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Abstract

We study the quantum broadening (widthkedtrings. We generalise an
old result by Luscher, Munster and Weisz to the caselestiing, by using
the gauggravity correspondence. When the fundamental QCD-stisng i
replaced by a bound state koétrings, the bound state is better described by
a wrapped D-brane. We calculate the width of khstring (the wrapped D-
brane) in several AQEFT backgrounds by using a D-brane probe and find
universally thatw? = —i—logR/r.
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1 Introduction

In the confining phase of (Super-)Yang-Mills theories, teater of the gauge
group is an unbroken global symmetry. One can classify thmuicsinglet objects
according to their charge under the center. In anNjUfauge theory the center
is Zy. The possible charges under the center ara 2xk/N (k is often called the
N-ality).

Of particular interest ar&-strings. They are the confining strings stretched
between a quark — anti-quark pair in a representd®onN-ality k. It is possible
to think about th&-string as a bound state bindividual strings k-strings, being
interesting non-perturbative objects in confining thexrere a subject of an in-
tensive study in recent years. Most of the literature is ckged to the calculation
of their tension in various approaches: SUSY gauge thefiti€2], MQCD [3],
the ADSCFT correspondencel[4,/5,6, 7] and lattice simulatiohs,[80911]. The
dependence on the quark representation was also studesdlygd 2, 13| 14, 15].
See[16] for a short review.

Another interesting question is what is the width of #string. The answer
to this question, for the case of a fundamental QCD-string pravided a long
time ago in the seminal paper of Luscher, Munster and W&igz In their paper
entitled “How Thick Are Chromoelectric Flux Tubes'the authors proposed to
measure the thickness of the QCD-string, represented alsaivbop, by another
small Wilson loop located at an orthogonal distance from‘dniginal’ Wilson
loop. The role of the probe loop is to measure the chroma#digld of the QCD-
string at any given distancé, Evaluating over all possible distances, Lischer
et.al. found that the width is

2

1 R
W’ = o— log = (1)
whereRis the quark — anti-quark separationthe radius of the probe loop, is a
UV cut-off ando is the string tension. Surprisingly the string width depend
its sizeR. The QCD-string width was analysed by using the ATIST correspon-
dence in[[18].

A first attempt at calculating thestring width was made recently in [19]. The
conclusion of the authors is that the string widtk independent. The conclusion
was based on an analysis where kk&tring and the probe were described by the
Nambu-Goto action. In such a setup the probe Wilson loop mtnact with one
individual constituent of the bound state at a time and foeeehe width cannot
depend ork.

In this note we calculate the width of thestring by using the AAEFT cor-
respondence. In this approach, in the likyiN = fixed andN — oo, thek-string
becomes a wrapped D-brane. This is a universal propertyradugasetups. It is
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either a wrapped D5-brane infaS hard-wall model, or a wrapped D3-brane in
both the Maldacena-NUfiez and Klebanov-Strassler badkgis. In our approach
the probe Wilson loop will ‘see’ thi-string as a single object, and will probe the
chromoelectric field of this bound state and not of its indiaal constituents. Our
result is

log—, (2)

namely that the generalisation of the formiula 1 is simplydplacingo with o.
The paper is organised as follows: in section 2 we brieflyewvihe calcu-
lation of [17]. Section 3 is devoted to a discussion about Hwwesult depends
on the probe we use. In section 4 we present our calculatidineicase of ‘an
AdS with a hard-wall’ model. In section 5 we generalise our ckitian to other
confining backgrounds where tkestring is represented by a D3 brane.

2 Fundamental string width review

The paper of Luscher et al. [17] prescribed a method of deteng the width
of colour confinement flux tubes via the Nambu-Goto miniméiee of a Wilson
loop correlator in flat space. It was proposed that this aggryielded the width
of a flux tube associated with a fundamental string (e.g. @eiuark — anti-quark
pair). The construction calls for two concentric circulaid®n loops,W1& W,
of unequal radiR; & Ry, sitting in the plane ok, X,, while being separated by a
transverse distandein x;. The minimal surface area is described by a minimised
string world sheet that stretches betwegfi& W,, namely a catenoid.

To be able to determine the width of the string, the radiu$t&f is taken to be
very much smaller than that d¥/;, effectively acting as a probd4’, being taken
to infinitesimal size can be thought of as a point operatanaigptr Fﬁy, measuring
the chromo electric field strength at a distahdeom the quark — anti-quark pair.

This probe is then evaluated over all possible distances Wg;.
The connected Wilson loop correlator is related to the matisurface in the
following way

(WiWya) — (Wi W) o @A)
(W)

P(L) = 3)

The square of the string width subsequently follows from



oo 2
2 Iz OOP(L)L dL @
Jy P(L)dL

In hard-wallAdS (AdS; x S®with a cutdf in the radialAdS direction) the fun-
damental correlator provides the same result as that ofHars with a suitably
modified string tension, determined by the diit@lue,y,,

1
wf = Y3 10g[Ry/Ry] = - log[R1/Ry] %)

To generalise this method to consider strings of higheesgrtationss-strings,
it is proposed to replace the string world sheet by the wankeks of a D-brane
wrapping a suitable manifold. The lowest enekgstring is in the anti-symmetric
representation. In the case of string tension calculatitmes antisymmetrid-
string inAdS x S° (and hard-wallAdS) is described by a D5-brane wrapping a
4-cycle inside the transver&2, while the remaining two directions act as a string
in AdS [6]. The proposition is to replace the string in hard-watlS with a D5-
brane wrapped on the same 4-cycle as utilised in the strimgjde calculations

7.

3 Which probetouse?

A preliminary question that must be raised is what type obprshould be used
in calculating thek-string width. The width will dependent upon the type of the
probe, so the aim is to find the most ‘physical’ probe.

Consider the two point function

<W1(k) WZ( f ))conn ’ (6)

namely a Wilson loopl/; of N-ality k and a small fundamental Wilson loGyy,.
For simplicity assume that the representation of the Wilsap W, is thek-th
tensor product of the fundamental representation, narhalthe above equation
(€) takes the form

(WA WaF))oonn - (7)
At largeN, due to factorisation[ {7) becomes

k<(Wl(f)>k_l<(Wl(f)WZ(f)>conn . (8)

Thus, if the probe Wilson loop is in the fundamental représtgmm, it will nec-
essarily ‘see’ only one constituent 8§/, at a time. This leads to the conclusion
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that the width of W, is the same as the width of a Wilson loop in the fundamental
representation [19].

Alternatively, consider a probe &f-ality k (more precisely &-th tensor prod-
uct of the fundamental). In such a case the two point funcfnis replaced

by

<(Wl(k) (WZ(k»conn > (9)
which at largeN takes the form of
W] [WoF)]Veomn = KCW(F) WalF)onn (10)

Here, the probe interacts simultaneously with all the dtuestts of thek-string
and the resultant measurement is thatkdiséring is a factor ok narrower than the
fundamental string. Namely; in (1) is replaced bko.

The above analysis is formulated in the limit whéres fixed andN is large.
In such a limit thek string is simply a collection of fre& strings. In this paper,
a different limit is focused upon, namely one where boindN are large while
k/N is kept fixed. Motivated by the above analysis, a setup isidensd where
the probe is in the same representation as the ‘originals®illoop. This en-
ables the width of the bound state to be measured, and notidltle @f one of its
constituents.

4 k-string width

In analogy with the fundamental string case, consider a R&dwrapping an
S*c S°, with the remaining two directions along& o, the string co-ordinates.
The action of the brane is described by DBI & Wess-Zuminogart

Seuk = Tos | d°¢ Vde(G + F) — iTps [d°% Cy A F (11)

The integration is performed over tI8¢ c S° 7 & o, with Tps as the brane
tension,G as the induced metric on the DG, the Ramond-Ramond 4-form po-
tential that exists in th&*, which satisfieGs = dC,. ¥ = 27e’F,,,, WhereF,,

Is the quantised chromoelectric field strength that sitderbrane irr, o space.

In addition to the bulk action, there is an additional momemterm due to the
effects of the field strength at the boundary. The addition f tdim provides a
total action for the brane;

0
Srotal = Sguk — Tﬁssulk (12)
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Itis this total action that will describe the minimal arealod catenoid between
WiandW,. This shall be employed to provide the ‘width’ of tkestring.

The metric under consideration is hard-wAllS, so the calculation will be
restricted to a flat space slidR?, in AdS at the cut & y,. TheR*xS® metric in
Euclidean Poincaré co-ordinates is given as;

1

ds = v (dr? + r2dg? + dZ + zzd)(z) + d6? + sir 9dQ3 (13)
A

The orientation of the two loops is the same as that of Lusthe fundamental
case. The loopsV; & W, lieinr, ¢ space, separated in theirection withW,
atz= 0, andW, atz = L. Note that due to the angular symmetry of the problem,
the distance between the centres of the Wilson loops doedap&nd ory. As
the loops are concentric, the centre of each loops lies=aD. At W, r = Ry,
and axz increasest, will interpolate towards = R, at ‘W5, likely reaching some
minimum in-betweend(; represents th8* c S° which is wrapped by the brane,
while the angle is the constant angle which ti8¢ sits in theS®, and is related
to the string chargek.

The Ramond-Ramond 4-form potenti@l,, in this co-ordinate system is of the
form

3 . 1 .
Cy= —9—sm29+§sm46 dQz (14)

2
Due to the symmetry of the system, leto be identified witho-, and allowed
to vary across [(2x]. As the radiusr, of the catenoid varies with allow bothr

andzto be general functions af

r-r(r), z- z1) (15)

Using this string embedding, the bulk action is expressed as

2
Seui = Tos | d% [sin“@ \/ry(z'2 +1'2) — 4na’?F2 + 210’ FG(6) (16)
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With Tps as the D-brane tension, adfé = drdodQ,. For simplicityG(6) =
(ge —sin2 + %sin49 . The primes denote derivatives with respectrtoOn a
technical note, due to the euclidean signatdreis re-expressed in terms &f,
whereF = 2nad’F,, = i 2ra’F.

In AdS; x S° it is known thatd = 6, = constant is related to the string charge

k = 2k by the following relation

k= N (Qk - :—L sin ng) (17)
T 2

This relation can be shown to hold in this system alkc= % leads to the

expression of in terms of6y

r
2na’'F = coseky—2 VZ2 + 172 (18)

A

As mentioned earlier, there exists a momentum term due teldwtric field
strengthF which must be added to the bulk action to provide the totabaaif
the system (Addition of this term is equivalent to taking th@miltonian of the
bulk Lagrangian).

STotal = SBqu - kF (19)

Applying the expression fafF & k into the total action, usingjps = %, and

integrating over th&*, the action simplifies to

ON
sin? 6, [ drdg )% 224172 (20)
A

STotal = 5
3ne’ 2ra’

The classical equations of motion fo& zare

ree
VZ2 4172 - (—) =0 (21)
NZZ 1 172

rz

AN (22)



mis defined as a constant It is now appropriate to make a gauge choice:
As botht andzincrease monotonically, le&fr) = t = z. Using this choice, the
equations of motion combine and simplify, and using the fa¢t now constant
inz

1+r2-r" =0 (23)
This is solved by

r(2 = Bcosh[ (24)

z- zo]

wherez, is defined as the value afat the minimum radius of the catenoid,
andB is a constant. Applying this solution to the total actiond amegrating over
ze[0,L], & ¢ € [0, 2n].

2N 1 B . -7
Stotal = yzﬂa,}?sm%k dzdﬁcosﬁ[?] (25)

A

- l,E sin® Hk(L - g [sinh(Z(ZOB_ L)) - Sinh(%o)]) (26)

From the solution for(z), the expression for, can be found by using the
boundary conditions fozx & r.

R, = Bcosh[%], R, = Bcosh[L _ ZO] (27)
%= % [L - B(arccosl'[%] + arccosl{%m (28)

An expression foB cannot be determined in an analytic fashion, therefore an
approximation is required.

Stepping back for a moment to consider the model, for thagtuidth W,
must be considered as a probe loop, and thus must be very, smalutlined
earlier. Therefore consider the limit & & the ratioR;/R, becoming large. In
such a limit, the value oB is approximated to leading order as

L _
B= I0g[Ry/Ral + O (log[Ry/R,]) 2 (29)



Substituting into the total action the expressionsB@andz,

L2

log[R:/Ry] (30)

N 1 .
Srotal = %g S|n39k (Rﬁ— Ri) +

As only the second term has a dependence on the loop sepatatwhen the
string width is computed, in the numerator the exponentedlise the first term
to cancel with an identical term from the denominator, tholy the second term
is relevant. The width is calculated as

foo e—STotaled L

W o= 31
K j(‘) e—STotaldL ( )
3nyia’
= ——log[R;/R 32
2N SIrt 6, g[Ri/R] (32)
1
= Zrow log[R:/R:] (33)

This is precisely the result of the fundamental string with — o. For a
generak & K/, the ratio would give

wp  sirt 6

wﬁ, B Slrl3 Ok

(34)

5 k-stringwidthsin N=1 SYM gravity duals

As interesting as it is to look at akd S hard-wall background, it would be more
meaningful to study the flux tube width in a theory with a reb&ance to QCD
(albeit with only one flavour), namelyy=1 super Yang-Mills. The gravity dual of
N=1 SYM can be approached from a number of directions: norcalitype I1A
string theory; a D5 geometry back-reaction constructio@lmhmseddine-Volkov
[20], later interpreted by Maldacena-Nuféz![21] as thaldf N =1, and the
deformed conifold system of Klebanov-Strassler, in [IB][22ocus will be upon
the IR limit of the Maldacena-Nufiez (MN) and Klebanov&8sler (KS) models,
as in this IR limit, both backgrounds become identical, updme multiplicative
constants.

The string tensions for antisymmetkicstrings were calculated for both the MN
and KS systems in the far IR|[4]. This was conducted by wragppiD3 brane on



o & 7 in the 4d spacetime, with the remaining two directions wnag@ 2-cycle

in the transverse space. In both MN and KS, a 3-cycle can bgechwith the
form of anS3, and it is then simple to wrap the D3 on t8&c S3. In the NS-NS
sector, the angl# at which theS? sits in theS?, is dependent of the string charge
k which arises from the electric fieldF, that lives on the brane in tH8?. Also

in the NS-NS sector there exists the anti-symmetric teBsolt was later shown
that the same string tension can be determined in the SHdtRlsector, with the
electric field ino & 7, and aC, confined to thes? [7].

In this section it will be shown that thestring width can be calculated in the
MN background (with R-R flux) in the IR limit using the methorepented in the
previous sectidh) but replacing the D5 brane wrapping 8h c S°, with a D3
brane wrapping aB? in a 3-cycle of the transverse space.

The 10 dimensional cylindrical Euclidean MN metric can bpressed as fol-
lows

d€, = (dr2+r’dp?+dZ+d>x3)+Na’ (dy2 + e (def + sing;de?) + % (wi — A)?

(35)
Where:
Al = —a(y)dg,, A®=a(y)sinfdgp,, A3 = —costde;. (36)
w1 = cosydd, + siny sing,des,, (37)
wy, = —Sinydb, + cosy Sind,de,,
w3 = dlﬂ + COSde(bz

with a(y) andh(y) functions dependent on the ‘radial’ co-ordingt& he topol-
ogy of the transverse space is of two 2-spheBés% S3, with anS* fibration be-
tween them. The angl®s, ¢1 & 6,, ¢, parametrise tth & Sg respectively, while
the fiberedS! by . Along with the metric there exists@ Ramond-Ramond po-
tential, which obey$; = dC,, and is given by:

C, = Nj [ (Sin61d6; A dby — SiNB,d6, A disy) (38)

— C0SsH; 00592d¢1 A d¢2 - (dHl N w1 — Sin6'1d¢1 A (Uz)]

IAlthough the R-R flux background has a greater cross overdatiing width calculation of
hard wall AdS, the width can easily be calculated in the background witANESflux also via
S-duality.



The IR limit is defined ay — 0, causing the functiorsy) — 1 ande®® —
0. Making the choic® = 6, = 05, ¢ = ¢1 = 21— o, & ¥ — 2¥ + 7, a 3-cycle S3
is selected from the transverse space, causing the metfiC, a0 reduce to;

ds = (dr®+r?dp®+dZ + dx) + Na’ [dy2 + d¥? + sir? W(d6? + sir? 8d¢2)] (39)

C, = No/ (‘I’ - % sin 2}’) sinfdo A d¢ (40)

The action is that of the previous section, namely the DBIs$2umino and
chromoelectric field strength momentum terms. Wiy, and W, set inr,
space, while being separatedzinthe D3 is wrapped along & 7, withn — o,

r — r(r) andz — z(r), while the remaining two directions are wrapped upon
an S? in the transverse 3-cycl&3. Turning on an electric field strength =
2na’'F., = 2na’iF, and allowing the string charde= % = q’—ﬂ'\' the total action
becomes

0
Srtota = Spei + Swz— ¢ﬁ (Soei + Sw2) (41)
. 0
= Tps d4§[\/det@+7:)—|C2/\7-']—Tﬁ (Soei + Swz)
- N g %kfdn drrz2 4172 (42)

2rla’

Again, primes denote derivatives with respecttandTpz = 1/(27)3’?. The
equations of motion for andz are identical to those from the hard-wall case,
implying that the solution and gauge choice faandz respectively will directly
apply to this computation. The systematics of khdependence in the transverse
space, and those minimal area in 4d spacetime, factorispletety and seem not
to influence each other.

Using the solution for, the total action simplifies to become

BN . nk Z—-2
Srotal = 55 smWfdn dz cost [T] (43)

Integrating over & n (z€ [0, L] & n € [0, 21]), using the boundary conditions
for r & zto eliminatez,, and taking the limit wher®,, & the ratioR;/R,, both
become very large, the total action to leading order is esqwe as

N . nk L2
Srotal = > SN [(RS -R) + m] (44)
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Calculation of the string width provides a result of the sdoren as for the
hard-wallAdS, and ultimately the fundamental string case.

ra

wp = N'SinZk log[R:/R;] (45)
= 2oy log[R1/Ry] (46)

The equivalent calculation in the KS background providesriag width of
the exact same form; namedy 1/0y. It seems from these calculations, and a
generalised calculation, that the string widths in a congrbackground will be
of the general form of the reciprocal of the string tensioor & generak & K/,
the ratio becomes

(47)
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