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Abstract

The extremal Reissner-Nordstrom black hole admits a conformal inversion symme-
try, in which the metric is mapped into itself under an inversion of the radial coordinate
combined with a conformal rescaling. In the rotating generalisation, Couch and Tor-
rence showed that the Kerr-Newman metric no longer exhibits a conformal inversion
symmetry, but the radial equation arising in the separation of the massless Klein-Gordon
equation admits a mode-dependent inversion symmetry, where the radius of inversion
depends upon the energy and azimuthal angular momentum of the mode. It was more
recently shown that the static 4-charge extremal black holes of STU supergravity admit
a generalisation of the conformal inversion symmetry, in which the conformally-inverted
metric is a member of the same 4-charge black hole family but with transformed charges.
In this paper we study further generalisations of these inversion symmetries, within the
general class of extremal STU supergravity black holes. For the rotating black holes,
where again the massless Klein-Gordon equation is separable, we show that examples
with four electric charges exhibit a generalisation of the Couch-Torrence symmetry of
the radial equation. Now, as in the conformal inversion of the static specialisations, the
inversion of the radial equation maps it to the radial equation for a rotating black hole
with transformed electric charges. We also study the inversion transformations for the
general case of extremal BPS STU black holes carrying eight charges (4 electric plus 4
magnetic), and argue that analogous generalisations of the inversion symmetries exist

both for the static and the rotating cases.
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1 Introduction

It was observed many years ago that the extremal limit of the Reissner-Nordstrom black
hole exhibits a remarkable conformal inversion symmetry, in which an inversion of the radial
coordinate, which maps the near-horizon region to the region near infinity, combined with a
conformal rescaling, transforms the original metric back into itself [I]. Explicitly, consider

the original extremal Reissner-Nordstrém metric written in the isotropic form
-2 2
ds? = —(1 + 9) dt? + (1 + 9) (dr? + r2d02), (1.1)
r r

where df23 is the metric on the unit 2-sphere. The horizon is located at r = 0. Performing

the inversion to a new radial coordinate

e (1.2)

ds® = % d§* (1.3)



is given by

a5 = —(1+ %_2 ar? + (1+ %)2 (di? + 72 dO2). (1.4)
Thus after the conformal inversion, the resulting metric d3? is again the extremal Reissner-
Nordstrém metric, and takes the identical form to the original metric (L) [I]. The radius
of the inversion in (2] is equal to the electric charge @ (and hence also the mass).

The conformal inversion symmetry of the extremal Reissner-Nordstrém metric has been
employed in a number of papers (see, for example, [2H4]) in order to relate some of the
recent observations about the asymptotic behaviour of Klein-Gordon and other fields on
the future horizon of an extremal black hole (see, for example, [5,6]) to the asymptotic
behaviour of these fields at future null infinity.

It was shown also in [I] that the conformal inversion symmetry of the extremal Reissner-
Nordstrom metric does not generalise to the rotating case, namely the extremal Kerr-
Newman metric. It was, however, observed that if one considers a massless Klein-Gordon
field ® in the extremal Kerr-Newman background, then after performing a separation of
variables the differential equation for the radial function exhibits a remarkable inversion
symmetry. This involves a radius of inversion that depends not only on the black hole
charge and rotation parameters but also on the separation constants w and m that arise in

the factorised solutions

O(t,r,0,p) = R(r)S(0) e« el ™7 (1.5)

Thus the inversion radius is different for different modes.

In [4], conformal inversions of a class of more general static extremal black holes were
investigated. Specifically, the static extremal 4-charge black hole solutions [7] of the four-
dimensional STU supergravity theory were studied. STU supergravity comprises N' = 2
supergravity coupled to three vector supermultipletsH Thus there are four electromagnetic
field strengths in total, each of which can carry, in general, independent electric and mag-
netic charges. The general 8-charge solution is quite complicated but the special case where

each field strength carries just an electric charge is much simpler, with the metric being

given by
ds? = —H'2a + H'Y? (dr? + r? dQ3), (1.6)
4 Q
H = g(1+7>, (1.7)

!This is also a consistent truncation of ungauged supergravity theory with maximal (both N = 4 and
N = 8) supersymmetry. Black hole solutions of STU supergravity are generating solutions of the full

maximally supersymmetric ungauged supergravity theories.



As was shown in [4], under the inversion
_ 112 - 1/4
P, HEI_[lQZ. , (1.8)
Pl

one finds that the conformally related metric d3? given by

2
takes the form
ds? = —H'?a + H'Y? (df? + 72 d03), (1.10)
_ 4 O;
A = I1 (1 n 7) , (1.11)
where )
~ 10
= 1.12

Thus the metric d3? obtained by the conformal inversion is in the same class of 4-charge
static extremal black holes as the original metric (I.6]), but for new charges @Z related to
the original charges @; by (L12) [4].

In the special case where all four charges are equal, the metric (.6 reduces to the
extremal Reissner-Nordstrém metric (LI]) and the conformal inversion gives back this metric
again. A more general specialisation where the conformal inversion becomes an actual

symmetry is if the charges are set equal in pairs; for example

Q3=Q1, Qi=Q2, — Qs=Q1=Q2, Qu=0Q2=0Q (1.13)

and hence H = H [4].

One purpose of the present paper is to investigate whether the observation of Couch and
Torrence, that the conformal inversion symmetry of the extremal static Reissner-Nordstrom
metric has a corresponding inversion transformation of the radial equation in the rotating
case, might generalise to rotating versions of the 4-charge extremal black holes in STU
supergravity. We show that this question can be answered in the affirmative. Namely,
we show that in the rotating extremal 4-charge STU supergravity background, the radial
equation for the separated massless Klein-Gordon equation indeed exhibits an inversion
symmetry. As in the Kerr-Newman case, the inversion radius depends not only on the
black hole charge and rotation parameters but also on the mode numbers w and m arising
in the separation of variables. A new feature that we find for the general 4-charge black

holes is that after the inversion, the radial equation is not the same as the original radial



equation but, rather, it is the radial equation for a transformed set of charge parameters.
This is the analogue, for the rotating case, of the mapping of the charges (L12]) that was
found for the static 4-charge black holes.

Another purpose of this paper is to investigate conformal inversion in the most general
setting of the 8-charge static extremal STU supergravity black holes, and the analogous in-
version of the Klein-Gordon radial equation in the extremal 8-charge rotating backgrounds.
The goal is to establish whether these inversion transformations again provide a mapping
back into the solution space of the 8-charge black holes.

It should be emphasised at this point that there exist disjoint classes of static extremal
black holes in STU supergravity. The examples with four electric charges that we discussed
above are contained within the class of BPS extremal black holes. These are typically
supersymmetric, preserving some fraction of the supersymmetry that is governed by the
number, and the pattern, of the non-vanishing charges. These BPS black holes form the
focus of our studies in this paper. Our findings, which we describe in detail later, suggest
that the entire 8-charge static BPS family of black holes maps into itself under conformal
inversion. We reach this conclusion by constructing explicitly the general 8-charge static
BPS extremal family of black holes, and studying the conditions that arise from requiring
that the family map into itself under conformal inversion. Unlike the situation for the case
of four electric charges which was studied in [4], it does not seem to be possible in the general
case to give an elegant formula for the mapping of the charges under conformal inversion,
analogous to that in eqn (L.I2]). This is a consequence of the fact that the system of
conditions resulting from the requirement of the existence of a conformal inversion mapping
is underdetermined. That is to say, there are now fewer conditions than the number of
unknowns (the eight mapped charges), and so there is not a unique solution. We have
checked in many examples, and it appears that a mapping of charges always exists.

We also study the general 8-charge rotating extremal black holes. As in the 4-charge
specialisation described earlier, here too the massless Klein-Gordon equation can be sepa-
rated and the behaviour of the radial wave equation under inversion can be investigated.
We find that, as in the 8-charge static BPS extremal black holes described above, although
we can write down the conditions for the inversion of the radial coordinate to give rise again
to a radial equation for a set of mapped charges, it does not appear to be possible to give an
elegant formula for the mapped charges. Again, the reason is that the system of conditions
for invertability does not fully constrain the mapped charges. As in the static case, we may

nevertheless argue that solutions for the mapped charges will exist.



There also exists a class of extremal black holes in STU supergravity that does not obey
the BPS conditions. A simple example that was investigated in [4] was the static extremal
Kaluza-Klein dyonic black hole, which in the language of STU supergravity corresponds
to the case where just one of the four electromagnetic fields is turned on and carries in-
dependent electric and magnetic charges, with the other three electromagnetic fields being
zero. It was shown in [4] that this metric does not map into any metric within the same
family, under conformal inversion. This does not, however, necessarily provide a counter-
example to the idea that the entire 8-charge family of non-BPS extremal black holes might
map into itself under conformal inversion, since the conformal inversion of the Kaluza-Klein
dyon might in principle be an 8-charge non-BPS extremal solution that did not lie within
the original Kaluza-Klein dyonic subset. However, owing to the greater complexity of the
general 8-charge non-BPS extremal solutions, we shall not pursue this question further in

the present paper.

2 Inversion Symmetry of Radial Equation for 4-Charge Ro-
tating Black Holes

Couch and Torrence observed that although there is no conformal inversion symmetry of the
extremal Kerr-Newman metric (unlike the situation for the extremal Reissner-Nordstrom
solution), there is nevertheless an inversion symmetry of the radial equation after one sep-
arates variables in the massless scalar wave equation in the Kerr-Newman geometry [1].
Here, we show that there exists a generalisation of this inversion symmetry for the radial
equation arising from separation of variables for the massless scalar wave equation in the
four-dimensional 4-charge rotating black hole solutions. The situation for the general 4-
charge case is reminiscent of the situation found in [4] for the entire metric of the 4-charge
extremal static black holes, namely, that the inversion applied to a generic 4-charge case
maps it into another case with different values of the four charges. In the special case
of pairwise-equal charges, the inversion maps the radial equation into exactly the same
radial equation. A special case of this, when all four charges are equal, reduces to the
Kerr-Newman result found by Couch and Torrence.

A convenient presentation of the rotating black holes in four-dimensional STU super-

gravity carrying four independent charges can be found in [8,9]. The metric can be written



2 2mr dr? A sin? 0 d¢?

ds? I W( + db* 7> 2.1

2masin® 0 (r . — (r —2m) 1) -
B, = masin” 0 (7; (r = 2m) IL,) dp, p*=r*+a%cos?’0, A=r*—2mr+ad?,

p° —2mr

W? = RiRyR3Ry+a" cos'

+[2r2+2mr235+8m2(ﬂc—ﬂ I, — 4m? Z 5252 2]& cos® 6,

7 1<j<k

R, = 7‘+2m8?, HC:HCZ‘, Hs:Hsi.
i i

The four physical charges are given by ¢; = 2ms; ¢; = msinh 2§;. Extremality is achieved by
taking m = a, and the horizon is then at » = a. It is straightforward to separate variables

in the massless wave equation [J¥ = 0 in this backgroundld Writing
W = e MO R S(y). (2.2)

where we write y = cosf and define

r=r—a (2.3)

(so that the horizon is located at # = 0), we find that R and S satisfy the equations

2(1—y2)—A)S=0,

2
22 I P, _ 2\ arnr / m
PR R +(H-NR=0, (1-y3)8"—2yS —(1 -

(2.4)
where ) is the separation constant and
H = w42’ (2+Zs§) P+2a2 w? <4+3Zs 123 s?s )
i 1<J
1
1 2 .2 2) ]_ .
[ (+Zs +> stsi+ Y s?s?st)—da®wm (I—11,) - (2.5)
1<J 1<j<k
1
—I—[a2 m?—4a3 wm (H.+11,) +4a* w <1—|—Zs —I—Z:s '-|-'st22 S? 53421, (HC+HS))] =i
1<J 1<g<

A straightforward calculation then shows that, writing H as H (7, d;), with s; = sinh é;, etc.,

then
8%
H(,6;) = H(7,5i) , (2.6)
where
B2 = —? 4242 (I, + 11, , (2.7)

2The massless wave equation is separable also in the non-extremal case, m # a, as shown in [10).



and the redefined charge parameters &; are related to the original parameters J; by the

involution §; = %(51 + 09 + 93 + 64) — 05, i.e.

%(524—534-54—(51), 52:%
3 $(61 + 82 + 04 — 03) , 61 =3

((514-(534—54—52),
(51+52—|—53—54).

(2.8)

Let us now define a (dimensionless) coordinate z = /7. Viewing the radial function R

as now being a function P(z), we see that it satisfies

2292 P(x) + f(z,8;) P(z) =0,

where
1 B
f(x757,) - P H(;aél) )‘ B
2,2 , _
_ gy B G0) | C(6) | Golb) — A
x T T
with

Ci(d;) = 4apu® (I, —1IL),  C_(6;)=aBw’ ) cosh2d;,

Co(5;) = a*w? [2 + % Z(cosh 2(0; — 05) + cosh 2(8; + 5j))] .

1<J
One can easily verify that 8 and Cy are invariant under §; — Si, while
CL6) =C_(),  C_(6:) = C=(5y).

It follows that

1 -
f(;a 62) = 1'4 f(xu 62) )
and so if P(x,d;) is a solution of (2.9) then defining

j:%, ﬁ(:ﬁ)zéP(m),

the function P(Z) will solve the tilded equation

P02 P(E) + f(&,6;) P(@)=0.

(2.9)

(2.10)

(2.11)

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

Thus a solution P(x) of the radial equation with charge parameters §; maps into a solution

of the inverted radial equation with charge parameters 5 given by (2.8).

Note that in the specialisation to pairwise-equal charges, such as d3 = 1 and §4 = Jo,

one has

(2.16)



and so in this case H(z,d;) = H(2,4;) (since the function H is symmetrical in the charge

parameters). The constant 3 in this pairwise-equal case is given by

32 = —% + 2a”(cosh? §; cosh? 63 + sinh? §; sinh? d5). (2.17)

Thus in this case, and in its further specialisation to d; = do (all charges equal, i.e. the Kerr-
Newman solution studied by Couch and Torrence), the inversion is an actual symmetry of

the radial equation.

2.1 Conformal inversion in the static limit

It is interesting to look at the limit where the extremal 4-charge metric 2.1]) (with m = a)
reduces to the metric of extremal 4-charge static black holes, first obtained as a BPS black
hole solution in [7]. Since the physical charges in the extremal rotating metric are given
by g; = asinh 24;, one must send the charge parameters d; to infinity at the same time as
sending the rotation parameter a to zero, so as to hold the ¢; finite, and so one has

g = g e (2.18)

fixed, and the metric becomes
1 1
ds? = — ( I1 HZ->_2 dt? + <HH) 2 (dr? + 12 dO?) (2.19)

in the extremal static limit, where H; = 1+¢; 7!, After the inversion, and using (Z&)), one

has
G = geza _ 3651%2%3%4_25“ (2.20)
and hence )
4 = % ) Q' = qu (2.21)
i

This is precisely the relation between untilded and tilded charges that was found in [4]
(and which we summarised in the Introduction) for the 4-charge static metrics and the
conformally-related inverted metrics. In that case, the transformation mapped the entire
metric into another metric within the same 4-charge class. Thus the inversion symmetry (up
to charge transformations) of the radial equation in the rotating case, which we exhibited
above, becomes an inversion symmetry (up to charge transformations) of the entire metric

in the static limit.



3 Inversion Symmetry of Radial Equation for Pairwise Equal

Dyonic STU Black Holes

The generalisation of the Couch-Torrence inversion symmetry of the separated radial equa-
tion to the general case of the 8-charge dyonic rotating extremal black holes of STU su-
pergravity is rather complicated, and we shall not present it here. It becomes much more
manageable in special cases, such as the case with 4 electric charges, which we discussed
previously. Another case that is relatively straightforward is when the field strengths of
STU supergravity are set equal in pairs, with each of the two remaining independent fields
carrying independent electric and magnetic charges.

From the paper [11] of Chow and Compere, after separating variables in the massless
Klein-Gordon equation for the 8-charge rotating STU black holes, the radial equation takes

the form

Op(RO, P(r))+ HP(r)=0,
Ww? W2 — 2awkL, + a? k?

H = A 1
7 +A, (3.1)

where R = r? — 2mr + a®> — n?, the separation constant is A, and the factorised solutions

are taken to have the form ¥ = e~ 1wt+ik¢ p(y) §(). (We follow [I1] and use k rather than

m for the azimuthal quantum number, since m is used here to denote the black-hole mass
parameter.) The constant n is given by

V1
= —m = 3.2
n=-m2, (32

(this is the condition for the physical NUT charge N = muv; + nvy to be zero) and the
functions W, and L, in the extremal case are given by
W7 = p'+4Mp® (p+m) + L7,
L, = 24 (@ p+ (va + 2D)) : (3.3)
m
where we have defined
p=r—m, (3.4)

and the quantities 1, 9 and D are given, in the pairwise-equal case, by

vy = —3isinh26; sinh2y; — §sinh 26, sinh 27,
vy = % cosh 207 cosh 29 + % cosh 243 cosh 21,
D = %(cosh 261 cosh 275 — 1)(cosh 265 cosh2y; — 1)

—I—% sinh 267 sinh 2§, sinh 2y sinh 25 . (3.5)

10



The physical mass M, given in general by M = muj +npue [I1], is given in the pairwise-equal
case by M = mvy — nvy (since then 1 = vo and py = —vq). The four physical electric and
magnetic charges (Q1,Q2, P1, P») carried by the two independent field strengths F; and F,

are given in terms of the boost parameters (d1,d2,v1,7v2) by [11]

Q1 = %m sinh 201 cosh 29 4 %n cosh 207 sinh 2 |
Qs = %m sinh 209 cosh 2+ + %n cosh 205 sinh 27 |
P = %m sinh 2+, cosh 261 — %n cosh 27, sinh 247 ,
P = %m sinh 29 cosh 265 — %n cosh 271 sinh 25 . (3.6)

Viewing H, defined in ([B1]), as a function of p, we find

2 2 2

4 vy a? w a‘ v
H(p) = w’ [p%%] it bl [p+%} +4u2a2w2(1+ 2

J+A ()

m2
where

g2 = 2a2(ug+2D)—a—k,
w

= a® (1 + cosh 261 cosh 209 cosh 271 cosh 25 + sinh 20; sinh 209 sinh 2y sinh 2+5)
ak

- (3.8)

Thus the function H has the inversion symmetry

52

H(p) = H(

). (3.9)

This implies an inversion symmetry of the radial equation, namely, that if we define p =

B2 p~1, then the original radial equation (3.1]) implies the inverted equation

0p(p* P(p)) + H(p) (p) = 0, (3.10)
where
P =L P =2 pl?
P(p) =5 Plp) =5 P(5). (3.11)

Note that as in the case of the pairwise-equal specialisation of the 4 electric charge black
holes discussed previously, the inversion is an actual symmetry in this pairwise-equal dyonic
charge case. One can easily verify that if the magnetic charges are set to zero, the inversion

here reduces to the previous pairwise-equal result, with the radius of inversion 8 reducing

from (B.8) to (ZI7).

11



3.1 Conformal inversion symmetry for static pairwise-equal dyonic black

holes

he static limit of the extremal rotating dyonic black holes with pairwise-equal charges is
achieved by sending m (and hence n and a) to zero while sending the boost parameters to
infinity, so as to keep the physical charges in (B.6]) finite and non-zero. This can be done by
sending

m— dme N, 8 — 0 + A, Vi =i+ A, (3.12)

and the taking the limit A — co. The metric given in [I1] becomes static, with

r? w
ds®> = ~ dt* + - (dr? + 72 dSy),
W = 724 2Mr +2(m? 4 7?) 2O Hotmtrz

_ _ cosh(01 — 2 +71 —72)

n o= m )
cosh(d1 — d2 — 71 + 72)
M o= it cosh?(8; — 0g +y1 — 72) + cosh?(5; — g — 71 + 72) (3.13)
cosh(d1 — 02 — 1 + 2)
The electric and magnetic charges in the static limit are given byH
_m e201 [6251(64“/1 4 64’72) 4 26252+2“/1+2’72]
Q = 2(6251+2“/2 + 6252—1-2“/1) ’
Q - 7’71/6262 [62(52 (64’)/1 + 6472) + 26261+2’yl+2’yg]
2 = 2(6251+2'Yz + 6252+2’Y1) ’
7, 2011282 (64“/1 _ 64“/2)
ho= 2(6251+2“/2 + 6252—1-2“/1) ’
7 02014202 (L4v2 _ 4m
me e e
P, ( ) . (3.15)
2(6251+2'Yz + 6252+2’Y1)
A straightforward calculation shows that if we perform the inversion
2
r=2 Q2 =2(m? 4 a?) 2@rton+n) (3.16)
7
then W = W (r) satisfies
2
@ -
W(r)= = W (7), (3.17)

3Note that P, = —P; in the static limit. Although this might appear not to be a generic pairwise-equal
dyonic configuration it actually is, once one takes into account that there is an S-duality of the pairwise-equal

STU supergravity under which (Q1, P1) and (Q2, P») can both be rotated under
i cos 6 sin 6 i
© — « . (3.14)
P; —sinf cos@ P;

12



and therefore the metric obeys the conformal inversion symmetry
2o
ds® = f—2ds , (3.18)
where d3? is the same as the original metric ds? given in (3.I3]), only now written with 7 in

place of r.

4 Conformal Inversion for 8-Charge Extremal Static STU
Black Holes

The most general black hole solution in STU supergravity carries eight independent charges,
namely an electric and a magnetic charge for each of the four electromagnetic fields. The
theory has an SL(2,R)3 global symmetry, which can be thought of as SL(2,R); which is
an electric/magnetic S-duality; SL(2, R)2, which acts on the 2-torus when one views the
STU supergravity as the 72 reduction of the 6-dimensional string; and SL(2, R)3, which
exchanges Kaluza-Klein and winding fields. The U(1)? compact subgroup of the SL(2,R)3
rotates the various charges, while keeping fixed the asymptotic values of the scalar fields.
Thus one can always employ the 3-parameter U(1)? subgroup to reduce an arbitrary 8-
charge black hole to a canonical form in which there are only 5 = 8 — 3 non-vanishing
charge parameters.

This reduction to a 5-parameter canonical form was employed in [12] in the case of the
static BPS extremal STU black holes, in order to construct a solution with 5 independent
charge parameters. They carry charges (@, P) of the form (after changing to a duality frame

that matches the choice in our previous discussions)

(Qb 0) ) (Q27 0) ) (Q37p) ) (Q47 _p) . (41)

For our present purposes it will be more convenient to re-introduce the redundancy of
the additional three parameters, so that we can present the static extremal black holes
in a symmetrical form with eight independent charge parameters; four electric and four
magnetic. In order to do this we shall construct explicitly the action of the SL(2,R)3 global
symmetry on the STU supergravity fields and the charges, and then make use of the U(1)3
compact subgroup in order to derive the general 8-charge solution from the 5-parameter
solution presented in [I2]. Because these steps are a little involved, we relegate them to

appendices A and B.

13



The upshot from these calculations is that the metric of the general 8-charge static

extremal black hole is

o _ 1t s YV
ds® = \/th+r2

V o= r+art+8r+yr+A,

(dr? + 2 d0?), (4.2)

where the coefficients «, 3, v and A are obtained in equs (B.8) in appendix B, and which

for convenience we reproduce here:

o - ng;@)w;p@-)i

g = Z(Qin + P;Pj),

i<j
1
v =3 [4A+%ﬁz—% (P? P? + Q7 QF + Py Qij) _3HP7:_3HQZ':| ;
i<j i i
A = [Jo+]I[P+i> Poipe; -1y P22, (4.3)
i i i<j i

In the expression for v, we have defined P;; = P,P; + ([, Px)/(PiP;) and Q;; = Q:Q; +
(Hk Qk)/(QZQ]) (SO Pis = PPy + P3Py, etc.).

If the radial coordinate of the metric (4.2)) is subjected to the inversion

r—w:@, (4.4)

then the conformally rescaled metric d3?, defined by

A P 4
g5 = VB g2 . =+ Vv (di* + 7 d0?), (4.5)

7 VoA

where V = i + a7 + B2 +77+ ﬁ, will be in the same class of black hole metrics provided

that there exists a mapping of the charges such that

d:%, =8, A=avA, A=A. (4.6)

These four equations constitute the conditions that the eight mapped charges @, and ]32 must
satisfy, if the conformally inverted metric is to be interpretable as again being contained
within the 8-charge family of static BPS extremal black holes.

Note that the inversion of the inversion will give back the original metric, up to a constant
scale factor that we can always set to unity by normalisation. The inversion will then be

an involution, and the third equation in (4.0)) is automatically satisfied if the first and the

14



fourth are satisfied. Thus we can choose to view the four conditions (4.6]) as instead being
described by the first, second and fourth equations in (4.6), together with the normalisation
condition for the inversion to be an involution.

As one can easily verify, in the special case of the solution with just four electric charges,

the expressions ([£3)) reduce to

a=Y Qi, A= QQ; =Y Q@@ A=]]a, (4.7)

i<j i<j<k
and the equations (4.6]) are indeed all satisfied if the charges are mapped according to the
rule (LI2).

For the general 8-charge case, we have not succeeded in finding an elegant formula for
a mapping of the charges that satisfies the conditions in ([4.0]). However, we can see simply
by counting the number of conditions, and comparing with the number of unknowns, that
we can expect that a solution will always exist. If we include the normalisation choice
that the inverse of the inverse gives back exactly the original metric then, as indicated in
the discussion above, we have a total of four conditions to be satisfied. In the case of the
solutions with four electric charges, this meant that the number of conditions was equal to
the number of unknowns (the four mapped charge parameters @i, where it was assumed
also that the magnetic charges remained zero after the mapping). Thus, in the 4-charge
case it turned out that there was a unique solution for the mapping of the charges, up to
permutations, as given in (L.I2]).

In the general 8-charge case we still have just four conditions to be satisfied, but we now
have eight unknowns (the mapped electric and magnetic charges @, and 15,) Thus we can
expect that not merely will a solution exist for the mapped charges but that there will in
fact be a 4 = 8 — 4 parameter family of possible solutions. This perhaps accounts for the
difficulty in finding an elegant solution in this case for the mapping of the charges. Unless
there exists a criterion for characterising what constitutes an “elegant” solution, it may not
in general be possible to do more than just give the rule “find the 4-parameter family of
solutions for the mapped charges @Z and 15, that solve the four conditions (6]).”

One way of giving a slightly more constructive description of the mapping of the charges
is to consider the set of transformations under the SL(2,R)? global symmetry of the STU
theory (see appendix A). We know that these transformations, implemented as in eqn
([A24)), leave the quartic polynomial A defined in (&3]) invariant, which is precisely what
is required by the final equation in (&6]). The other quantities «, 5 and ~ defined in (£3))

are not invariant under SL(2,R)3, although they are invariant under the U(1)? compact
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subgroup. Thus we may view the 6-dimensional coset SL(2,R)3/U(1)3 as parameterising
candidate transformations of the 8 original untilded charges to give the 8 tilded charges
that obey the remaining three conditions in (4.6]).

A relatively simple possibility is to restrict the three SL(2,R) matrices

a; i
(4.8)
C; dl
to be diagonal,
a;
0 1 (4.9)

for ¢ = 1, 2 and 3. This then leaves just the three undetermined parameters a; to be solved,
by requiring the remaining equations (the first three) in eqn (4.6]) to be satisfied. Provided
that there exist real such solutions for the a;, then the problem of finding the mapping of
charges under the conformal inversion is solved, in the sense that it is reduced to solving
three equations for three unknowns.

As a first example, we may consider the 4-charge case where the magnetic charges are
all zero, which was studied in [4] and is described in the introduction of the present paper.
The mapped charges @Z are given in terms of the original charges @; by (L.12)), and as can
easily be checked from the formulae in appendix A, they are produced by means of the

SL(2,R)? transformations with the restricted form (@9) where

| @Q1Qe  [@1Qs (@1
“= Q3Q4’ = Q2Q4’ 4= @2Q3" (4.10)

As another example, we may consider the special case of pairwise-equal charges; without

loss of generality we choose the case where the gauge fields labelled 1 and 3 are set equal,

and likewise the gauge fields labelled 2 and 4. Thus we have

Q1 = Qs3, Q2 = Qu, Py =Py, Py=P. (4.11)

The SL(2,R)? global symmetry of the full STU supergravity, described in appendix A,
reduces to just the SL(2,R)2 symmetry. In this case the coefficients «, 3, v and A in (4.3)

become

a = 2P+ P2+ (Q1+@)2, B=1ia?+2VA,
vo= a\/Z, A:(P1P2+Q1Q2)2, (4.12)

and so the metric function V' becomes the perfect square

v (T2+%+\/E)2_ (4.13)
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After the inversion (44) and conformal scaling (4.5]), the charge transformation conditions

(#8) reduce simply to
a=a, A=A. (4.14)

As we mentioned previously, the conformal inversion is actually a symmetry in this
pairwise-equal case, and correspondingly, as can be seen from (4.I4]), one solution for the
transformed (tilded) charges is simply to take them to be equal to the original charges.
However, it is interesting to note that we can also find other solutions to the conditions
(#14) in which the charges are non-trivially transformed. One way to do this is by taking
a diagonal SL(2,R)y transformation with

by =0, co =0, dgzi. (4.15)
as

From the transformation (A-24]) we therefore find that eqns ([£14]) are satisfied if ay is chosen

so that ) ,
o Qi+ P
a5 = —5—5. 4.16
CQi+ 10
The transformed charges are given explicitly by
- Q - - - P
01 =2, Q2 =a2Q2, P =ay Py, Py==2. (4.17)
a2 a2

Another, inequivalent, way of solving (4.I4)) in this pairwise-equal example is to use

instead a different non-compact SL(2,R)y transformation, where

ay b coshdy sinhé
SR ? 1. (4.18)
¢y do sinh d9 cosh dy
From the transformation (A.24)) we now find that equs (£I4]) are satisfied if
2(P — P
tanh dy = (PG 2Qs) (4.19)

PP+ PP+ QI+@Q3
The transformations of the charges in this case correspond to a different way of solving the
constraint equations (4.I4]). This reflects the fact that the constraints provide an undeter-
mined system of equations. In this pairwise-equal specialisation, we have the two constraint
equations (414 and the four unknowns (@1, @2, ]31, ]32) The general solution would give
a family of transformed charges characterised by two continuous parameters. We have ex-
hibited above two discrete members within this family, in addition to the “trivial” member
where the charges are untransformed.

In the 4-charge and the pairwise-equal examples above, it was possible to present explicit

expressions for solutions to the constraint equations. As mentioned previously, this does
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not appear to be possible in the general case with 8 independent charges. For example,
we can always look for solutions for the transformed charges by considering the subset of
SL(2,R)? transformations described by (Z9). The fourth constraint in (£8]) is automatically
satisfied because A is invariant under SL(2,R)3, and so the remaining 3 constraints in (Z6))
will imply a discrete set of solutions for the 3 unknowns (a1, a2, as). The three equations
are polynomials in the a; parameters, but seemingly they are of too high a degree to be
explicitly solvable. Of course for any specified set of 8 original charges one can compute
numerically the corresponding a; parameter values that satisfy the constraints, and so in
this sense the problem is fully solvable. There is, however, one obstacle that can arise,
namely, that it might happen that all of the solutions for the a; parameters turn out to
be complex. We have looked at numerous examples of “randomly chosen” sets of original
charges (Q1,Q2,Q3,Q4, P1, P2, P3, P;), and we find that sometimes real solutions for the a;
exist, while sometimes only complex solutions exist.

Another option would be to consider the subset of SL(2,R)? transformations where each
of the three SL(2,R) elements in the product is of the same form as the SL(2,R)2 element
(417]), giving three parameters (d1,02,d3) in all. Again, the remaining first three equations
in (4.6)) would give 3 equations for the 3 unknowns (01, d2,03), guaranteeing that solutions
would exist. For a given initial choice for the 8 charges, it might be that while only complex
solutions arose for the three a; parameters in the previous construction, there could be real
solutions for the three 9; parameters in the latter construction. Faute de mieux, one could
always, of course, consider the most general possibility of simply viewing the four conditions
in (46) as providing 4 equations for 8 unknowns. It is still not entirely obvious whether
any purely real solutions for the transformed charges must necessarily exist, but with such

a large solution space it is perhaps likely:.

5 Inversion Symmetry of Radial Equation for 8-Charge Ro-
tating Black Holes

We use the expressions and notation given in the paper [I1] by Chow and Compere. It can

be seen that the metric will be extremal if a®> = m? + n?, and then the radial function R

4The mapped charges should also, like the original ones, be non-negative, since otherwise the conformally
inverted metric dé* defined in ([EH) would have naked singularities outside the horizon at » = 0. In the
examples we found, when the charges come out to be real they are also non-negative. It should be noted
also that for the BPS extremal black holes to be regular, without naked singularities, the quartic invariant

A should be positive (see, for example, [13]).
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will be given by R = (r — m)?. We define a new radial coordinate p = r — m that vanishes
on the horizon. The separation of variables for a solution ¢ of ¢ = 0 is carried out in [11]
by writing 1 = e 1“1k @ (1) &, (u). Their separated equations for ®,(r) and ®,(u) are
presented in eqn (9.17) of [11]:

d do w2 W2 — 2awk L, + a2k?
(I)_l - - : - cc —
T dr (R dr ) R +C 0,
d dd w2 W2 + 2awk L, + a2k?
o — ) — u v —Cu,.=0. 1
Y du (U du ) U ¢ 0 (5-1)

(We have renamed their separation constant as C,. rather than C| since they already use
C for the quantity defined in eqn (5.5) of [I1].) The functions W,., L,, W,, and L,, are given
in [1I] (in fact L, = 0 when, as in our case, we choose the physical NUT parameter N to
be zero). The equations (B.I) are not quite in the form we want, because the constant term
in the potential in the equation for ®,(u) has dependence on the charge parameters J; and
~;. Since we already know from our results in section [2] for the generalised Couch-Torrence
symmetry of the radial equation for the 4-charge solutions that the charge parameters are
transformed in the inversion symmetry, we must ensure first in the present 8-charge discus-
sion that the angular equation for ®,, should be independent of the charge transformations.
This is easily achieved, by exploiting the fact that there is always an arbitrariness to shift
the separation constant by an additive constant. It is straightforward to see from the defi-
nitions in [I1] that if we define @ = v —n and Ce. = —A+4w? [n (npy — mpo) + (M2 +n?) C],
then angular equation becomes

1 4

o
Y du

d®, 9 a’k? _
(Uda>—w U+ +A=0, (5.2)

with U = a® — @2, and this is completely independent of the charge parameters.

The radial equation now takes the form

o (0,

q>—1
" dp dp

) +H(p) ~ A =0, (53)
where H(p) is given by
Hp) = o {p2 + (2a2 (vy + 2D) — ﬁ>2p—2}
2 w

2
a® v ak
4w {Mp +— <2a2 (vs +2D) — ?> ,0_1}

+4w? a® (u1 + C +vi +13), (5.4)

and the various quantities vq, vo, 1, C, D and M are defined in [I1].
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We may now seek an inversion symmetry of the radial equation. Thus we transform to

a new radial coordinate p such that

pP=—=> (5.5)

H(p) = H(p). (5.6)

where the function H is the same in form as the function H given in (5.4, but using

redefined charge parametersH Thus we have
H(p) = {8572+ (2a (Vg +2D) - ) g ~2}
2 251 _ar 2
w { 325 — <2a (vs +2D) ) 5= }
+4w? a® (g + C +vi +v3), (5.7)

Assuming that § is universal, that is to say, that it is invariant under the transformation
of the charge parameters, we then have, by comparing the various powers of p or p in the

proposed relation (5.6]) that

k2
p 2 Bt = (2a2 (v2 +2D) — %) ,
~ ak\2
0 Bt = (2&2 (i + 2D) — %) ,
~ k
p_l; Mﬁ2:a1/2<2a (V2+2D)—a—>,
m w
k
p: MBQ:GV2<2a (V2+2D)—a—>,
m w
PP i+ C+ i+ vi=un+C+id+i3. (5.8)
From the first two equations in (5.8 we have
k k
82 = 202 (g + 2D) — 5 — 962 (i + 2D) - X (5.9)
w w

Since we are assuming w does not transform, and since this relation should hold for all

frequencies w, it follows that
i=a, Dy+2D=wy+2D. (5.10)

(Note that we are not making any assumption about m or n being invariant under the

transformation.) The third and fourth equations in (5.8]) then imply

a2 V9 a2 %]

M = . M=
m m

(5.11)

5This, at least, is what we found for the 4-charge rotating solutions in section 2 the potential in the radial

equation was related under inversion to a potential of the same form but with redefined charge parameters.
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From [I1], M = m p; + n pe, and since we must set n = —m vy /v, so that the physical
NUT charge N = muv; + nvsy is zero, we have
m
M =— (uvy—p211), (5.12)
V2
together with the transformed version where all quantities are tilded. Equations (5.11])
therefore imply

a21/2172:m7h(,u1 VQ—/J/QVQ) :mﬁl(ﬂl 152—/1252), (513)

and hence
p1Va — P2V = i1 Vg — fia U2 . (5.14)

Collecting the results so far, we see from the last equation in (5.8]), from (G.I0) and from
(5I4) that the three quantities

Xi=m +C+vi+13, Xo=vy+2D, X3 = e — g e (5.15)

should all be invariant under the transformation of the charge parameters that accompanies
the inversion (5.5]). A natural guess for the inversion transformation, which would reduce
to the known 4-charge case ; = 0 discussed in section ] (and its duality partner where
instead 0; = 0), and would also reduce to the known pairwise-equal dyonic case discussed

in section [3], is to try
Gi=—0i+53 0, Ai=-mtid . (5.16)
J J

One can in fact verify that the three quantities X, X5 and X3 defined in (5.13]) are indeed
invariant under (5.I6). However, there is one further condition contained in the set of
equations (0.8]), since until now we just extracted the one condition (5.I4]) from the third
and fourth equations in (5.8). The remaining condition can be found by noting that the
extremality condition a? = m? + n? implies a? = m? (1 + v?/v2) (and its tilded version),

and using this in the third and fourth equations of (5.8]) leads to
(Vi +v3) (7% +73) = X3 . (5.17)

Straightforward calculation reveals that while this is indeed consistent with (5.16) in the
4-charge specialisation or in the pairwise-equal specialisation (as it must be, since those
cases were already fully verified), it is not consistent in the general 8-charge case. Thus

the transformation of the §; and ~; charge parameters in the general case must be more
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complicated than the guess in (5.16]). However, since the number of conditions that must
be satisfied in order to achieve H(p) = H (p) is smaller than the number of unknown
transformed charge parameters (Si,’yi), we can conclude that it must be possible to solve

for such (5,, i), even if we cannot present the solution in a universal and elegant form.

6 Concluding Remarks

Studies of general rotating black holes in maximally supersymmetric ungauged supergravity
theories, (often referred to as STU black holes), revealed their numerous intriguing prop-
erties which often stem from, and provide an intriguing generalization of, properties of
Kerr-Newman black holes in Einstein-Maxwell gravity. Furthermore, the extremal black
holes of that type are endowed with further enhanced symmetry properties, again general-
ising those of extremal Kerr-Newman black holes. For example, there has been substantial
progress in recent studies of the Aretakis charge both for extremal Reissner-Nordstréom black
holes [5,6] and extremal Kerr black holes [I4] as well as recent generalizations to extremal
static 4-charge black holes [4] and rotating ones [15] in STU supergravity. Furthermore,
in [I5] Aretakis charges for five-dimensional extremal STU black holes were derived, while
generalisations to related conserved charges of extremal static p-branes were given in [16].

In this paper we focused principally on another type of symmetry, namely the Couch-
Torrence symmetry of the radial part of the massless Klein-Gordon equation for extremal
rotating STU black holes. This symmetry [I] was originally obtained for the radial equation
of the extremal Reissner-Nordstrom metric under the conformal inversion transformation.
The generalisation of the symmetry to extremal rotating black holes, such as Kerr-Newman
ones, is possible due to the separability of the massless Klein-Gordon equation in these
backgrounds, where the inversion transformation of the radial equation depends not only
on the black hole charge and the rotation parameters, but also on the mode eigenvalues for
energy w and azimuthal angular momentum m.

In the present paper we further generalised this symmetry from the extremal static 4-
charge black holes [4] to the extremal rotating 4-charge black holes in STU supergravity.
We showed that in this case the radial equation for the separable massless Klein-Gordon
equation indeed exhibits an inversion symmetry, where again the inversion radius depends
not only on the black hole charges and rotation parameter, but also on the mode eigenvalues
w and m. However, unlike in the Kerr-Newman case, after the transformation the radial

equation is different from original one, in the sense that it is the radial equation for a trans-
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formed set of the four charge parameters. This is a natural generalisation of the properties
of the static 4-charge STU extremal black holes, where a given black hole is mapped under
conformal inversion to another member of the 4-charge family with a transformed set of
electric charges [4].

We also investigated the conformal inversion symmetry for the most general extremal
BPS black holes in STU supergravity, specified by eight charges, both in the static and
the rotating cases. For the static 8-charge case, which corresponds to BPS solutions, we
showed that the entire family of black holes maps into itself under conformal inversion.
However, unlike in the four-charge solutions, we were unable to give an elegant formula
for the mapping of the eight charges under conformal inversion. This is related to the fact
that number of equations comprising the conditions for conformal inversion invariance is
less than the number of unknowns (the eight mapped charges), and thus there is no unique
solution.

In the case of extremal 8-charge rotating solutions, just as in the 4-charge case, the
massless Klein-Gordon equation is separable and the behaviour of the radial wave equation
under inversion can be investigating along the same lines. However, just as in the static case,
the inversion symmetry conditions are underdetermined, i.e. they do not fully constrain the
mapped chargesy We have provided a systematic procedure, which employs the action of
the coset generators of H?:l SL(2,R);/U(1); on the eight charges, in order to solve the
constraints (4.0]) for the mapped charges. Further investigations of these transformations
are in order.

The generalisation of the Couch-Torrence symmetry to general extremal rotating black
holes of STU supergravity demonstrates the existence of another symmetry of general
asymptotically-flat black holes, extending the symmetries of black holes in Einstein-Maxwell
gravity. In spite of the significantly more complicated field content and the structure of the
Lagrangian, which results in significantly more complicated metrics for the black holes,
it is interesting that the conformal inversion symmetry of the radial part of the massless
Klein-Gordon equation persists in its generalised form.

We expect that a generalisation of the Couch-Torrence symmetry may persist also for
general extremal black holes of STU supergravity in five dimensions. Again the separabil-

ity of the massless Klein-Gordon equation will play an important role. We defer further

In the extremal 8-charge rotating case there is also another, non-BPS, branch. The extremal Kaluza-
Klein dyon is a particular example of that type, which by itself does not possess the inversion symmetry,

but should be mapped on onto an orbit of eight-charge non-BPS branch.
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consideration of this case to future work.

We would like to conclude by emphasising that our analysis focused on conformal in-
version transformations for extremal BPS black holes in STU supergravity for which the
asymptotic values of the scalar fields were set to zero. It would, of course, be interesting
to study conformal inversion transformations for such black holes with non-zero asymp-
totic values of the scalar fields. This explicit dependence on the asymptotic scalar fields
is currently being investigated [19]. Such generalisations of the black hole solutions would
in turn allow for generalisations of the Couch-Torrence transformations that could also in-
volve scalar field transformations. Furthermore, one would be able to address other types

of inversion transformations, including those studied in [20].
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A Bosonic Lagrangian of STU Supergravity in Symmetrical

Form

Here, we present the bosonic sector of the STU supergravity Lagrangian, in a form where
the four field strengths enter symmetrically. We take the Lagrangian as given in appendix
B of [17], except that the field strengths called F'™ in that paper will be called F~ here, to
match conveniently with the conventions of Freedman and Van Proeyen [18].

In the notation of [I8], but written in the language of differential forms, their eqn (4.66)
becomes

L(F)= LRy« FANFB 4 Ll g« FANFE (A1)

where ffB and fﬁB denote the real and imaginary parts of fap (i.e fap = fﬁB + iffxB).
Now F = —i *F, and *?> = —1 in four-dimensional spacetime when acting on 2-forms, so

+F =i F and hence we have
L(F)=—-LfRos«PANFB - Lfl s FANFE. (A.2)
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Note that the field strengths F'4 are simply the exterior derivatives of potentials, F4 = dA4.
Note also that fap is symmetric in A and B.
As in [I8] we define F* = J(F + F), and hence

F* = J(FFixF), «F* = +iF*. (A.3)
Noting that for any 2-forms X and Y we have
IXWY,,sl=xX AY =xY A X, (A.4)
we see that the wedge product of any self-dual 2-form with any anti-self-dual 2-form is zero:
FPTANF = —ixFtTANF = -ixF  ANFt=—-F ANFt = -FTAF™, (A.5)
hence F* A F~ = 0. From (A3]) we have
F=Ft+F", *F=i(Ft —F7). (A.6)
From the above, it follows that the Lagrangian (A.2)) can be written as
LF)=% fap F~ANFP % fup FPANFTE (A7)

and hence

LF)= 3 fap+F ANF B 1 fupxFtANFHE, (A.8)

In this form, we can compare with eqn (B.7) in [I7] (with the understanding that the roles
of 4+ and - superscripts on F' are exchanged as mentioned previously), and hence read off

from (B.9) of [I7] that the matrix f, with components fap, is given by

e—)\1 ePl ﬁl er2 52 e¥3 53
; 1 e®l By e~ A2 sz —e Pagfls —e ¥P2an By (A 9)
Wiler2p, —e a3 e™Majaz —e 9 ayf ’ '

€93 By —eragfh —e Plagfi e Magan
where
Al = —p1—p2—93, d=—-p1+w2tp3, A3=@1—P2te3, M=+ p2— 3,
= 1+e2‘pixf,
Br = e xoxs+ie x1, fo=eMTPxixs+ie xa, By =Ty xo +1 e s,
W= 14 ™iyd = 20Ty xo g (A.10)

i
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The field equations following from ([A2) are dG 4 = 0, where the 2-forms G4 are read
off from varying £(F) with respect to F4:

OL(F) = Gp0FA = —fRo«FB — floFB . (A.11)

and so

Ga=—fRg+«FP — figFP. (A.12)
It then follows that Gﬁ = %(GA FixG4) are given by
Gy=ifapF P, Gi=-ifigF™?. (A.13)

Note that the Bianchi identities dF4 = 0 and the field equations dG 4 = 0 can be written

as
AR(FA) =0, dR(G4)=0, or d3I(FA) =0, d3(xG4)=0. (A.14)

(R and & denote the real and imaginary parts.)

The Bianchi equations and equations of motion are invariant under the transformations

F* FE F* F F' F
ot — o =S ot hence G — o =S ol (A.15)
where
A B
S = c , (A.16)
D

where A, B, C and D are real constant 4 x 4 matrices, provided that the scalar fields

transform appropriately: We have
/

G =(C+iDf)F~ =(C+iDf)(A+iBf)"' F~'. (A.17)

Since the transformed fields must also obey (A.I3)), this implies that the scalar matrix f

must transform according to [1§]
if =(C+iDf)(A+iBf)~ L. (A.18)

It is important that f’, like f, must be symmetric and so this implies that the matrices A,

B, C' and D must obey the relations

ATc-ctA=0, B'™D-D'B=0, ATD-CTB=1. (A.19)
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These are precisely the conditions for the matrix S defined in (A.I6]) to be an element of
Sp(8,R), obeying [18]

0 1

STQAS=Q,  where Q= . (A.20)
-1 0
The scalar field Lagrangian is
Lo, X)=—3 Z(*d(pi A dp; + €291 xdx; A dy;) (A.21)

and this is invariant under the SL(2,R); x SL(2,R)2 x SL(2,R)3, where the three SL(2,R)

act in the standard way:

a; T; + bz
P e A B M A.22
i T eimi+d;’ ( )
with a; d; — b; ¢; = 1 for each i, and
Ti=xi+ie ¥, (A.23)

Thus the entire STU supergravity theory is invariant under the intersection of the Sp(8,R)
symmetry of the field-strength sector and the SL(2,R); x SL(2,R)2 x SL(2,R)3 symmetry
of the scalar sector. That is to say, the theory (at the level of the equations of motion) is
invariant under SL(2,R); x SL(2,R)2 x SL(2,R)s.

To see how the field strengths and their duals transform under the SL(2,R); x SL(2,R)2x
SL(2,R)3 symmetry, we just have to work out the A, B, C' and D matrices for which the
transformation (A.I8]) of the scalar field matrix matches with the SL(2,R); x SL(2,R)s x
SL(2,R)3 transformations (A.22)). After some algebra, we find

ajagaz  —aibabs  —bragbs —bibaaz bibaobs  —biazasz —aiboas
4 = —ajcaocs  aidads bicods bidycs . B= —bidaods  bicacs ardacs
—ciascs c1bods  diasds  dibacs —dibads  diascs c1bocs
—cicpa3  c1daby  dicobs  didaag —dydabs  dicaaz  cidaag
cicacy  —crdeds  —dycads  —didacs didads  —dycacs  —crdacs
o o —cirasas  c1bobs diagbs dibaasg D= —d1bsbs  diasas  cibsas
—ajcaaz  aipdgbs  biegbs  bidsag —bidabs  bicoaz  aidaag
—ajazes  arbads  bragds  bibacs —bibads  biazcs  aibacs

Note that SL(2,R)? transformation matrix S factorises into the (commuting) product of
factors, S = 515253, where S; is the transformation matrix for the i’th SL(2,R), which can
be written in the form (AT6]) for very simple 4 x 4 blocks A;, B;, C; and D;. These can be
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crasds

c1cab3

—cicads
cragbs
aicobs
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read off from the general A, B, C' and D matrices above by setting a; =1, b; =0, ¢;j =0

and d; = 1 for the two values of j that are not equal to i. For example,

ag 0 0 O
0 agz 0 O
0 0 d O
0 0 0 d

0 —ca 0 0
-1 0 0 O
0 0 0 b
0 0 b O

C, =

0 —b 0 0
b 0 0 0

By =
0 0 0 a
0 0 ¢ 0
d 0 0 0
0 d 0 0

Dy =

0 0 a 0
0 0 0 a

The magnetic and electric charges transform according to

p’
Q
where
Py
P
Py

P
e ,
Q
Q1
Q- Q2
Q3
Q4

Py

(A.24)

(A.25)

The U(1)? compact subgroup of the full SL(2,R)? symmetry group corresponds to taking

cosf; sinb;

—sinf; cosb;

B 8-Charge Static Black Hole

The 5-charge static black hole constructed in [12] has metric given by

2

ds® = —— _ a?

VvV

where

VV

7 (dTZ + TdeZ) s

(4 Qu)(r + Q)+ Qa)(r + Qa) — 7 [r + 2(Qs + Qu)] .

= rttard+8ri+qr+A,
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(B.2)



with
a = > Qi B=)YQQi-p, =) QiQiQk—1p"(Qs+Qu),
5 i<j i<j<k

A = J]Qi— " (@s+Qu), (B.3)

These 5-charge black holes correspond to restricting the charges P; and @; of a general
8-charge static BPS extremal STU black hole by specialising the magnetic charges to

P1:07 P2:07 P3:p7 P4:_p (B4)

as in ([@I)). To obtain the expressions for the coefficients «, 3, v and A for the general case
with 8 independent charges, we may act on the restricted 5-charge solution with the U(1)3
compact subgroup of the SL(2, R)? global symmetry. The eight parameters of the general
solution then correspond to the original five charge parameters plus the three parameters
of the U(1)3 rotations. Conversely, we can determine the three U(1)3 rotation angles 6y, 62
and 63 such that the acting on a general 8-charge configuration as in (A.24]) gives primed
charges that are subject to the 5-charge specialisation in (B.4]), where we restrict to the

U(1)? subgroup as defined in (A.26). Defining

0r =0y + 03, (B.5)
we find

(P1+P)—(Q1+Q2) tan 0; _ (PA—P)+(Q1—Q2) tan 0y
tan (Q3+Q4)+(P3+P4) tan 6y’ tan 6 = (Qg—Q4)—(P3—P4) tan 6’ (B.6)
tan 20, 2(P3+Py)(Q1+Q2) —2(P1+ ) (Q3+Q4)

(Pi4Po+P3+Py)(Pi+Py—P3—Py)+(Q1+Q2+Q3+Q4)(Q1+Q2—Q3—Q4)
It is also helpful to note that
P+ P+ P3+ Py

tan(91 + 69+ 03) = 01+ 0t Os + Oa (B.7)

After some algebra, we can now read off the general expressions for the coefficients in

(B.3]) for the general 8-charge solutions. We find
2 2

B =) (QiQ;+ PP,

(07

i<j
1
v = 5[4A—|—%52—% (132~2P32+Q22Q§+PijQij)—3HP2‘—3HQ4,
i<y @ i
A = [Ja+]IPn+1Y.ReiPQ—1> P2Q?, (B.8)
i i i<j i
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In the expression for v, we have defined P;; = P,P; + ([, Px)/(PiP;) and Q;; = Q:Q; +
(I, Qk)/(QiQj) (so Pia = P1 Py + P3Py, etc.).

Note that A in (B.8)) is the standard quartic invariant, and it is invariant under the full
SL(2,R)? global symmetry group of the STU theory. The coefficients «, 3 and 7 in (B.8)
are only invariant under the U(1)® subgroup. This can be understood from the fact that
the solutions have been chosen so that the scalar fields all go to zero at infinity. Only the
U(1)? subgroup of SL(2, R)® has the property of preserving this asymptotic condition on
the scalars.

If the radial coordinate of the static metric is subjected to the inversion

r—)fzg, (B.9)

then the conformally rescaled metric d3?, defined by

A ~2
ds® = VA A3,  d?=—"_da? Q (di® 4 72 dQ?), (B.10)

7 VoA

where V = # + a7 + B2 +77+ ﬁ, will be in the same class of black hole metrics provided

that there exists a mapping of the charges such that

d:%, =B, F=aVA, A=A. (B.11)
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