = le 5 mat+ " Oy 2\/7“ +a?0,|,
. - - (B.3a)
Lo:f(at—ﬁy) :
I —'i%(t—y)_ Ry r vVr? +a? N ]
Lil—ze R _—7<m&g— ” ay :l:§ r“+a &_,
and [46]
i 1 5.5 . .
Ji = =505+ 0;), Ji = et @+ (£8 + i cot 0 95 — itan§ 9y) (B.4a)
; i 1 g . .
R=—3 (a(; . aqz) T = et (:Fag —icot0d; — ztan@@;) . (B.4b)

In particular, we want to impose that the perturbation has the same eigenvalues as (A.3)
and obeys (A.4)

k—2 _ - k
JEANS = T T ANS Lo ANS = Lo ANS = — 3 ANS = 5ANS, (B.5a)
Jy ANS = Jr AN = [, AN =0, (B.5b)
which are solved by??
ANS — b AL e‘i<k($+%>‘$‘@ ﬂ +do+d| | (B.6)
w sin @ cos 6

where

k n
a r
Abmn = cos™ 0 sin* ™4 . B.7

s (\/7‘2—1—@2) (x/r2+a2) (B7)

22There is an additional degree of freedom set to 0 by imposing that the corresponding solution in the
Ramond sector has no du component, which is imposed by the supersymmetry ansatz (3.3).
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Following (A.5), we obtain the gravity duals of the state with arbitrary numbers (k, m,n)

through the action of L_; and J;~ generators, which yields

7 —i(nty ht -t —m bt dQ ~ ~
ANS G A e k(R m@n) |t g (B.8)
. o sin f cos 6
This is the perturbation dual to the state (A.7) in the NS sector. In the main text
we used the perturbation in the Ramond sector, which is obtained by using the change of
coordinates corresponding to the spectral flow
b=¢——, V=v——. (B.9)
RZ’/ Ry
The metric (B.1) becomes that of the maximally spinning supertube (4.4), as expected
from (A.10), while (B.8) is now

V2 gyt —d¢—dw] , (B.10)

Ak,m,n =be "hmn Ak,m,n .
R, sin 6 cos 0

and we used

V20
R,

Vkomn = (M +n) + (k—m)p —ma. (B.11)

Taking the real part of the above perturbation yields

- 5 0
A = b Dpornn [(Ri dv — do — d¢> 008 Dp g — ——— sin vkmn] . (B.12)

Y sin @ cos 0

which is the starting point of our calculation in the main text.

This perturbation can be put into the supersymmetric ansatz (3.3), which allows us

to read off
m,n 2/5 A m,mn A~
Z}f’ n) — \/_RyQE) kE =~ COS Vg, » (B.13a)
do (a® +1?) de + r? dip

Atemin) EgAk7m7n [ SN Vg . cos @k,m,n:| . (B.13b)

sin @ cos 6 P

Using (3.10), we can show the components of the two-form field strength, F', are given by

na® — kr?
r(a®+r2)

sin @ cosf

w(Fl'C’ Q2 = R Ak,m,n -
Y

dr + (k cot 6 + L) d9] COS Uk m.n
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+ | (k+n)df +ndy

Sin Vg m.n } , (B.14a)

~ _ 2 7.2 2 7.2
F(kaVn):_bAkmn u Ql Sin@kmn—l—u(QQ"}_Qi&) COS@kmn )
” r sind ” Y ”
(B.14b)
where we have introduced a basis of self-dual two-forms R*
dr A dO rsind
0= do Nd B.15
! (T2+6L2>0089+ )y oAy, (B-152)
r
dr Nd
Q, = TN iodo A dy, (B.15¢)
r

which explicitly show that F is self-dual on R*. Indeed, one can show that (B.14) solve
the second-layer BPS equations (3.13).

B.2 Solving the third layer

When b ~ a, which corresponds to N, ~ N, on the CFT side, then (B.12) significantly
deforms the background and one needs to solve the BPS equations to all order in E/ a.
Thankfully, the supertube background and (B.12) solve the first and second layer equa-
tions to all orders in E, so we only need to solve the last two layers of BPS equations. Due
to the upper-triangular structure, one can go in order and first consider the third layer
equations (3.14) that determine ©2 and Z;.

One can check that the source terms F'A F and wp A F are v-independent, from which

we assume that Z; and ©2 are also v-independent. This simplifies their decomposition
(3.11b) to
2 A Za
0° = d4a2+A/\wF+7F (B16a)
2

*4d4Zl = d4’}/1 —as N\ d46 - F A A, <B16b)

which are then inserted into the BPS equations. Only the self-duality condition for ©? is

not trivially satisfied and reduces to

V2 b2 k+n) - -
dsas — *dgay = R AQk,2m,2n (u Q 93) ) (B~17)

- 2 —
Y sin® 6 cos2 0

34



with the right-hand side expressed in terms of a basis of anti-self dual two-forms on R*

dr A df rsinfd

0= — do N d B.1
" (@ +12) cos b )Y oAy, (B-182)
— r
0y = 0 otndondy. (B.18¢)
r

Since there is no term in (B.17) that is proportional to Q, which contains dr A df, one

can make an ansatz
’52
V2R,

Inserting this into (B.17) yields two differential equations for fi(r,8) and fa(r, ),

f1(r,0) (dp + dip) + fo(r,8) (dp — dp)| . (B.19)

a9 =

cot a? +r? k+n
——=0(0gf1 + Opf2) + (Orf1 = Or f2) = —=—7 Aok 2man (B.20a)
2 r sin“ ¢
tan 6 n
5 (Oof1 — Oofo) +7 (Opf1 + 0rf2) = T eos2d Aok 2m.2n » (B.20b)
which can be used to express the derivatives of fi, purely in terms of f,
2kr 27 sinf cosd 272 cos? 0
Ofi=———F—57B%omom+ 55 5,0 l———F—— | O fo,
fi 72 4 a2 sinZ g~ 2bam2 + a2 2 o f2 + < 2 a2 SIHQG) f2
(B.21a)
27?% cos® 6 (a* +1?) r sinf cosf
hfi=|1——————5=] Ogfo —2 0
2 ( r2 + a? sin? 9) 0l r2 + a2 sin” 6 f2
2tan 0 r? 4+ a® sin? 6
- kr? cot?0 ——————— ] Aokomon- B.21b
r? + a2 sin? 6 < oo sin? 4 ) 22,2 ( )

One can then rearrange the equations in such a way that one is left with a Laplace

equation determining fo

~ 2a?
£ = — (QA m,2n— k QA m n_k A - mn)a
fa S (@ +12) cos? 6 n” Aok amon—2 + (K + 1) Agg o220 (m~+n) Agk_29m2
(B.22)
where £ is the scalar Laplace operator on the 4-dimensional base space
~ _ 1 9 o 1 )
Lf(?”, 0) = — ¥y d4 *gq d4 f = E ar (7” (CL +7r ) arf) -+ m 89 (COSG S gagf) .
(B.23)
Differential equation of the form
-~ A m,2n
£F2k,2m,2n = 28 2. (B24)

(r2 4 a?)cos? 6 X
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are solved by [22,25]

FQk,Zm,Zn = - E

j1+j2+j3Sk+n—1(

. o1 2 2( 2 2
J1,52,43=0 J1, 92,78 (k—m,m—l,n) 4<k + n) (a tr )
(B.25)
With . . . . . . ‘
(]1 +]2 f]3) _ (1 +Jz -|TJ3)- (B.26)
J15J25 J3 g1l ja! js!
This gives

fg(k’m’n) (r,0) = —2a° [(k +1)? Foomi2.0n+1° Foroman—2—k (m+n) For_aoman| . (B.27)

One is able to find a complicated closed-form expression for f; in terms of linear com-
binations of hypergeometric functions by inserting (B.27) into (B.21) and integrating.
However, in practice it is much easier to determine f; case-by-case for fixed (k,m,n) once
fo is known. With this, ay is determined and it is easy to check that it solves the third
layer BPS equations (3.14).

It is curious that the BPS equations in this layer (and in fact in the fourth layer as
well) can be solved without explicitly calculating Z; — it is enough to now *4d47; through
(4.11). But the value of Z; is still needed when analysing the properties of the solutions,
since its near-supertube and large r behaviour determine the regularity and asymptotic
behaviour of the six-dimensional metric, respectively. To find Z;, we apply — *4 d4 to

(B.16b)

a dab? 2 2, .2
L7, = S5 1 a2 s ) (a® sinf cos Iy fo — r(a® +1%)0, f2)
4a' b2 k 202 A . na?—kr?\>
+ T 52 2%k,2m2n — g 2:72 2 22 5T : (B.28)
3 (r? + a?sin” 0) X2 cos? 0 sin” 6 a’+r

The most singular source term scales as X2 near the location of the supertube, where
> — 0, which indicates that at order b2 there is a contribution to Z; that scales as Y1

near the singularity. How to find solutions to this equations is discussed in Section 5.

B.3 Solving the fourth layer

Inserting the solutions of the previous three layers into the right-hand sides of the differ-

ential equations in the fourth layer shows that only one term is non-vanishing and is, in
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fact, v-independent.

72
Lot = 20Gs 1
R2 ¥ (a®+1?) cos? 0

[712 Aok omon—2 + (k + n)Q A2k,2m+2,2n] . (B.29)

Therefore, we again assume that neither w nor F are v-dependent. In this case the fourth
layer BPS equations decouple. The equation that determines F is
4P Qs 1

-~ 2 2
LF = Rz > (a® + 1) cos? 6 [(k’ +n)° Aok omi22n + 1 A2k,2m,2n—2} ) (B.30)

and is solved by

Flemm) —452 s [(k +n)*F +n® F. ] (B.31)
= Rz n 2k2m+2,2n T 1 L2k 2m 2n—2] - .

The equation that determines w is
V212 Qs

d4(x) + *4d4w = ZQ @2 - ]:d4ﬁ = R
Y

(gg QQ + gs Q3) s <B32)

where we expanded in the self-dual basis (B.15) and

k (a® +7%) Aok omon | (a® +77) sinf cos 6 (a® +r?)r cos®6

EETS i asie) n(raace) 00 TS rg) R0
G ;2) o™ f(r.0), (B.33a)
2 2 g 2 1 2) 0 ain2
> ]({:; _I_Aj;g;?;;e) )Y E;:j_n; CSOiEgG) Pfa(r.0) + éla(rj—i-r cz;ssizz 99) O 12(r,6)
* %;uﬂe fr.0), (B.33b)
and we defined
F= 412525 f(r.0). (B.34)

The lack of an §2; term on the right-hand side of (B.32) leads to an ansatz

V2 Qs b
oo V20Qs0

b 7 W 0) (do+dy) +v(r, 0) (dy — dg)] , (B.35)
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which, when inserted into (B.32), yields two independent equations that can be used to

derive
By — kr ((a*+1r?) — (a® + 27"22) cos? 0>A2k,2m,2n _ 2rsind ?039 Do
2 (r2 + a2 sin®0) r2 + a? sin® 0
(@477 =P cot?f) sin®F 272 (a® +17) sin® 0 cos® § o,
r2 4+ a? sin’® 0 " by (7‘2 + a? sin? 0)2 r
LT ((a® +71?) — (a®* +27?) cos? ) sinf cos b o0 4a’r (a®+ 2r?) sin? 0 cos® 0 F
2 (r? + a? sin® 9)2 o 32 (r? + a? sin® ) 7
(B.36a)
2kr? (a* 4+ r?) sinf cos @ 72 cos 20 — a® sin* @
oV - (7‘2 2 sin? 6)2 2k,2m,2 2 1 a2 sin o1
27 (a? +r?) sinf cosd 272 (a® 4 r?) sin? 6 cos® 0
3 3 -2 ar,u - . 2 N2 a@f2
T+ a® sin 2 (r? + a? sin®0)

r (a® +1?) ((a® +7°) — (a® + 2r*) cos? §) sin§ cos
_ 3 6rf2 +
) (r2 + a2 sin? (9)

a’r?(a® +r?) sin46
32 (r2 + a? sin® )
(B.36b)

One can then differentiate these expressions and after a bit of algebra one is left with a

single second-order differential equation for p

~ r2 + a® sin? @ a® Nar 1 4
Fpe o smfy AR _ L
(M + 23 f) 4 (r? + a2 sin? 0) [ ( Y ) ¥ f2}
N n?at A k(k+2n)a® ka*
2% (a® + 7"2)2 2h2m2n=2 o s (a® +12) 2h2m2n T 5 (7“2 + a? sin® 8)
n?a® — (2kn +n?)r? (k+n)((k—n)r?—2nad?
2% (a®+1r?) cos?f 2% (a®>+1r?) cos? 6

AQk‘,Qm,?n

Aok om+2.n, (B.37)

There are no known closed-form solutions of this equation for all values of (k,m,n). To
that end, we introduce the method presented in Section 5, which in principle solves the
equation for arbitrary values of the mode numbers. The last remaining step is then to
determine v, which is done by integrating equations (B.36), which again needs to be done

on a case by case basis.
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C Explicit example in detail (4,2,3)

We record in this appendix expressions for the ansatz quantities for the mode numbers
k=4, m=2,and n = 3:3
1 ( 2012 cos?0  20r'0 cost 6
2 7\ 12 B 10
2880 (r2 + a2 cos? §) (5 + 1) a a
110r'%cos? 0 564r8cos®d  726r8cos*d  564r8cos?@ 4981 cost
o 10 B 8 + 8 B 8 + 6
a a a a a
54176 cos*®  538r8cos? @  414rtcos®d  691rtcostd 1421t cos? f
- 6 B 6 + 4 B 4 B 4
a a a a a
78r2cos® 0 135r2costh  96r%cos?h  12r't 94r2 312910 59178
B B a4 al2 10 a®

(4.2,3)

a? a? a?

672  444r* 15612
+ GT + 4T + ; +6cos®0 — 11 cos* 6 — 18005284-23) (C.1)
a a a

(4,2,3)

v

1 (247‘14 cos?0  20r'? cos* O N 188712 cos? 0
a

2880 (r2 + a2 cos20) (%5 + 1)7 H a'? a'?
60r1%cos®(0)  4071%cos?@  59411%cos? 6 3607%cos® O 44r® cost O
o 10 B 10 10 B ad + a®
109678 cos? @ 258r5cosb0  285r8costd  790r6cos?O  2107* cos® O
8 + 6 B 6 + 6 B 4
a a a a a
469r* cos* @ 210r*cos?6  54ricos®d  109r2cos*d 10472 cos? 6
+ + - + + .

at at a? a? a
12714 94012 312710 59178 672r% 4440t 15612

al4 al? alo a8 ab at a?

+ 11 cos*§ + 18 cos® ) — 23) (C.2)

—6cos®

(4,2,3)

1 10r19cos?2@ 15618 cos*d 21612 cos? 0
- 2 7 10 B 8 + 8

2880a? (5 + 1) a a a

72075 cos® @ n 22216 cos* 0 n 57510 cos? @ 414r* cos* 4 n 449r* cos? 0

ab ab ab at at
78r2cos*d  8Tr2cos?6  30r2  190r10  479r8  616r°  428r% 15472
B a2 + a2 + al2 + 10 + a® + ab + at + a2
- 600549+7cos26+23) (C.3)

23The choice of these numbers is relatively random. However, we chose k = 4 and m = 2 as this is the
first example where we have a state in the SU(2);, multiplet that is neither the highest nor the lowest
weight state and is thus simplified by some symmetry. n = 3 is chosen arbitrarily.
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(4,2,3) 1 2072 cos?@  20r'%cos*@  150r'%cos?6  14407% cos® O
= 2 7 12 - 10 + 10 - f)
1440 (5 + 1) a a a a
204078 cos* 8 38618 cos?0  720r%cos®d 128610 costd 41976 cos? 6
+ 8 B 8 B 6 + 6 B 6
a a a a a
T0rtcos*®  123rfcos?f  18r%cos*f  29r2cos?d 1002 70710
o al al B a2 + a2 gz 410
13778 11275 44r7* 1002
R e e —200849—1—300829—1) (C4)
(423) 1 ( 10r'%cos?0 4288 cos* 4 N 36818 cos?
1440 (% + 1) a'? a® a®
720r% cos® @ 103476 cos* @ 237rScos?6  138rtcos*d  173r* cos® 6
+ 6 o 6 + 6 + 4 B 4
a a a a a
26r2cos*f  35r2cos? 1002 700 13778 11200 449t 1002
+ a2 - a2 + al2 + 10 + ad + ab + al + a2
+2cos* ) — 3 cos® 0 + 1) (C.5)
(423 _ Q1 B % (407“10 cos*
' (r? +a?cos?0) 1440 (r2 + a2 cos? ) (% + 1)7 a'f
40r%cos? @ 240r8cost®  240r8cos? @ 412r8cost O 41215 cos? O
10 + 8 - 8 B 6 + 6
a a a a a
140rtcos* 0 140r*cos?0  36r2cos*d  36r2cos?d 10710 6078
at - at + a2 B a2 + 10 + a8
77rS 350t Op?
Z; + Z +L2+4COS40—4C0820+1) (C.6)
a a a
Regularity conditions at the supertube locus give the following constraint
52
Q1Qs = @50 a*R? (C.7)
60
and the left and right moving angular momenta are found to be
Qsb?  d’R, _ a’R,
J = J= _ C.8
120R, 2 2 (C8)
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