	and the non-vanishing Christoffel symbols (as given in Section 5.5) can be written as
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	We can now write down the components of the Ricci tensor, each of which must vanish in order for the field equations to be satisfied. Writing them out explicitly and expanding all the implied summations for our line element, we find that all the non-diagonal components are identically zero (which we might have expected from symmetry arguments), so the only components of interest in our case are the diagonal elements
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          Putting terms from above into this equation gives

Rtt  = -e 2(u-v) ur [  ur  - vr  -  1/r  - 1/r  ] – (-e 2(u-v) urr )
       =   e 2(u-v)  [ -  ur2  -   urvr   -   2ur / r   +  urr   ]

                             (

	Inserting the expressions for the Christoffel symbols gives the equations for the four diagonal components of the Ricci tensor as functions of u and v:
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This matches what I have except that the term ur2 is positive in the literature equation and

in mine it is negative.  This is the same problem I am coming up with no matter which 

format I begin with, I always end up with one sign off in the Rxx equations.  This last equation here is consistent with all others in literature.  Do you know why or how it is arrived at that the ur2 comes out to be the opposite of mine.
