arXiv:1808.01182v2 [hep-th] 8 Aug 2018

MExGlue De-Mess-ed (or M-Theory Exotic Scalar
Glueball Decays to Mesons at Finite Coupling)

Vikas Yadav* and Aalok Misral

Department of Physics,
Indian Institute of Technology Roorkee, Roorkee 247667, India

Abstract

Using the pull-back of the perturbed type ITA metric corresponding to the perturbation of [1]’s
M-theory uplift of [2]’s UV-complete top-down type IIB holographic dual of large-N thermal QCD,
at finite coupling, we obtain the interaction Lagrangian corresponding to exotic scalar glueball(Gg)-
p/m-meson interaction, linear in the exotic scalar glueball and up to quartic order in the 7 mesons.
In the Lagrangian the coupling constants are determined as (radial integrals of) [1]’s M-theory
uplift’s metric components and six radial functions appearing in the M-theory metric perturbations.
Assuming Mg > 2M,, we then compute p — 27,Gg — 2m,2p, p + 27 decay widths as well as the
direct and indirect (mediated via p mesons) Gg — 4n decays. For numerics, we choose fO[1710]
and compare with previous calculations. We emphasize that our results can be made to match PDG
data (and improvements thereof) exactly by appropriate tuning of some constants of integration
appearing in the solution of the M-theory metric perturbations and the p and m meson radial profile

functions - a flexibility that our calculations permits.
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1 Introduction

The non-abelian nature of QCD makes it possible to form color-neutral bound states of gauge
bosons known as glueballs (gg, ggg, etc). In pure Yang-Mills theory these are the only possible

JPC where J denotes total

particle states. Glueballs are represented by quantum numbers
angular momentum, P denotes parity, and C denotes charge conjugation. Their spectrum has
been studied in detail in lattice gauge theory. Despite the theoretical proof of existence of
glueballs their experimental identification remains difficult. This difficulty in the identification
arises mainly becasue of lack of information about coupling of glueballs with quark-antiquark
states in strongly coupled QCD. Lattice simulation of QCD provides a reliable means of studying
the glueballs, but lattice simulation of QCD with dynamical quarks are notoriously difficult.

Lattice QCD predicts the mass of the lightest scalar glueball to be around 1600-1800 MeV.

In this paper we have obtained the decay width for ‘exotic’ scalar glueball by explicitly
computing the couplings between scalar glueballs and mesons by using [1]’s M-theory uplift of
[2]’s type IIB holographic dual of large-N thermal QCD at finite gauge coupling. In the past
few decades AAS/CFT correspondence [3] and its generalization - gauge/gravity duality - has
been used extensively to study non-supersymmetric gauge field theories. The AdS/CFT(gauge-
gravity duality) establishes a map between correlation functions of gauge invariant composite
operators with large N, and large 't Hooft coupling to perturbations of certain backgrounds in
classical(super-)gravity. Gauge/gravity duality has been used to compute glueball and meson
spectra in large N, QCD.

In the past decade, (glueballs and) mesons have been studied extensively to gain new insights
into the non-perturbative regime of QCD. Various holographic setups such as soft-wall model,
hard wall model, modified soft wall model, etc. amongst the bottom-up approaches and the
Sakai-Sugimoto model, have been used to obtain the glueball and meson spectra[8] and study
interaction between them. Let us very briefly summarize the recent work done by our group
in this context. In [6], we initiated a top-down G-structure holographic large-N thermal QCD
phenomenology at finite gauge coupling and finite number of colors, in particular from the
vantage point of the M theory uplift of the delocalized SYZ type ITA mirror of the top-down UV
complete holographic dual of large- N thermal QCD of [2], as constructed in [1]. We calculated up
to (N)LO in N, masses of 07 077, 0~", 17" and 27 glueballs, and found very good agreement
with some of the lattice results on the same. In [7] we continued by evaluating the spectra of

(pseudo-)vector and (pseudo-)scalar mesons and compared our results with [8], [9] and [10].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give a brief introduction
to a variety of topics like [2]’s type IIB holographic dual of large-N thermal QCD, its SYZ
type IIA mirror and its subsequent M-theory uplift as worked out in [1], SU(3)-structure of



type IIB/A and G5 structure of M theory uplift and a discussion on why in the MQGP limit the
gauge theory is essentially 241 dimensional with gluonic bound states (glueballs) and the lightest
vector and pseudo-scalar mesons. Section 3 is on obtaining the EOMs and their solutions for the
six scalar functions relevant to exotic 07 glueball M theory metric perturbations. In Section
4 via two sub-sections, mesons arising from the Kaluza-Klein reduction of gauge fields on the
world volume of the flavor D6-branes, and in particular their radial profile functions appearing
in the same, are discussed. Section 5 is devoted to obtaining the exotic scalar glueball-meson
interaction Lagrangian up to linear order in the glueball and up to quartic order in the meson
fields. In Section 6, decay widths corresponding to G — 2, 2p, p + 2, 470, 27% + 27 as well
as p — 2w are obtained. Finally, Section 7 has a discussion on the results obtained. There are

three appendices to supplement the main text.

2 Background: Large-N Thermal QCD at Finite Gauge Coupling
from M-Theory

In this section, we will provide a lightning review of the type IIB background of [2] - a UV
complete holographic dual of large- N thermal QCD - discuss the 'MQGP’ limit of [1] along with
the motivation for considering this limit, issues as discussed in [1] pertaining to construction
of delocalized S(trominger) Y (au) Z(aslow) mirror and approximate supersymmetry along with
(an appendix-supplemented) discussion on the SYZ mirror in fact being independent of angular
delocalization, construction explicit SU(3) and G9 structures respectively of type 1IB/IIA and
M-theory uplift as constructed for the first time in [12], [13].

Let us start with the UV-complete holographic dual of large-N thermal QCD as constructed
in Dasgupta-Mia et al [2]. To include fundamental quarks at non-zero temperature in the
context of type IIB string theory, the authors of [2] considered N D3-branes placed at the
tip of six-dimensional conifold, M D5-branes wrapping the vanishing S? and M D5-branes
distributed along the resolved S? placed at anti-podal points relative to the M D5-branes. Let
us denote the average D5/D5 separation by R /D5 On the gravity side, the domain of the
radial coordinate, in [2], is divided into the IR, the IR-UV interpolating region and the UV with
the D5-branes placed at the outer boundary of the IR-UV interpolating region /inner boundary of
the UV region. Roughly, 7 > R ;5 55, would be the UV. The Ny D7-branes are holomorphically
embedded via Ouyang embedding in the resolved conifold geometry in the brane construction.
They are present in the UV, the IR-UV interpolating region and they dip into the (confining)
IR (but do not touch the D3-branes with the shortest D3 — D7 string corresponding to the
lightest quark). In addtion, Ny D7-branes are present in the UV and the UV-IR interpolating
region. This brane construct ensures UV conformality and chiral symmetry breaking in the IR.



Let us understand this in some more detail. In the UV, one has SU(N + M) x SU(N + M)
color gauge group and SU(Ny) x SU(Ny) flavor gauge group. There occurs a partial Higgsing of
SU(N+M)x SU(N + M) to SU(N +M) x SU(N) as one goes from r > Rps 55 to 1 < Rps 55
[14]. The reason is that in the IR, the D5-branes are integrated out resulting in the reduction of
the rank of one of the product gauge groups (which is SU(N +number of D5—branes) x SU(N +
number of D5 — branes); the number of D5-branes drops off in the IR to zero). By the same
token, the D5-branes are integrated in the UV resulting in the conformal Klebanov-Witten-like
SU(M+N)xSU(M+ N) color gauge group [5]. The two gauge couplings, gsu () and gsu(w),

were shown in [4] to flow logarithmically and oppositely via: 472 | + 5t e? ~
IsU(N+M) Isu(N)
7, 4m? <9§U(11V+M) — ggUl(N)> e ~ ﬁfSQ By. One thus sees that fSQ By, in the UV, is the

obstruction to obtaining conformality which is why M D5-branes were included in [2] to cancel
the net Db5-brane charge in the UV. Further, the N; flavor D7-branes which appear in the
dilaton profile, enter the RG flow of the gauge couplings. This therefore needs to be annulled by
N; D7-branes which is the reason for their inclusion in the UV in [2]. The RG flow equations for
the gauge coupling gsu(n+ar) - corresponding to the gauge group of a relatively higher rank - can
be used to show that the same flows towards strong coupling, and the SU(N) gauge coupling
flows towards weak coupling. One can show that the strongly coupled SU(N + M) is Seiberg
dual to weakly coupled SU(N — (M — Ny)); the addition of the flavor branes hence decelerates
the reduction in the rank of the gauge group under Seiberg duality. One then performs a Seiberg
duality cascade such that N decreases to 0 but there is a finite M left at the end. One will thus
be left with an SU(M) gauge theory with N; flavors which confines in the IR. It was the finite
temperature version of this SU(M) gauge theory that was looked at by the authors of [2]. So,
at the end of the duality cascade in the IR, number of colors N, is identified with M, which
in the ‘MQGP limit’ can be tuned to equal 3. The number of colors N, = Neg(r) + Meg(r),
where Neg(r) = fBase of Resolved Warped Deformed Conifold £'5 and Mg = fSS Fy (the S% being dual to
ey A (sinbhdby A dpy — Bysinfy A dgs), wherein By is an asymmetry factor defined in [2], and
ey = dibt-cos 0y doy+cos 0y dey) where Fy(= Fy—7Hs) oc M(r) = 1—%, a>1][15].
Further, the flavor group SU(Ny) x SU(Ny), is broken in the IR to SU(Ny) because the IR has
only Ny D7-branes. The gravity dual is given by a resolved warped deformed conifold wherein
the D3-branes and the D5-branes are replaced by fluxes in the IR, and the back-reactions are

included in the warp factor and fluxes.



It was argued in [12] that the length scale on the gravity side in the IR will be given by:

L~ VMN} (Z > NrMnfmnm)) (Z > N;Mpglpm)) givar

m>0 n>0 >0 p>0

PN

1
1
= N} <Z 3 N]’ZLM"fmn(A)> <Z 3 N}Mpglp(A)> Lys, (1)
m>0 n>0 1>0 p>0

which implies that in the IR, relative to KS, there is a color-flavor enhancement of the length
scale. Hence, in the IR, even for N'® = M = 3 and N; = 2 (light flavors) upon inclusion of
higher order terms in M and Ny, L > Lks(~ Lplanck) in the MQGP limit involving g, < 1,
implying that the stringy corrections are suppressed and one can trust supergravity calculations.

Hence, the type IIB model of [2] make it an ideal holographic dual of thermal QCD because:
(i) it is UV conformal (Landau poles are absent), (ii) it is IR confining with required chiral
symmetry breaking in the IR, (iii) the quarks transform in the fundamental representation of

flavor and color groups, and (iv) it is defined for the full range of temperature - both low and
high.

In [1], the authors considered the following limit:

M2
MQGP limit : %

< 1,9,N > 1, finite g,, M. (2)

The motivation for considering the MQGP limit which was discussed in detail in [12], is sum-
marized now. The usual AdS/CFT limit involves gyy — 0, N — oo such that the 't Hooft
coupling g2N is very large. However, for strongly coupled thermal systems like sQGP, this
limit is not relevant as it is expected that gyy is finite, and N, = 3 [33]. From the discussion
in the paragraph preceding (1), one recollects that at the end of the Seiberg duality cascade in
the IR, N, = M. Note that in the MQGP limit (2), M can be set to equal 3. Further, in the
MQGP limit, g < 1. The finiteness of gs requires one to construct the M theory uplift of [2].
These were precisely the reasons for coining ‘MQGP limit’ in [1]. In fact this was the reason why
the type ITA mirror was first constructed in [1] a la delocalized Strominger-Yau-Zaslow mirror

symmetry, and then its M-theory uplift obtained in the same paper.

In order to be able to implement quantum mirror symmetry a la SYZ [16], one needs a special
Lagrangian (sLag) T fibered over a large base. Defining delocalized T-duality/local T3(z, y, 2)
coordinates [1]:

z = Vhahisin(0)) (o1, y = Vhahisin{@s) () s, z = /I (r)hiy, (3)

it was shown in [13, 18] that the aforementioned T° is the T*invariant sLag of [17] for a de-
formed /resolved conifold. Hence, the local T of (3) is the sLag needed to effect the construction
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of the SYZ mirror.

In the ‘delocalized limit’ [19] ¢ = (1)), under the transformation:

sin Oy doo cos(1p)  sin(y)) sin Oy dops
( db, ) - ( —sin(y) cos(v) ) ( db, ) ’ 4

and an appropriate shift in v, it was shown in [1] that one introduces a local isometry along 1
in the resolved warped deformed conifold in the gravity dual in [2]; of course this is not true
globally.

Now, to be able to construct the SYZ mirror, one also needs to ensure a large base of the
T3(z,y, z) fibration. This is effected via: [20]:

di — dip + f1(61) cos 61d0; + f2(0s) cos Oadbs,
do1a — dpro — f12(01,2)dbh 2, (5)

for appropriately chosen large values of fi4(6;2). The guiding priciple behind choosing such
large values of f12(6;2), as given in [1], is that one requires the metric obtained after SYZ-
mirror transformation applied to the non-Kéhler resolved warped deformed conifold to be like
like a non-Kéhler warped resolved conifold at least locally. This was explicitly demonstrated in
[12] and appropriate values of f; () 2) obtained therein.

The aforementioned delocalization procedure used to construct the type IIA mirror of the
UV-complete [2]’s type IIB holographic dual of large-N thermal QCD a la SYZ triple-T-duality
prescription and its M-theory uplift as worked out in [1], is in fact, not restricted to fixed-1
mirrors. To understand this, let us look at the example of the mirror of a D5-brane wrapping
the resolved S? with fluxes as studied in [21]. In the large-complex structure limit and after
a fixed-¢ coordinate rotation, the SYZ mirror was found in [21] to be D6-brane wrapping a
non-Kéhler deformed conifold. As shown in (section 6 of) [21], an explicit Gy structure can be
constructed in terms of which the M-theory uplift of the type IIA mirror could be rewritten,
which is valid V4. Hence, the type ITA mirror in Sec. 6 of [21] obtained from arbitrary-1
M theory metric, will be the same as the fixed-¢) type ITA mirror of Sec. 5 of [21] that was
obtained using delocalization. Thus, the fixed 1 value chosen to effect the abovementioned
delocalized SYZ mirror, could simply be replaced by an arbitrary ¢, implying the type ITA
mirror is effectively free of delocalization. The details of the this example, as worked out in [21],
are summarized in Appendix A. Let us understand what SYZ mirror transformation via triple
T-duality does to the brane construct. A single T-duality along a direction orthogonal to the
D3-branes world volume, e.g., z of T3(x,y, z), yields D4 branes that are straddling a pair of
N S5-branes with world-volume coordinates, let us say, denoted by (6, x) and (62, y). A second
T-duality along = and a third T-duality along y would yield a Taub-NUT space from each of
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the two N.S5-branes [22]. The D7-branes yield D6-branes which get uplifted to Kaluza-Klein
monopoles in M-theory [23] which also involve Taub-NUT spaces. Globally, one expects the
eleven-dimensional uplift would involve a seven-fold of Gs-structure, analogous to the uplift of

D5-branes wrapping a two-cycle in a resolved warped conifold [24].

We will now briefly review G = SU(3), Ga-structures of the holographic type IIB dual of
2], its delocalized type ITA SYZ mirror and its M-theory uplift constructed in [1]. In [18], it
was shown that the five SU(3) structure torsion classes, in the MQGP limit, were given by
(schematically):

—37

e 1 2 1
Tsts €W @ Wo & W & Wiy & W ~ N (9:N)* T @ \/g.Ne ™ @ —2 & ——(6)

wherein (r ~ €3), such that:
2
3
in the UV-IR interpolating region/UV, implying a Klebanov-Strassler-like supersymmetry [25].

W =w; (7)

Locally, around ¢, ~ #, Oy ~ N%, the type ITA torsion classes of the delocalized SYZ type ITA
5 10

mirror metric, were worked out in [12] to be:

_1 _1 1 _1 _1
Ty € Wo@Ws@ Wy Ws~ ya0: "N @ gs "N ™% @ gy "N @ gs *N1o 0 y Wy @ Wy @ Wy

fine tuning:y~0
ne tuning:~y %W4@W5. (8)

Further,
W4 ~ %GWE, s (9)

indicative of supersymmetry after constructing the delocalized SYZ mirror.

Apart from quantifying the departure from SU(3) holonomy due to intrinsic contorsion arising
from the NS-NS three-form H, via the evaluation of the SU(3) structure torsion classes, to
our knowledge for the first time in the context of holographic thermal QCD at finite gauge
coupling in [12]:

(i) the existence of approximate supersymmetry of the type IIB holographic dual of [2] in the
MQGP limit near the coordinate branch 8; = 6, = 0 was explicitly shown, which apart from the
existence of a special Lagrangian three-cycle, is essential for construction of the local SYZ type
ITA mirror;

(ii) it was shown that the large-N suppression of the deviation of the type IIB resolved warped
deformed conifold from being a complex manifold, is lost on being duality-chased to type ITA,
and that a fine tuning in W™ can ensure that the local type ITA mirror is complex;

(iii) for the local type ITA SU(3) mirror, the possibility of surviving approximate supersymmetry
was explicitly shown which is essential as SYZ mirror is supersymmetric.
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We can get a one-form type ITA potential from the triple T-dual (along x,y, z) of the type
IIB F35 in [1] and using which the following D = 11 metric was obtained in [1] (u = ™):
ITA

ds? = e 55 [gudt® + gps (d2® + dy® + dZ%) + guudu® + ds?4(01.9, 61, 0)]

4p11A 2

te 5 (dazn + AfV 4 AT 4 AF5) (10)

The torsion tensor associated with the (G5 structure of a seven fold, possesses 49 components
and can be split into torsion components as:

T=Tig+ 1700+ T4+ Th (11)

where 77 is a function and gives the 1 component of T'. We also have 1%, which is a 1-form and
hence gives the 7 component, and, Ty4 € A2, gives the 14 component. Further, Ty is traceless

symmetric, and gives the 27 component. Writing T; as W;, we can split W as
W =W, @& W;® Wiy @ Wy (12)

From [26], we see that a Gy structure can be defined as:

2p11A

1
c 7¢11Afabc€abc +e ¢3 JA exlo’ (13)

AB
Py = ngBce =e

where A, B,C' =1,...,6,10;a,b,¢c,= 1, ...,6, and fapc are the structure constants of the imagi-
nary octonions. Using the same, the G-structure torsion classes were worked out in [12] around

0, ~ -1+, 0y ~ — (schematically):
N5 NT10

1 1

@
(gsN)*  (gsN)

Hence, the approach of the seven-fold, locally, to having a G5 holonomy (WlG ? = WQG ? = WgG =
W2 = 0) is accelerated in the MQGP limit.

T, € Wit e W2 ~ (14)

=
W=

As stated earlier, the global uplift to M-theory of the type I1B background of [2] is expected
to involve a seven-fold of Gy structure (not Ga-holonomy due to non-zero M theory four-form
fluxes). It is therefore extremely important to be able to see this, at least locally. It is in
this sense that the results of [1] are of great significance as one explicitly sees in the context of
holographic thermal QCD at finite gauge coupling, though locally, the aforementioned Gs
structure having worked out the non-trivial Go-structure torsion classes.

Let us now argue that in the MQGP limit, apart from the gluon-bound states, i.e. glueballs,
and the light (p/7) mesons, all other scalar mesons are integrated out. As per [32], supersymme-
try can be broken by imposing anti-periodic boundary conditions for fermions along the z°-circle



(which at finite temperature has periodicity given by the reciprocal of the Hawking tempera-
ture). This is expected to generate fermionic masses of the order of the reciprocal of the S}
radius R,, and scalar masses of the order of i’% We will now argue that R,, is very small im-
plying scalar mesons (apart from the lightest p-vector and pionic pseudo—scalar mesons) are very
heavy and are hence integrated out, and effectively the 3+1-dimensional QCD-like theory thus
reduces to 241 dimensions. From (B3), one sees that Working with a near-horizon coordinate

X : r—rh+x, < 1, GMdr? —dX F..(ry) = dp* or x = w Thus:

2

_ G%dtQ + G%er — —Gi\f /(Th)4Frr( )

dt* + dp® = =47 R’ dt® + dp”. (15)

We therefore read off the radius of the temporal direction:

1+ 952 Th
Fon, = \/%mﬂ ~ Tp ~ XV Frrlm) ~ VXVT. (16)

One hence sees that R,, is very small implying heavy scalar mesons, and hence the assertion.

3 Glueballs from M-theory metric perturbations

To start off our study of glueball decays into meson, we first need to understand how glueballs
are obtained in the M-theory background. Glueballs are gauge invariant composite states in the
Yang-Mills theory and their duals corresponds to the supergravity fluctuations in the near horizon
geometry of brane solutions. The M-theory metric for D=11 was written out in (10). Here g4
and ¢4 corresponds to the metric components and dilaton in type IIA string background
respectively; A’s are the one form potential in type IIA background. The M-theory metric
components up to NLO in N near 6; = aglN_%, 0y = OéegN_%, ¢12 = 0/2m, whereat an
explicit G5 structure was worked out in [12], are given in (B3). The general M-theory metric
fluctuations corresponding to ‘exotic’ scalar glueball with JP¢ = 0** in terms of the three

dimensional spacetime z!, 2% x® can be written following [31],[34] as:

hy = Q1(T)G%GE(371,55271’3)
heyy = —qo T)G%GE(xl,xQ,xg)
1.2 .3
hea = qalr 8“GE<”3’:C’“T) a=1,23

M? ’

)Gaa
<Q4(T)T]ab—Q5( )?\}2 )GE(x 72 ;p3) b=1,2,3
)G

hay = GM

%,11GE($1$2$3)

h11,11 = 616(7”
(17)
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Here Gg(z!, 2%, 23) is the glueball field in the 241 dimensional spacetime and, M is the mass
of the glueball. The explicit expression for functions g;—; 2, ¢ can be obtained by solving their
EOM’s obtained from 11-D action. The 11-d action, using [ C5 A G4 A G4 = 0 [1], is given as:

1
Siy = [ d'ay/—detg <R— 5 ><4'|G4|2>,
the first order perturbation of whose EOM yields:
RO =L (g h g ek Lon  wigase . qu o Py N g
MN 12 M QR N PPs 3 NPQg PP N 12 MN | -

Here, hatted letters like M, N etc go from 0 to 10 while, RE\;[)N is perturbed part of the Ricci
tensor. Putting in the expressions for each of the components following coupled eom’s were
obtained?,

R |t, t]

2 (6a*log(r) + r?)
(2log(r) + 1) (r2 — 3a?)

" (r) +aq'(r) (r

384167‘(‘3/27“&;2 (6a”log(r) + 1)

) 2/5
© 5248873/2r2(21og(r) + 1)ag af, (r? — a?) { <N)

+177147\/6953/2MNJ£0421 <12a2 log”(r) (—27a® + 157> 4+ 1) — 3a®r + 721log”(r) (9a* — a’r?)

3a’r N Ayt N 5
54a* + 15a2r2 + 1% > —rrpt 1

+ 1Og(r) (_216(14 + 72a%r? — 6a’r + 47»3) + T‘3>

Arg,(KY) 2N (6a® +12)  3gs3(K*') 2log NM?N;log(r) (6a® + r?
oy [T 2N (60 £ 7%)  303(7) *log NN logtr) (60 +4%)) _ »
4 (9a2 + r2) (1_7"_Z> A (rt —rpt) (9a? 4 r?)
Defining:
2/5
a, = 243\/%)2 (90 — 1) g**M ()" Ny, log”(r2) (5w — 54b4+(f5b2+1) b +5
e 73/2 (3b2 — 1) 045’2 21y,
" (60% + 1) g, K'? (1672N — 3g,2log(N)M2N;log(ry))
167 (90 + 1) 143
bl = 17 (20)

here term 5R[M, ]\7] represents the EOM corresponding to coordinates M, N.
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the ¢1(r) EOM, near r = r,,, can be written as:

W)+ (0+ ) 00) + ) =0 (21)

1
(r—rp)

whose solution is given by:

q(r)=e4" <cl U (1 — %, La(r — Th)) + ¢ qlLZ—f—l(al(T — Th))>. (22)

ay

Cq g€ Nk e rh a a
di(r) =~ + v oatonton) + a0 (1= 2 ) 4 (0 = aput® (2 2
r-rr(1-2) r(1-2) a @

+2a1 + azlog(r — ry,) — as + 2fya2> — a1Cy (L%,l(()) + L%_Q(O)) r (1 — %)> +0 (('r’ — rh)l) , (23)

a1

we conclude that to be able to impost Neumann boundary condition at r = r,,: ¢j(r,) = 0, one

requires to set ¢y 4, = 0 and

(_% i 1) — —n,n € ZTU{0}. (24)

We shall choose n = 1, implying a; = %,

So:

agr

as(r — Th)) + 4cleTh(—a2r + agry + 2) + 2026%) .
(25)

agry

]_ aor
G (r~rp) = 561_% <0267(a2(rh —7r)+2)Fi <

N —

Again, setting ¢y 4, = 0:

1 3
gagclql (r —rp)* + —agclql (r —mp)* — dagey,, (r —rp) +4ci, +O(r — 'r’h)4. (26)

(J1(7“N7“h):— 5

Further, using (43), ¢1 4, =0, i.e.:
q(r ~ry) =0. (27)
In the UV, defining:
3/2 2/5
213 () el
21320

397" log(N)log(r) MUV NYY
16 — - :
N

=5

B = EmOQThQ
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g (r) +

o

(19) reduces to:

ala'(r) , 18lai(r)

, =0 (29)

q"(r) +

whose solution is given as:

5 (leel+ [l =1]=1) . .
1)* VALl 1 2iy/
0 (r) = (—) (Cze Y <§(|Ial—1|+1);||a|—1|+1;7r|ﬁ|>

r

wl—1] _llal—1 . _llal=1] ;
0127% |/8| a (%) 2 KW < \/TF')
T

We conclude that for the solution to vanish in the UV region one requires ¢; = 0, then the

. (30)

solution can be approximated as:

3\/§ggvg/2m02MUVN}]Vrh2a§1 mo2r,2
- 1673/2N2/543 - 12 1
_ UV &)
@ (r — rov) = ¢y, s + |- (31)

R [x!, x|

100gs N7 (r? + 6a?) 75953 log NM?Ny (r? + 6a?) log(r)
o (L) ) 7 5

q1(r)

75953 log NM2Ny (r? + 6a%)log(r) ~ 200g;N7 (r* + 6a?) )
27 (rt — rp?) (r? + 9a?) (rt —rpt) (r2 + 9a?) air

5 68260644 (54a°45) (r,*—10000) log(10)  30876125(12a%+1)(r,*—6561) log(9)
121Ba'g 20 (7 + 6a7) (SR )G eslt) _ (i) (ol e

+ —
< 5log NOMZr3/2r2 (12 + 9a2) (1 - 27

1

r2

(r2 —3a?) (r?2 + 6a?) (r2 + 9a2) (r* — rp*) (2log(r) + 1)

x {2 lyﬂ (648a°r* — 9a™ (177" — 13r,") + a® (27r%r,* — 75r°) — 6r° + 211, )

+21log(r) (324a® (r* +ri*) + a* (997%r,* — 1350%) + a® (3r*ry* — 510%) — 47‘10)] }) qs(r)

2 9 2 B 2T(r2+6a2)
(T) 8Th4 (7’ + 9a ) <r2+9a2 (r24-9a2)? N 4 (T2 + 6a2 log(r))
5 (1 _ ﬁ) 72 + 6a? r(r? —3a?) (2log(r) + 1)

13



1 1\2/5
- N 177147v3¢,* M N (r3—3 ’r+ 172 (9a* — a*r?) log?
13122v/273/272 (r2 — 3a2) (21log(r) + 1)a, of, {(N) ( ! ! a’r +72 (9a" — a’r®) log(r)

+12a° (1577 + r — 27a%) log?(r) + (—216a* + 72a*r* — 6a®r + 4r%) 1og(r)) af,

12 75952 log NNy M? 25
3/2,. (1.2 2 7 1z gs~ 1og f
+19208v27%/ 2y (r* + 6a” log(r)) 0492> } + . < 64(K) 2Ny + o) 271) @ (r)
(_ 8rp,t n 6a2r _ 4(r2+6a2log(r)) _ E)
ro—rrp? r4+15a2r24-54a* r(r2—3a?)(2log(r)+1) T

25
+2¢3'(r) + < 2(K1) 2

1 1\*?
n 25 (—)
26244v/2(K1) 273/2r2 (r2 — 3a?) (2log(r) + 1)aj af, { N

X <177147\/?_>gs3/2MNf [rs — 3a’r + 72 (9a* — b?r?r),%) log®(r) + 124 (150 + r — 27a?) log*(r)

+ (—216a" + 72a*r* — 6a°r + 4r*) log(r)

af, +19208v27% 27 (1% + 6a® log(r)) a52> }) q4' (1)

2 9 9 o . 2T(7’2+6b2’l“h2)
1 487,% 6 (r + 9% ) (T2+9b2rh2 (r249b2r;,2)2 ) 24 (T2 + 6b%r),2 log(r)) n 9
12 | 5 (1 _ ﬂ,;) T2 + 6b%7r),2 r(r?2 —3b%r,2) (2log(r) +1) r
1 ( 1 )2/5
26244v/273/272 (r2 — 3a?) (2log(r) + 1)ag o | \ NV
X <177147\/?_>gs3/2MNf {r3 — 3a’r + 72 (9a* — a®r?) log®(r) + 124 (15r° + r — 27a?) log?(r)
4 2,2 2 3 8 3/2, (.2 2 7 / 25¢4" (r)

+ (=216a* + 72a%r® — 6a’r + 4r°) log(r) | o, + 19208v27%/ 2 (r* + 6a”log(r)) o, g5’ (r) — NOR =0.

(32)
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Defining:

2044
V32 =
B3
243V/66? (90 ~1)g. >/ 2 M (& )*/* Ny oy, log? (rn) —486b°+261b6%+90b%+7
g 7r3/2(3l72—1)0¢22 + —162bS7r), +9b%r), +12b27), +1),
Y33 = —
B3
o 100&261q4
V51 = 7
2 —11346% 420764 +138b2 +11 243‘/6172(%2’1)953/2”[(%)2/5Nf“§1 log? (rp,)
54bdry, +1562r, +ry ﬂ3/2a32
25@201(14 —3@2 - 302—1
Y52 = K12
~25(6b% + 1) gsCh,, (395°log(N)M?Nylog(ry) — 167%N)
s = 2 (97b? 4+ ) rp3
25gsc1,, (54b4(2a27’h +3) + b%(30aary, + 33) + 2asry, + 3) (167r2N — 3gs%log(N)M?Ny 1og(7’h))
V56 = )

A7 (962 4 1)% rpt

(32) near r = ry, can be written as:

¢'(r 2q5(r Y51 + V55 + V32
qs"(r) + (r) + (r) + V52 + V56 + V33 + =0,
(r—mrp)  rp(r—rp) r—1,
whose solution is given by:
1 1 4\/2¢1, 221, (r —
qs(r ~rp) = ) (2\/501(,5 — V51Th = V55Th — 732”1) + Z(T — ) ( Czlq — V52 — V56 — ’733) - M
Th Th

So, to be able impose Neumann boundary condition ¢i(r = r,) = 0, one needs to set co = 0
and ¢;; = N7, a5 > 0, In the UV region(r > 1), (32) can be approximated as:

0.75 192019.64gVV /2 MUVE N /5y, 2 12.7V 1256.64gYY NV
5" (r) + ——q5'(r) — 3 q5(r) + = - I
r log(N) mg2r? r mo=reTy
3769.91 gVV NSV
+ “ o= (34)

mOQTGT}LQ
whose solution after a large large r and large N expnasion can be written as:

log(N)” /N (0.0196 c5" — 0.0065 c§V')

3/2 3
bigUV 12y puv Py,

gs(r = ruv) =

15



o R [x', 1]

, <2007T95N7“ (6b°rn* 4+ 1) 25g.%log NM?Nyr(4log(r) + 1) (6a® + r2)>

@(r) 21 (r* —rp*) (9a? + 12) 56m (r* — rpt) (9a® + r?)

() < 400mgs Nry* (6a® + %) 259, log NM?Nyr,*(4log(r) + 1) (6a® + r2)>
qi{r -

21 (r* — r14)% (9a2 + 2) 287 (14 — rpt)? (9a2 + 12)

() 25g.% log NM?Nyr(4log(r) + 1) (64 + r%) 400mgs N1 (6a” + 1%)
da i 287 (r* — rp?) (9a2 + r2) 21 (r* — rp*) (9a2 + r2)
4_3/27/35/L 2 2y [ 68260644 (r),* ~10000) log(10)(54a”+5)  30876125(r,* —6561) log(9)(12a*+1)

8V6a'g.** M VN (6a” +r*) ( (100-342)" 9(a2-27)"

+qs3(r) J
857%/2 log N3Mr (9a® +12) (1 - 27 )
1

+

21r (r* — rp?) (21log(r) + 1) (r2 — 3a?) (6a2 + 7r2) (9a? + 12)
x {7614a6r4 —17820a°r* log(r) + 20412a°r,* log(r) + 8910a°r,* + 144ar® + 432ar° log(r)

—216a*r’r,* — 5764 r*r,* log(r) + 393a°r® + 9784%1% log(r) — 489a*r*r,* — 1170a%r*r,* log(r) + 39r'°

+94r" log(r) — 47r°r;,* — 110r°r,* log(’“)} +'(r) = 0. (36)
Defining:
_ 25ay (6% + 1) gsCi,, (16m*N — 3g52log(N)M?Nylog(ry))
= 127 (002 + 1) 12
_ 25as (60* + 1) gser,, (3g5°1og(N)M?Nylog(ry,) — 1672 N)
= 21 (902 + 1) 72
5 = 25 (6b% 4+ 1) gsc1 ¢, (162N — 3g42log(N)M? Ny log(ry))
e 84 (97b? + ) )2
_ 25g5¢1 4, (54b*(agry + 3) + 3b*(Bagry + 13) + agry, + 3) (3gs2log(N) M2 Ny log(ry,) — 1672 N)
e 84m (962 +1)° 13
13
63 - Ea (37)
(36) near r = ry, can be written as:
/ (a1 +ay +71) i B3g3(r)
=0 38
Q3(’f‘)+ (T‘—Th) +(T‘—T‘h)2+ r—r, ) ( )
whose solution is given by:
(o1 4 ay+m) A -5
re~Ty) = — — + Cgy(r — 1) 39
q3( h) By (1 — 63)(T — Th) Q3( h) ( )

To be able to impose Neumann boundary condition at r = ry, one needs to set ¢,, = 0. For ¢; 4,
only ay, P, and 73 gives a non-zero value,
Qg

5 (40)

Q3(7’ ~ Th) =

16



In the UV region (r > ry,), the (36) can be approximated as:

r <r7a32 (18287.517495‘/5/2MUVgN4/5rh2q3 (r) + 1.log(N)5m02rq3'(r)) + gslog(N)5m02N02Uql/

1\ B g
3/2 =3/24,3
(239'35%32 — 177.683¢"" M (N) N?Voaél) r el )
or RV A (4 Ve, o
-V )
+95V10g(N)5m02NC[2JQ‘1/T 2m3/ ‘3‘32 (88841495\/3/2]\4 (N) N}]VT4O[31 4 agZ (5983997’h4 o 119687"4))
(41)
whose solution after taking an expansion around large r and large n can be written as:
0.00654434 log(N)°mo* VN (5 —28V)
gs(r = ryv) = + e (42)

2 1
b4g§]‘/3/ MUV3T7Th2 a3

R [x3, %3]
This yields an EOM for g4(r) which is identical to that for ¢, (r) for both UV and IR region.

oR|r, 1]

¢'(r) =0. (43)

This along with the 0R[t, t| EOM implies that ¢; 4, is vanishingly small. In Section 6, we set it
to zero while calculating decay widths associated with decays of the exotic scalar glueball.

.5R‘[91791]
e o ) (1)
" r)=0. 44
) 216,° M2N* (9a? + 12) log?(r) (10842 + r)2q6< ) (44)
R [02, 6]
3g.2l0g NMNy log(r) (1-27) s
elr) 321N A +q2(r) =0 (45)
.5R‘[01702]

49V/3132/Nr (6a? + 12) (1 — ”:—f) (36a”log(r) + 1) qg(r)
V232932 M Nyay, (9a2 + 72) log(r) (108a2 + r)°

+q2(r) = 0. (46)
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We see that (44) - (46) are identically satisfied by setting ¢2(Z) = ¢s(Z) = 0.

e All other remaining equations 6R[m, n] for (m,n) € {619, z,y, z, 2"} are automatically satisfied

provided:

1 1
(K7 Pas(r) + 2(K) °g5'(r) + ¢1/(r) = 3a4'(r) = 0. (47)
In the IR, near r = ry,, by substituting solutions for ¢s45(Z), one sees that (47) is identically

satisfied.

4 Meson Sector

To start off our study of glueball-meson interaction in the type ITA background we first have to
understand how the mesons are obtained in the theory. The meson sector in the type IIA dual
background of top-down holographic type IIB setup[1] is given by the flavor D6-branes action.
We first need to understand how the D6 branes are embedded in the mirror(constructed in [1])
of the resolved warped deformed conifold of [2]. To obtain the pullback metric and the pullback
NS-NS flux on the D6 branes, we choose the first branch of the Ouyang embedding where
(01,x) = (0,0) and we consider the ‘z’ coordinate as a function of r, i.e z(r)[9]. In [7] a diagonal

2 a3,7,01,0y, 7,7, Z}was used to obtain the mirror of the Ouyang embedding,

metric {t, 2! x
but it turns out that the embedding conditions remains same even with the nondiagonal basis

{t, 2", 2% 2% 7 0;, 05,2,y 2} . For 6 = agp, N5 and 65 = g, N1 one will assume that the

embedding of the D6-brane will be given by ¢ : 316 <t,R1’2,r, Oy ~ E%,y) — M9, effected
10

by: z = z(r). As obtained in [7] one sees that z=constant is still a solution and by choosing

z = £C7, one can choose the D6/ D6-branes to be at “antipodal” points along the z coordinate.

As done in [9] after redefining (r,z) in terms of new variables (Y,Z):

r=rpeVY T
A
z = Carctan — (48)

Y

the constant embedding of the D6(D6)-branes corresponds to z = 5 for C = 1 for D6-branes and

z = —% for C = —1 for Dé6-branes, both corresponding to Y = 0. Vector mesons are obtained
by considering gauge fluctuations of a background gauge field along the world volume of the
embedded flavor D6 branes. Turning on a gauge field fluctuation F %3 about a small background

18



gauge field FO— and the backround i*(g + B). This implies:
3
Str \/—dettle,;Z’gz’y <i*(g + B) + (Fo + F)%) - 0 <02 — ;91% )

3
= \/—detq, , (i*(g + B)) Str\/dett,Rl,Q,Z <i*(g +B)+ (Fo + F)%)
Y =0

— /deteyy (g T B)yJdet, i 4 (i7g)Stx (12 - [(z’*g)*l ((Fo " F%)] N ) 2
i (19)

Picking up terms quadratic in F:

Tp, (2mar)? 71'L2 0, \ _
SHA — % - Str / dxdZdf>dys | 0y — Yo ‘1’\/ detg,, (t*(g + B)) \/dett g2 7(t*9)g" Flpg” Fyy,
(50)

Here +*g and +* B is the pull back metric and the pull back NS-NS flux on the D6-brane respec-
tively. Writing the Klauza-Klein modes for the gauge fields in a 241 dimensional minkowski

spacetime consisting of 213 as,

=S (2) =123
n=1

=)
n=0

(51)

one obtains:

y
e Z<V2< 2B F g (2)0(Z) + Vi 2o o it + V1(Z)B,7" 0" G

_Vl(Z)auﬂnp(m)uﬁbn@Z)m - Vi(Z) uﬂ-mpnuﬁbm@bn) (52)
writing terms quadratic in 1):
= [ 2 S (ADED O 202 D )5
where,
o [ LA g,
V = —TD62<27T04 )2 (ﬁ) /dyd¢925 (92 - W)
Vi(2) = 2Vhg? e [~deti,, (i*(g + B))y/detaz, 2(i%)
(54)

Vo(Z) = he [ ~dety, , (*(g + B))y/detgrz, 2(i%)

19



Now, F,.(z*,|Z]) = Z 0[pr] w (Z) = ﬁ’,ﬁﬁ)wn(Z). The EOM satisfied by p,(z")™ is:
Oy F +8 log \ /G w127 F = M%n)p’(’n). After integrating by parts once, and utilizing
the EOM for p, ), one ertes :

/ dPrdZ (—2V2(Z)M§m)wf;ﬂm+12( )WW“) pi) plm), (55)

which yields the following equations of motion:

d

b+ 7 (M2l ) + (2 My = 0. (56)

The normalization condition of v,, are given as
V/dZ Vo Z) Ypthm = S
4 2
Thus the action for vector meson part for all n > lcan be wriiten as

m2
- [ S (G R B, 5)

To normalize the kinetic term for 7", we impose the normalization condition for all n corre-

sponding to 7" which ranges from 0 to oo

v
3 /dZ VI(Z) Gntdm = Onm (59)

From 57, it is seen that we can choose ¢, = m,, Ly, for allm > 1. Forn =0 corresponding to ¢

we choose its form such as it is orthogonal to v, for all n > 1. By writing ¢ = %, we have

(60, 6a) ox / 47 Copp =0

Thus the cross component in (52) vanishes for n = 0, and the remaining cross components can

be absorbed in the pj; by following a specific gauge transformation given as,
pp = pp+m, ' 0,m"

Then the action becomes

1
_/de [23 7O H0 +Z(4 n n) ) T’; an)p(n)u)]’ (60)

n>1
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4.1 Radial Profile Function ¢,(Z) for p-Meson

Up to NLO in N:

1 5/ 1 47 47 5/ 1 o 2
7)) = My —N — 1124/ — 81
Vi(Z) 10872log Na21a§2{ \ yNre e < \ v @, +8lap,

log (rhez) (3 log (rhez) (Sa2 (gst (810g(N)rheZ — 1) + 327Trhez> — QgsttheQZ> + 3a*(gs(log(N) — 3) Ny + 47)

—216a>gs Nyrne” log? (rhez> + 2r,%e*? (gslog(N)N; + 471')) }7 (61)
and
1
7) = MN3SN (815N 2 49 2)
VQ( ) 547T10g NT]—LQOZ:;I 0432 {g f \/_OZGI + a@g

log (rne”) <3a26_2z <(3log (rne”) (gsNy (8log(N)rpe” + 1) + 327rpe”) — gs(log(N) + 3) Ny
—7295Nfrhez log? (Thez) — 47T> + 21,2 (gslog(N)Nf — 395Ny log (Thez) + 4#)) } (62)

Hence the Schrodinger-like equation satisfied by ¢(Z) = /V1(Z)¥1(Z) will have a potential

given by (C1). Near the horizon, Z = 0, and the aforemetioned Schrodinger-like equation can
be written as:

w1 1
"Z Z) | —= — ) =
72+ 9(2) (% +ent g) =0, (63)
wherein:
2 2 2 2
w1 = i (mo2 —3b° (mo2 -2))+ 18b%ry, log(rs) — 5rg. M (m;Ni 2) log(rn) + SvagSM]Gh log (rh)y

3bygs M? (mo® — 4) 1 by M7y, log?
+ ng (m02 + T2ry, — 4) — 3621, log(rsn) + V9 (m?V ) og(rn) — 72byg ]Gh 08 (rh)A

_ 4
e

w2

(64)
The solution to (63) is given by:

9(Z) =Ly M (i Z) +Cy p, Wiy,
2wy’ 2wy’

(2i\/wa 7). (65)
Now,
1 o WN .Y
NN +O(N )
= WIW

MNgr2log(ry) (31og(rn) (gs N s (362 (8log(N)ry, —1)—2) 496721, ) +3b2 (g5 (log(N) —3) N g +47) —216b2 g5 Ny, log2 (1), ) +2gslog(N) N p+87)
\/3\/2 log(N)ag, a?
01 %4

vo (N, 71), (66)
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where:

1

=— ! MNip2e et — 1(log(e?
log Na91a§2{ frn e ‘ (log(e™r))

(3(10g(rh) + Z) (36% (gs Ny (8log(N)rpe? — 1) + 327rpe?) — 2g5Npe*?) + 3b% (g5 (log(N) — 3)Ny + 4r)

—216b%gs Nprpe? (log(ry) + Z)? + 2% (gslog(N) Ny + 47r)> } (67)
Thus:
D(Z) =773 |er My (2fnZ) + o s W (2i\/@022) ], (68)
2 /w3’ 2 /w3’

which yields:

)= f\/izr(wl1 )r(m +1> {i02<2\/w_2r( Z\L/dl_ )(W < \/1__%)

2 /w2

265 205

)} )

To ensure that the coefficient of the + term in ¢{(Z ~ 0) vanishes, we set:

+log (2iy/w2) + log(Z) + 27) + (ywg —iwy) T ( ey 2) <¢(0 < w 1) + log (2i4/w2) + log(Z)

1 iwl
_Z =1 70
RSN : (70)

that implies wy = i/wq, and:

0.289vg,M? log(ry,)

mo = 2.479 + 2.911r, log(rs) — N (71)
Further for well-behaved ¢} (Z) near Z = 0 one requires to set ¢y ,, = 0. Therefore:
Cypy \/ /W 22
n(2) =~V e, (1) 2+ Vac i (72
and
UA(Z2) = V2o [ivinZ = V2o, (iViz)”. (73)

To satisfy Neumann boundary condition at Z = 0, one will hence set: ¢; , = ¢y, = N Q>

1. Also, for b = 0.57 wy = O (rh log ry,, #5775, (log rh)2> << 1.
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4.2 Radial Profile Function ¢¢(Z) for m-Meson

Near Z = 0:
Cs
Z) = :
¢0( ) Y (Z)
2 2 2 2
W ks C¢Oo¢91a92 _ ks C¢Oo¢91a92 27\—2C¢0a32 2#2C¢0a32
3(8b242)gs MNy2r, 2 log(ry)  (3b2+42)gslog(N)MN2r,2 81(8b2+42)gslog(N)MNy2r, 2ag, + 243(3b2+2) s MN 27, 2rg, log(rp,)
N Z Z
LUN 7 Cyyto, O, n 21°b%Cyy v0, 0, B 7 Cyo g,
72b2g.21og(N)M N¢r3log(rn) (302 +2) gs M N2ry,2 log(rs) 291602 gs2log(N) M Ny 2r, 3, log(rs)
B 4m*b*Cyy g, n 72Cyo VN Z oy, of, (€l (4log(rh)2 — 6log(rs) + 3) — 12b° (5log(rh)2 + 3log(rn) — 3) — 8log(rs)? + 12)
81 (3b2 + 2)% g. M N7, 209, log(rs) 9(3b2 +2)* g.7/2M N;? log®(rs)

72Cy VN2 9, 03, (432b410g(rh)3 — 18 (3> 4 2) blog(rn) + 3 (36° +2)° + 4 (3b* + 2) (9b* — 150> — 2) log(rh)2)

9 (3b2 + 2)* gslog(rn)* M N ;21,2

Let Z — € — 0. Then, in (74), one can show that the sum of all terms except that of O(N5Z2),

assuming log N > 3| logr;|, vanishes provided:

9 Y/Nay, /log? (1) (log(N) + 3 log(ra))

g, = (75)
V2y/log? (1) (log(N) — 3log(r1))
Therefore: \/_ ) )
0.682249C,,, V/N Z2aq,
¢o(Z ~ 0) = — ¢ b1 762 (76)

gs| log (1) | M N ?r),2
5 Glueball-Meson Interaction Lagrangian

The couplings appearing in the DBI action after ignoring the derivatives and possible indices

can be written as:

GpTr(n?), GpTr(m,[r,p)), GeTr([r,pl?), GeTr(p®), GeTr(p,lp,p)), GeTr(lp,p)*) (77)

The interaction terms written above are generic results for single glueball case. The flavor
structure remains same for the case involving multi-glueball vertices. In subsequent sections we

will be considering the n = 1,0 modes respectively in the KK expansion of A,, Az.

Substituting all the fluctuations for the metric in the D-6 brane action gives us the glueball-
meson couplings. We only consider the interaction terms that are linear in glueball field G,
since we are interested in glueball decays.

The DBI action for D6 branes is written in terms of the 10 dimensional type-IIA metric and
dilaton field. The glueball modes and dilaton field for type-IIA background were obtained in
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terms of 11-D M theory metric perturbations using witten’s relation. The perturbed type-1TA
field components and dilaton are given as,

h
gl =\ JGM (14 o ) GM o+ hy
L 2G11 1
- 5 -
ng{A = G% 11 I+ 1;\;[11 G% + Ny
L 2G11 1 |
5 -
gc{l{A = G{V{ 11 1+ 1}\7411 G% + hap
L 2GY 1 |
- h -
ngcILA = \/ Gi\/ll 11 1 + 1;\7411 G% + hra
L 2GY 1 |
[ hai
gééA = G%,n L+ =57 G%
L 2G1i 1
hii
gggl; =\ G{V{,n L+ =37 Gggy
L 2G1i 1
[TA _ M M 3hi111
90,0, = G11,11 G11,11 1+ oM Ap,e, (78)
11,11

where a,b run from 1 to 3 corresponding to the spatial part of the metric. Substituting all the
expressions for the type ITA metric components gi/4 and the M-theory perturbations hy,y into
the D6-brane DBI action and, working only upto linear order we get three different type of terms
as,

L0,0)0,(h)0r (1) T L0y (10 (h)04(h) T L4105 (00)0, (1) (79)

Here O(h°) represent term wthout any perturbation while O(h) represents term with linear
order in perturbation. In both the terms subscripts d,F,¢ corresponds to part of the inte-
grand of the DBI action from which they are obtained, O, corresponds to term obtained from
\/—det(L* (g + B)), Oy corresponds to the term e~ and, Op corresponds to the term of type
gFgF. Contributions to the interaction lagrangian from these three different terms were obtained

as:

o O4(h?)Or(h°)Oy(h) :
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Here,

2
0y _ M 2.M ITA 2 M M MAM  5/2 ~AMAMAMAM,2 .27
Od(h ) = \/_A9292G11,11 ny - B + 011,11G92y G11G11,11 G22G33GrrGtt The

02y
Op(h?) = 2F% 2F% 22 e 22 N 2F3, 2F3,e2% 2F2,e~2%
G%Gﬁ,nG% G{V{Gﬁ,nG% G{V{G%,MG%T}% Gﬁ,nG%G% G%,UG%G%T% G{V{,MG%G%T}QL
3h
Oy(h) = ———F%7 (80)
4G 11

Putting everything together:

_ M 2~M ITA 2 M M 2 MAM  5/2 AM M AMAM,.2 27
EOd(h“)OF(hO)Oqs(h) = \/*A9202G11,11 ny - B + G11,11G G11G11,11 GG GG e

b2y 02y

(_ 3¢ 270 (2)°qs(2)0umd* nGp(at,a? 2%)  3ie”*1(Z)¢0(2)qs(2) O [m, p*] G (at, 2%, 2?)

) [ 7/4 ) [ 7/4
2GMGMGM T2 aMaMaM |2
3¢ q(Z)4(2)20" 0, Grla 2% 7)) 3¢1(2)2a6(2) Fyu I
QG%G%G%,117/47721 4G%2G%,117/4

o Oy(h°)Or(h*)O4(h) :

Here,
; —3/4
O¢(h0) = Gﬁ,n
On(h?) — 2F2, 2F2, 2FZ, 2F2, 22 2F2,e=27 2F2, %%
G{V{G%,MG% G{V{G%,MG% G%,UG%G% G{V{G%,MG%T}% G%,MG%G%T}QL G%,UG%GMT}%
y 2 7 2 y 5/2 y y hll h22 h33 h’l“T
Oulh) = \/~A0,, G2 Gl — B2+ GH Gl P\ G O PO Gl aH Gl 27 <2GM e
11 22 33 rr
y 2 y 5/2 y y
he | P (200, GHLL G - GYL) VOGN WP GlGHGH G e -
+ —
QG% ) 2 )
2,/ 11 (G, = Ao, G\l ) — B2
implying:
L0, (10)0r (h0)0u(h) =

1 2 2 3 5/2
M M ITA 2 M M M M 52 MM ,2 27
<§\/A9292G11711 ny — B92y + G11711G92y \/G Gll,ll GTTGtt rye

zlzpl

x <3q4(Z) —q1(Z2) — q(Z) - %(Z)a“aH)

2
Mg
2 / 7 2 3 / 5/2 )
06(2) (9 40,0, Gl 1, G + 5B 2 — 76N Gl ) (GG, Gggaggr,gezz> < 2e-27
_ /A AM M2
[ 2 ) y A GM GMGM,
Gl (Gl — Gl GRL G — B fta " CHOH

(qu(Z)Q@uﬂ'@“ﬂ' + 1 (Z)2 0" + 2003 (Z)01 (Z) 0, [, p“]) Gzt z? x%)
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+ (5\/-’49292 G%,ll G%
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06(2) (9G35, G 11 G

o BIIA 2

b2y 02y

ITA 2
y T5Bg,, = —

M M 2 M 3~AM  5/2An M2 2z
+G11,11G \/lexl G11,11 GrrGttrhe

8,,0"
M2

1

M M 2 M AM M
4\/G11,11 (Gezy - Gezean,nny)

® Od(h0)0¢(h0)0}7(h) .

Here,

O¢(h0) = G%,u

~3/4

g
M M 2 M 3~AM  5/2An M2 2z
7G11,11G92y ) \/lexl G11,11 GG r,e )(

_ pITA 2
392.7!

Ou(h®) =/~ Ap,0, G 1, "G, -

Orp(h) =

ITA 2 M M 2 MAM  5/2 ~MAM M AM,2 .27

By, 2+ Gi111Go,y \/G11G11,11 GGG G rye
2 2 2

2Fha 2F% b1 2F75hao 4F9F13hos

M2 ~M M 7/4>
G11 G11,11G11,11

4F 15 Fy zhore™?

T AMZ M M
Gl G11,11G22

MAM  24M
G11G11,11 G2

4F 12 F53h3 4F 12 Fozhye™?

M M M2
G11G11,11G22

M M M M
G11G11,11G22G33

2F123h11 2F123h11,11 -

M M M (M
GllGll,llGQQGrTTh

2F% has

M (M M (M M (M MM
G11G11,11G22G33 G11G11,11G22Grrrh

4F13F zhse™? 4F13F53h12

o AM2AM M AMAM 24M
G GlinGss GGl Gas

4F13F3zh1T€_Z 2F122h11€_22

M M M2
G11G11,11G33

2 —2Z
2F12h117116

M M MM, (MM M M
G11G11,11033Gw7’h G11G11,11G22G33

2F2, h,re= 2% AF 1z Fayzhige”

M M M M
G11G11,11G33Grrrh

4Pz Fszhyze %2 2F%hi111

T AM2AM M2
Gl Gll,llGrrrh

2F3hos

B 2 o MM M (M .2
G%G%,HG% 7“;21 Gan,nGmGrrTh

CAM M oM?
G11.11G2: G35

T AM MM2,.2
011,11G22Grr "h

2F223h,33 4F23nghgreiz

T AM oM M M .2
G11G11,11G33G rT'h

T

4F3F37hore?

CAM 2 AM M
G111 G Gis

2F2,h1111e~2%

M M2 M
G11,11G22 Gs3

2F22Zh22672z

M M M M
G11,11G22 G33GRrn

2F2,h,re” 2% 4F 7 F3zhose™%2

M MMM, 2
G11,11GG33GRr G%,n G GMr}

2 —2Z 2 —2Z
2F32h11711€ 2F3Zh33€

M M2 M2
G11,11G22 Gy,

2F2,h.re 2%

M M (M 1M .2
G11,11G22G33Grr7"h

T AM 2AM M2
G11,11 Gy3Griry,

26

M M20M,2
G11,11G33 Gy,

M
G11,11

MM2,.2°
G33GY Ty

MM 200M,.2
G11G11,11 Gy,
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yielding

w IIA 2 | M M 2 M 5/2AM AM  AMAM,2,270M  —3/4
Lo, (h9)O4(hO)Or(h) = \/ Av,0,G 11 11 G Bew Gl 11G02y \/G G11,11 Glr2y2 Gl G G €22 G 1y

222 (Z2) P Ge(z!, 22, 2%) (q2(Z) — qu(Z) — q6(2)) N 2e 22 YN Z)? pupuas ()00 Gp(a', 2?, a®)
GMGMGY |12 GMGI G | M2r2
2e=229, ¢ (2)*Gp(a', 2%, 2%) ((2(Z) — @u(Z) — q6(2)) N 2e > G11¢0(2)*q5(2)0um0, w00 G (x', a*, 1°)
G{\{ 11GM GM G{\{ 11GM GMM2
4e=2% MOV Gp(xt,x?, 23) 9 4e=2%
, 4(2) R RN A AT T [ e —
e e 0 WD)t 0] G G
le( ) ( ) 2 A la”a”GE(l'l,l‘Q,lB)
o bty YE
Gll Gll 11 g9

10 221 (Z) 0 [T, pi) (—qa(2))

+FM Eu 1 (Z)°Ge(at, o, %) (<2q4(2) — 46(2)) +

_Aem P (2)91(2)a5(2)

M (M (M
G11GrrG11,117"h

o F. M@”GE(xl,xQ,ﬁ))
ntv

Mg

w2 oL
Sint = TSt’T’/ (F) d’x [CI (a,uﬂ')2GE + C2au7T8y7TW

9 oro” = 8“8”
+03PﬂG =+ C4puquGE + s F "G + CGF F IVE —Gpg

oHo” - 0"Gpg
+ic;0, [, pH| G + teg0y [, py]WGE + Cg(Z)p“FV“W

Gk

+010Fuyﬁ“VGE -+ cuaﬂﬁ“w(}’E + Clgp“puGE -+ LClgauﬂ'[ﬂ', p“]GE] (84)
where,
—Tps(2mar)? g,
T = GT /dyd025 02 - W (85)

At quadratic order in field strength tensor these are the only interaction terms. Terms with
higher order in p, and 7 can be obtained in the same manner by keeping higher order terms of

F in the DBI action. Assuming that in (84), [~ dZ = flog V3 az + Jiog v @2, the coefficients
cis setting gg(r) = 0, are giver as under:
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—2Z 2 M 2~M M 2 M 3~aM  5/2p-M M, 2,27
e ®o(2) \/*AGQGQGH,H Gy — 62y+G11 110021, Gzlzl Gn,u GN.Girn’e

M M /A, 2
Gzlzlcll,ll G¥orn

Clz/dZ

y (,w —q(2) - (2)+ 3q4(Z)>

y 5/2 y I M
26_22¢0(Z)2(q2(z) —qu(Z) - QG(Z))\/*AGQGQG%,HQG% - 92y + Gn 11G£21y2 G%zlcﬁ,u / G%ﬂGiészﬁGé\grh%Qz

M M /A, 2
lelen,n GMrn

dz ) s
N /2167r2M2% {95M\/ ~NiZe (e = 1)o(2)? <21/N0432+81a§1>

2 27

x (log(e”rn)) (72arne” log(e” 1) + 3a® + 2r e ) M (qs(zwa(Z)_qQ(Z)_%(zHQ%(Z)))}

Jr

which for b ~ 0.6 yields :
116 x 1077°C3 NPag, aj,c1, N 15.9759CY" “log(N)® /N NV log(r1,)(1.c5Y — 3.01538¢5 )
MNg?rp,3 VIMUV2rySag, 03

—QZ 11A2 QM M 2 M 5/2 M M
2e \/ Aoz0,G1 11 GM — By Gl G \/le ne G -G

323
M M T/, 2
lelen 1 GMrn

d . 7
/108W2a9 2 {gsM VNt Ve —1600(2) as(2) (2,/—Na§2 +81agl>
2

x (log(e”r4)) (72a2rhez(log(ezrh)) +3a” + 27’h2€2z) }:|

which for b ~ 0.6 yields :
[ 2.32 x 10—70;0N6/5a91a§2clq4 31.9518CYY *log(N)* VNNYY *log(r1) (1.c2%Y — 3.01538¢2 1] )}

M
GMGMry2e2%

2
MNg“ry3 VgUV MUV 2y, 6 a91a92
72Z —A GM 7BIIA2+G aM 2 aM 3GM 5/2GMGM7. 227
€ 020, G 11 11 Yyy Oy 11 11 Yoay 21zl 11 11 rr Tt Th

CSZ/dZ

% <_M — QI(Z) — qz(Z) + 3q4(Z)>

m

M M T/, 2
GzlzlGu 1 G

02y

G%zlc% 117/4G%7'h2
dz 2 742 5/ 1 o 2
- /2167r2M2a9 {gst R 1) <2 N %o +8lag,

X} (Z)Q(log(ezrh)) (72a2rhez(log(ezrh)) +3a% + 27’h2€22) M; (5(2)+ (1(Z) — q2(Z2) — qu(2) + QQG(Z)))}

+

2e 274y (Z) (q2(2) — qu(2) - QG(Z))\/*AGQGQG{V{ 112Gz% — BlIA4® 4 G 1 GegQ\/Gzl G 115/2G%z2G%zzG%G%Th%Qz:|

which for b ~ 0.6 yields :

3/2
T2 (2 .
0.68g32MN4/5Nf2 <v2 + vigs M (mR] 4) log(T‘h)> Thcw12clq4 logQ(rh)

821.55log(N)* YN NFV > log(ra)cyY * (1.5, = 3.01c5V )
+
g, 0432 \/gyVMUV rh6a91a92

28



—-2Z ’ 2 M 2~M I1A2 M M 2 M M 5/2-~M M MM . 2,27
/dZ 2e qs5(Z)1(2) \/*AGQGQGH 1 Gy *Bew +G1i 1 G92y GzlzlGll 11 Gz2z2stzszGtt rn=e
Cq4 =
M /A~ M. 2
G111 G2 G

_ az s/ o —az( az s/ 1 o 2 12 z
- / 1087r2agloc§2 {gst NNf € (e 1) 4(2) <2 \/ N o2 +8lag, | ¥1(Z)"(log(e”rh))

X (3@2 + 72a°rne” (log(e?ry)) + 2ri,2e*? log(N)) }

which for b ~ 0.6 yields :

3/2
2 2
1.36gs2M N*/° N ;? <v2 g M (mp—d) log(rh)> ThCp, 2e1,, 10g% (1)

1643.111og(N)* VNNV log(rn)e2 7V (1.2 %Y — 3.01¢27Y)
g, 0432 \/gEVMUVQThGchl 0‘32

2
/dZ 1/)1(2)2\/7449292(;% 112Gz% - 3521;‘2 + G% 11 Gyt ’ Gﬁsz{V{ 115/2G%G%7"h2622 (*—qS(,i)zm —qi(Z) = q2(Z) + 3q4(Z))
Cs =

02y
2 7/4
262 G "
y 2 y 2 2 y 5/2 y y
1/)1(2)2(72(14(2) - QG(Z))\/*AGQGQG{\{ 11 G% - Bia +G% 11 Gyt G%IlG{\{ 11 / GiéﬂG%zg,Gﬂ{G%erQz]

02y 02y

+
M M 7/4
slp1 U11 11

dz 2 3/5Ar 2 —2Z 2 ( 5 2 2 )
- s MN°N Z 1VN 2 I! VA
/108wM§rh2a§1a§2 {9 e 1(2)° (81V Nag, + 203, ) (log(rs) + Z)

X (72a2rhez (log(e”rh)) — 3a> + QTthQZ)

X Mg (45(2) + (01(Z) + ¢2(Z) + aa(Z) + 2qe(Z)))}

which for b ~ 0.6 yields :

755.75g53MN9/5Nf2 <U2 + vlgsMZ(m]gV—4) log(rh)>cq2plclq4 IOgQ(Th)

2 2
. 176.96+/9¥V1og(N)* N*°N{V " log(rs)cs) ~(0.0196¢24" — 0.006¢25)")

2 2
ThO, 0, MUVZry8ag, o,
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2 M  2AM ITA2 M M 2 M M 5/2-~M M MM, 2,27
291 (2) q5(Z)\/*~A0292G11 1 Gy 7392'!! + G n Gezy GzlzlGll 11 Gzzz2Gzzsztht rp=e

M 2~Mm  T/4
Gzlzl Gi1 11

CGZ/dZ

dZz 2 3/587.2,—27 2 5 9 )
553 7 9s MNV'N A 7 ( 19N 9 )
/ 277r7’h20421a§2 {g £ € ¥1(2)7¢5(2) (8 g, + 2aq,

x (log(e”?r4)) (72a2rhez(log(ezrh)) —3a® + 27’h2€2z) }

whichfor b ~ 0.6 yields :

sM2(mZ—4)log(rp) | 2 2
223.007gs> MN/SNf2 | | vg 4 2282220m0 3 c1,, log® (rn)
N e 4.60,/g7V10g(N)* N/5NFV 2 log(ra)c ¥ * (Les % — 3.015@34")}
+

3 2
ThOtg, 0, MUVZrp8ag, o,

-2Z 2 M 2AM ITA2 M M 2 M 3.aM  5/2pM M, 2,27
2e $o(Z) Ql)l(Z)\/_-AGszGn 1 Gy — B + G111 G92y lexl G111 TGMGETR?e

02y

M M T/, 2
Gx1x1 Gy1 1 GMrn

C7:/dZ

y (_% —q1(Z) — ¢2(Z) + SQ4(Z)>

4e " ¢o(2)*1(2)(92(Z) — qu(Z) — qﬁ(Z))\/_AGZGZG{\/{ 112G% — Bj,y 62y 22a?

M M T/ 2
lelen 1 GMra

az 5/ 1 2 —22( 4z ) 2 s/ 1 5 2
=— | —  _ g.M{/—=N —1 7 Z) | 24 = 81
/1087r2M3a21a§2 {g Ve o G0(2)41(2) | 2] [y, +8la,

x (log(e”?r4)) (72a2rhez(log(ezrh)) +3a® + 2r,%e*” log(N))

11A2 M M 2 M M 5/2-~M M M
+Gin G lelen n G stst%Gtt Th2€22:|

XM (45(2) + (01(Z) = 2(Z) = aa(Z) + 2qe(Z)))}

which for b ~ 0.6 yields :

2 2
3.98 x 10—7C¢02N6/5( vs + vigs M (m]gv—4) log(rp) )1/40491 ch CoiCl, ) ) ,
- : ! N 2666.71C5 “log(N)° VNNV log(rn) el (L.eall — 3.015¢25))

MNfQ’f‘h,S \/gU—VMUVQThf;OéQl ch

S 2

_ 2 2 2 5/2
[az 402290 2)01(2)as (D) ~Aann G Gy, = B + Gl 1 G,V GG 117G G GH G 2
Ccg =
G%IIG{V{ 117/4(;%7"}12

_ dZ 5 1 2 —4Z 4z 2 5 1 2 2
*/54W2a21a32 {gsM\/ ~Nse (6 *1) o(Z2) " P1(Z2)qs(Z) | 2 N oz T 8lag,

x (log(e?ry)) (72a2rhez(log(ezrh)) + 3a”° + 2rh2622) }
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which for b ~ 0.6 yields :

1/4
2, 2
6.57 x 1077¢2, N°/ (m 218l () l°g”h)> o, O, Cyy €1,

5333.42CYY *log (N)® VNNYV *log (r)c25Y (1.c2%Y — 3.015¢257)
MNfQThS A/ UVMUV2rh6ag1 0492
46_21/)1 (Z)(IS(Z)wi (Z)\/_-AGszG% 11 GM - Bé;{,ﬂ 11 11 Gg;yQ\/le 1G% 115/2Gig 2G£§x3

M
/ iz GMGM 22
Ccg = —
M M T/4 g
GGl G

— [ e {gst Nprne % (4 <1) 4a(2)as (2) (2\”/%32+81a31)w1<2><1og<ezm>>
0103

X (72a2rhez(log(ezrh)) + 3a® +2r,° 22)}

which for b ~ 0.6 yields :

2 2
0.000514915g5 % ?log(N)°mo* N2 v19s M (mj—4) log(rp) 2.
R G N eor €01 08(T) 9700 6600V MUY 8/ ENVY 3 log(r)er U 20V

- +
2
[ M?27mgs?rp2ag, ap, o, 0,

where v; = O(1) and vy ~ 1073, and:

99, 2PM2 NN =22 10g” (rpe?) (3642 log (rpe?) + 'r’hez)2
215220 ag,

Ay, = (86)

6 Decay widths

In this section, using standard techniques in scattering theory (specially in dealing with multi-
particle phase-space integrals: see [29], [30]?), in the following sub-sections, we calculate decay
widths for Gg — 27, G — 2p, p — 2w, G — 47°, G — p+ 2w as well as indirect four-m decay
with associated with G — p + 217 — 47 as well as Gp — 2p — 47 assuming Mg > 2M, for
definiteness and specifically concentrating on the potential glueball candidate f0[1710].

6.1 GE—>27T

The decay width for two body decay is given as,
S
= W'MF (87)

where M is the amplitude fpr the decay, and p is the final momentum of one of the identical
particles in the decay product. The relevant coupling for the 27 decay in the rest frame of the

glueball is given by following terms in the interaction lagrangian

7TL2 ot
T . Str ( ¢1(0,7)’GE + 20,70, T——- Ve Gp+ c110,m0"1Gg (88)
h g

*We would like to thank M.Dhuria for bringing [30] to our attention.
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1

Considering a specific adjoint index for the pion 7%(a=1,2,3). M for two pions 7! and 72 as

final state particles in the rest frame of glueball is given as,

L? tkHuk”
M= —12T <7T—> (201Ll€mLk§ + 2otk ko, ]\i[ 2g> (89)

Th g

where the factor of 2 is for the symmetry of exchanging the two final state particles. Pions are

massless which gives k° = |k| = m/2 for both the particles, so we obtain

mL? 0 j kg 2
LM = —LT — — 201<l€10]€2 —+ klzké) —+ 202]€10]€20 3
Th Mg
mL? 02.0(9,.2
- —LT 7’— (kle (27}0062 — 2617]00) — 2C1k1.k2)
h
— M2 rL2
= g T ( ) (27’/3002 — 2’[70001 + 201)
4 Th
LQ
= —LI Ul M,? (2¢1 + ¢3) (90)
2 Th
The decay width summed over a = 1,2, 3 is
12¢1 + co|* M, __, (7L? ? 1
F T — 3 .
Ge 32 T Th % % 2
3
~ acgmgﬂjﬂ
which for b ~ 0.6 :
1.35 x 1077Cy, 'N'/°T 208 ¢4,
= 00037’)10( MQNf4rh6 = 0003m0 X AGE—>27T' (91)
Ir
In our paper, we have assumed |logr,| = frTh log N,0 < f,, <1, or equivalently r, = N~ 3

From [27], the 27-decay width per unit mass associated with f0[1710] is ~ 1072, Therefore by
a convenient choise of Cy,,¢1 ¢, 1 Agp—2r ~ 10 - implying a constraint on C;OCI g4 - One obtains:
L2 _ 102 _ a good match with the PDG-2018 results.

mo

We consider the onshell decay for Gy — pp. The differential width is given by

1 S
dl = 16—7T2p01|/\/l|2md§2k1

where
w2 B B
M = ; —Th Ea(k1>€5<k2)(147] + B )
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where expression for A and B*? are given as

_ C6 (kl-kgl) (kg.kgl) O (kl + kg) -kgl
M2 2M?2
which for ¢5(Z) = ¢1 4, = 0 yields :

co
ZC3—C5(m§—M§)+—9+—6M2

A

— 2 (65 —+ 610) kl.kQ —+ C3 + C12

2 4 9
For b ~ 0.6 dominated by %M;;
oy 1 N 1 g0 CoOGkSKD  codS kYRS cal§ORkOkl  coki kadg o koKD .
BB — 5065gk2kg+ 5665016?]@9 + e g 4 W 9 _ M29 9 4 Ve g Vg + 2¢5kS klﬁ
(92)
Now using:
by = 2202 —m?
1-12 = 5( p M )
1
= SmIAZ, MZm?) + 4
m 2 NJ2- 992
|k1|:5 )\(MP,M[”’ITL) (93)

we can write

2
mL? m* 2 2 2., 2 2M§ M;l
5= 7 () A ) 8000 42 ). 08

pol
where:
A (—6Mg M) + My +8M,)  Acs (M — 4M) (—6M7M} + M + 8M,)
AM ! 2M*
P P
 Ace (Mg +2M7) (—6Mg M7 + My +8M;)  Acy (—6MFM} + My +8M;)
8M? AM?
ci (Mg —4M2)*  cucs (My — 4M, M) *
16M4 AM?
cace (—6MIM?2 + MS +32M5)  cuco (M7 —4M?) 2
N 16M*4 N 8 M
P P
EM3 (M7 —4M?)? L O (=5MEM2 — AMy My + 36 M7 MP + M)
AM? 8M?
cscg (M3 —AMyM?) 2 N g (=2MZM? + M, — 8M) >
AM? 640!
coco (—6MyM? + MS +32M7)  c§ (M —4M?)*
- 167} 160}

_|_
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For b ~ 0.6, from the expressions of the coupling constants ¢;s, (95) will be dominated by the
2, Ace and cycq terms (if My, = 2M,+€,0 < € < M, then the ¢} term will be further suppressed).
Demanding I, 2, = I'gyar for My > 2M, [28], would require ¢y = %CGME?; so for M, = my

2
3m2
e _ T — 2770 Th
MeV = my (W Tgszv)’ ey = =% (W TgSN) .

6.3 p—2rm

The relevant interaction term in the action is given by:

ci6T (@) / &>z, ([, p'], (96)

Th
where:
fr
~ 5.61 x 10*9C¢02w4/w2a91a§20¢1]\f P43
Cie = gSMNfQ
13017.7C5Y2 9.0 MUYV S/ L NYV log(N) )Y N5 o
g, 0, ’
V195 M? 241
Wy = Uy + 19 (mo ) Og(Th)
N

(98)

where Myy < M and Ny gy << Ny are the tiny values of the number of fractional D3-branes

and flavor branes in the UV One obtains:

2
m/Args N\~ 2
Tpsoe =T (7]19) R (99)
We will demand T, o, = 149MeV ([27]); replacing MeV by - 7= this implies a constraint
on C3 (cy,) and CJV e
Frp 1
5.61 x 10_9C¢02w4/w2a91a§2c¢1]\7 55
gsMNy*

2frh
3

43017.7CHY £, 0.V MYV {/ AN log(NEY N g5 0 (100)
0,02, - T2 \Arg,N)
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6.4 Direct Glueball Decay to 47°s

0

For coupling to four 7° we need to expand the DBI action upto quartic order in F),. The action

restricted to quartic order, reads

4 A (g, —d *
S = —Tp,(2rar) Str/d xdZdf>dyd (92 - W) exp \/—det(L (9+B))
x { ;—QSTT’ (' Fg ™ F)Tr(g ' Fg™'F) — %STT (97'Fg~'Fg ' Fy'F) } (101)

Inserting the metric fluctuations corresponding to the glueball and keeping the terms which are

quartic in ¢o(Z) gives the interaction term

o O4(h*)Op(h°)Og(h) :

_ M M 2-oM IIA 2 M M 2 MM 5/2 AM AMAMAM,.2 .22
EOd(hO)OF(h")Oqs(h) - \/*A9292G11,11 ny *Bezy JrGu,uGQQy G11G11,11 Gy G3GRr G e

M —3/4 (36_4Z¢0(Z)4q6(Z)6u7r8“ﬂ'&,ﬂ'6”ﬂ'GE(acl, 22, x3)>
11,11 2 22
116G Gﬁ,n G ri

(102)

o Oy(h°)Or(h*)O4(h) :

5/2 M L2 27
GrrGtt The

1 2 2 3
_ M M M IIA 2 M M M M
£O¢(h0)oF(h0)Od(h) = (5\/_-A9292G11,11 ny - Bew + Gn,nGezy Gzlzl G11,11

X (34(Z) — q1(Z) = q2(Z) — q5(2))
) 2 M ;2 3 M 5/2
06(7) (9AM,, G 1,°Glt + 5B 2 — 16 1, GY,*) VG, Gy G%G%r%e2z>

M M2 M M MY _ RIIA 2
4\/Gu,u (Gezy A9292G11,11ny) B92y

_e—4Z

3/4
XG%” ( M 2~M2AM24
G11,11 Gy Gy,

) <¢0(Z)48Vﬂ'6”7r8“778“7r> Gzt 22 2?) (103)

o Ou(h®)Oy(h?)OF(h) :
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_ M M 2~M ITA 2 M M 2 M M 5/2 M MM,.2 .27
EOd(h“)OMhO)OF(h) - \/*A9292G11,11 ny - BGgy + G11,11G92y G1111G11,11 GzQzQGISISGrrGtt e

e (e“‘zau*@w%o(ZﬂGE(x% 2*,2°) (~2(Z) + qa(2) + 46(2))
: . 2 2

4G%,n GMQT%G%
_6_428,,#8"#8”#8“77%(Z)4q5(Z)8“8”GE(J:1,x2,x3)) (104)

M ZAM2 32,4 M2
4G11,11 Gy MgrhGll

Putting everything together and setting ¢2(Z) = ¢s(Z) = 0, one gets the following interaction
Lagrangian corresponding to the direct Gg — 47 decay:

L? wav
ng%‘” =T <7T7“—h) Str/d?’x <0148u7r8“7r&,7r8”7rGE(:1:1’2’3) + 0158071'6071'8#71'&,71'8]\4—82GE($1’2’3)>(,105)
g
where:
—4Z 4 (_alZ) _ qZ) | 3aaZ) _ as5(2)
= [z G Von(z) (nP - P 4 A -8R Gty 7)14y(2) — () - ae(2)
14 SG%$1 QG% " QG% 2Th4 40%361 20% 1 2G% 2Th4

which for b ~ 0.6 yields :
_ 6219 x 10715C,, "N¥/5a3 af 1,
g:2M3N 57,9 1og®(rp)
AR /dZ Ge Y o(2)'¢5(Z)
15 AGM 2G| 2GM 7y,
| 11.224 Gy, "N*Pai) af 1,
g:2M3N 57,9 1og?(rp)

(106)

From (106), ¥ > ¢}, We will drop ¢4 in the direct 47%decay of the glueball decay. One can
show that the contribution from the UV: Z € [log (\/gb) ,oo} yields:

o 638116.C1Y og(N)* VNNV log(r4) (2, " — 3.01538¢5,,"V)
15 /ggijUVQThzaaGlagQ ’

From (106) and (107):

(107)

4.72 x 1018Céf()V410g(N)5N}/V2 1Og(rh)(02q1UV — 3.0153802q4UV)
/ggVN17/20MUV2rh8a61a32

c15 = 1.35 % 10—13N21/2°<

(108)

| 8.31 % 10" €y, 'N'208 af e,
gS2M3Nf6'rh9 log? (rp) '
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Figure 1: Gg — p+ 27

One can show for fO[1710](M, > 2M,):

4.72 x 101CYY 1og(N)* NVV2 log (1) (¢5,, VY — 3.01538¢5,,"V)
\/.gL£]7VN17/20MUV2Th8a91a§2

PG’ 70 —
—EEA 10" ~ 10 5(
mo

2
831 X 1013 C¢04N11/20a21a8201q4> (]_09)

932M3Nf6rh9 logz(rh)

f FGE—)47\'

Currently [27] does not have an entry against the experimental value o - 2. Let us say it

is ~ 1075 +reauireds yequired could be positive or negative. This implies the following constraint:

4.72 x 10%CYV log(N)° NV log(r3) (¢2,,”" — 3.01538¢5,,”")
/gEVN17/20MUV2Th8a91a32

13 o 47711/20,.3 6 2
_83]_ x 10 Cqbo N a91a9261q4> ~ 10required1. (110)

gS2M3Nf6'rh9 logQ('r’h)

N=102
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6.5 (;l; — p+ 2

One obtains:
(z-nz)  (w2-n2) (ht — ko) ((Mohizke)® g
2 4,2 2M 2Ny Mg
Ly = =3¢ L°T M2 a2 dk1dks
( g P) 2 2 2 2)2
=0 Sk 4k1km2Mg\/1 (G ) i i)

4k2 k2
o1 [(Mg — k1 — k2)® — ki — k3 — M7]*?
>< J—
4k2k2

22 2_u2)
009 s (Mngp) (]Ug M2
r _ 3mcgcie L 7_4 My 2Ny dklde
b) — — 2 2
(b) AM,M? . —o M — M2
P 1= zMg

[(Mg—ky—kg)?—kT —k3—M2]?

1= 4k? k32

o( )
(k1 — k2)?
V/l (Mg—k1—k)2—k2—k3— A42)2

4k2 k32

((k1+k2)27M§)2<W71>(( o — k1 — ko) 4 4ky (M, — ky — ko) + 4k (M, — ky — ky) — M2) 2

kiks ((— (Mg — k1 — k) 2 + k2 + 2k1ka + k3 + 2M2) 2 + M2T32)

X

(Mngg) (Z\/IS—IVIQ) 01— [(MH*ICl7’“2)27}“%7’“%7]”3]2 ) ) )
r 37TC§CgClGL6 7_3/ 2Mg / 2Mg dk; dk 4’“%1“% (kl - kz) ((kl + k2) — Mp)
b)* *(b) = T ors as2 _ 1aR2
(@®)+(2)"(®) 2M, M3 - (MgMjfﬁ)_kl \/1  (Mg—h1—h2)?— K3 —kE—M2)2 kiks

4k2 k2
(ki 2ka)® 4 (M, = by — k ky — ko) + k ky — ka) + 3(k1 + k ky — k) — M2
— (( g — k1 — 2)+1( g — k1 —k2) + ko (Mg — k1 — k2) + 3(k1 + k2) (Mg — k1 — k2) — p)
X
(74Mp2(%((Mgfk‘lfkg)ka‘%fkngg)7l€1k2)+4(%((Mgfklsz)Q*kffkngg)7k1k2)2+Mp2Fg+M;l)
><<M§—2<%((Mg—k1—k2) — ki ks — M )—kzlkg)) (111)

Writing:

[~

2.23007 x 107f,, 2> MN 2 Jascy, 21, log ({VN) N
g,
460099. fr4/galog(N)* N¥* log ({VN) e, "V (es \ UV —3.01538¢, UV )N " 0

Uv?2 2
M"Y g, ag,

o= 107N [ —

working with f0[1710] : M, > 2M, having dropping vs:

FGE—>p+27r F(b) 2 2
~ ~ CgCrg

myo i
2.23007 x 107f,, 29, MN 2\ fascy, 2c,, log? ({"/ﬁ) N

2
ael 0492

~1071ONF

460099. fr3,1/97" log(N)*N¥V? log (W) &V (3, U = 3.0153¢5,,7") N1\ 2

Uv? 2
MYV =g, ag,

(113)
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Assuming the experimental value for %’37;7:*2" - not yet known in [27] - is 1075 Freauireds ©(773)

for N = 102, implies the following constaint:

2.23007 x 107 f,, *g> M N*, fwacy, *c1,, log? (W) N
B g, 0,
460099. fr11/g7 log(N)° NV log (W) AV (e, — 3.0153¢5,, "V )N 5" »
_ 1 — 1 (required;
Uv?2 2
MYV= g, ag, N_102
(114)
6.6 Indirect Decay of Glueball to 47
nwL? oro” ~ -~ OrO
Sint = TSU"/ (T) d’x CBPiGE + C4pMpVWG + s B F" G + CGFMPFVPWGE
oro” - O0'G
+icrOumlm, PG g + 1eg0u (T, pul 5 G + co(Z) puF," 2E
M M
+010FMVFMVGE + Cllauﬂ'auﬂ'GE + ClgpupMGE + LClgalﬂT[ﬂ', pM]GE . (115)

At LO order glueball decay into four pions is a successive decay process which involve two
process. First process is Gg — pp in which each p meson further decays into two 7 each and,
the second process is G — mmp in which p meson further decays into two m. The LO order
decay amplitude of a glueball into four pions involves two pairs of pions with different isospin
index.If M is the amplitude for Gz — 27%27% where a # b then without any loss of generality
we can set a = 1 and b = 2. The total decay rate is given by:

31
=—— [ dd,|M|? 11

o7 [ deal] (116)
where the factor of 3/4 is due to a factor of 3 for the three different pairs of isospin and 4 is due
to the symmetry factor of two pairs of identical particles. The full four body phase space in 2+1
dimension is given by

Tk
_ i 3

i=1
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The amplitude corresponding to process Gg — prm — 7Taww is given

2
wL?

M =T" (ﬁ) e (Agw(;@ + ko) (—kukeuw + kouk@w + keukew = keukaw)

+HAL (ks + ka) (= k@ + kouk@w + kukew — keyukayw)

+AR (ky + ko) (—k@yukyw + kaukaw + keukew — kaukew)

+HA (R + k) (—k@yukyw + k@ukaw + keukew — ’f(4>u’f(3>w>>

w2

2
M@ =T <ﬁ> 8¢sCi <A;"”(kz + ko) (=kqyukeuw + kayukww + k@yukew — ke)uk@w)

+A (ks + ka) (=kyuk@w + bk + keukew — keukaw)
FA (k1 + ko) (—kyuk@yw + kayukayw + koukew — ke)ukau)

+HA (K + k) (—kyuk@w + kouk@w + keukew — k(3)uk(4)w)>

where A‘;“/ corresponds to the vector meson propagator which is given as:

555(1)/ (_5,/ B (k1+k2)2(2k‘1+k‘2)u)
P

(k1—|—]€2) —|—ZF ]\42 ]\42

oLy (_ g — (k1 +k3)» k1+k3

AR () + k) =

APy + k3) =

(k?1+k’2) +ZF M2 M2

<)
T (—5“ (k3+ka)* k3+k4 )
)

AP (kg + ky) =
o ks ) = T T, M2 V7
5556 (_55 (k2+ka) W k2+k4
AP (kg + ky) = . (118)
p (k?g + k’4) 2 + ZFpMPQ Mp2
The amplitude corresponding to the second process Gg — pp — mrnw is given as
16m3¢162 LOT
My = ———5—— (uw + BT A, (ks + k) A,
h
X (kl -+ k2)$/ <_kﬂ1ku3' + kﬂlklﬂ' + klﬁkui’)' — klﬁkﬂ‘ll) —+ kz — kg), (119)

where the expression for A and B*” are same as given in the section for G — pp decay with
appropriate momentum substitution. For f0[1710] : M, > 2M,, (b) dominates.
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Figure 2: Gg — 4w

So the total decay width can be approximated by

FGE —2p—4m 2 4
—_—

mo C6C16
Cows [ 223007 x 107, 29 M foacy, P, log” (\P’/ﬁ> N5
~ 10 N5 | — i
04,910492

460099. 7y, /ggvlog(]\f)‘:’N}]V2 log (W) CQUwV2<C2q1UV — 3.015302[14(]‘/)]\78@”?10 ) 2 (120)
1 120

uv? 2
MYV= g, ag,

. . r
Assuming the experimental value of W

- not currently known [27] - is 1075+ eauireds - ope
obtains, for N = 10? the same constraint as (110) with required, replaced by requireds;; we

expect required,, ~ required;.

7 Summary and Discussion

We studied (exotic) scalar glueball 05 -meson interaction and (exotic) scalar glueball decays at
tree level wherein the glueballs corresponded to metric fluctuations of the M theory uplift of
[2]’s UV-complete type IIB holographic dual of large-N thermal QCD at finite coupling - MQGP
limit of [1] - and the mesons corresponded to gauge fluctuations on the world-volume of type ITA
flavor D6-branes (involving pull-back apart from that of the type ITA B, the perturbed type IIA
metric corresponding to a circle reduction of the aforementioned perturbed M theory metric).
The following is a summary of the main results of this paper, all of which correspond to finite

gauge/string coupling on the gauge/gravity side.
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e We obtained 0}, — p, 7 interaction Lagrangian linear in the exotic scalar glueball and up
to quartic in 7s wherein the coefficients are given by radial integrals of components of the
M theory metric that corresponds to the uplift of [1)’s SYZ type ITA mirror of [2], and
perturbations thereof. This is rather gratifying as one is able to get the coupling constants

from the underlying fundamental M theory.

o Assuming M¢ > 2M,, the following is a summary of how our calculations with appropriate
choice of constants of integration appearing in the solutions to the metric fluctuations and

meson radial profile functions, can be made to match PDG results exactly.

1. From (91), the constant of integration in the solution to the EOM of ¢4(Z) : ¢; 4, can
be adjusted to reproduce the PDG value of ', 9, exactly.

2
2. Requiring ', 0, = I'qp—ax yields: ¢y = %C(ﬂng <7r4rﬁ> , the glueball mass written

as My = mo—z2— [6].

3. From (57) using (54) the normalization condition for ¢4 (Z) implies the following

' ' uv .
quadratic constaint on ¢y, and ¢5'y,

5% 1077 ,
v (%QEMNSN?M (1433.4 + b*(—2067.37 + wy)) (cy,)? log 7
04910402

(121)

4
+244.91log7’hg£V2MUVN5N}JV 20V, 2 .
g, o,

4. From (59) using (54) the normalization condition for ¢¢(Z) implies the following

quadratic constraint on Cy, and Cgov:

2

V (5.51 x 107°C2, N5 (0.03 + 0.0426%)ag, a2,
gs7y log rn M}

793.58CYY 2gUV MUV NUVy2 Jog r
= do S fTh %8 h):l. (122)

N3 g, ong

5. The combination of constants of integration appearing in the solutions to the EOMS
of ¢o(Z),11(Z) in the IR and UV, using (121): C3 ¢ 4, and (Cy, UV((Z'¢0))2 cg\;l (€ y),
can be adjusted to reproduce the PDG value of I' o, exactly.

6. From (100), (110) and (120), and also using (121) as well as (122), we note that the
combination of constants of integration appearing in the solutions to the EOMS of
gbo(Z), ?/}1(Z) and q1,2,3,4,5,6(Z) in the IR and UV:
~ involving CJ ¢; 4, and (Cy, UV(C¢O))4 (c2,, VY = 3.0153¢5,,"V) appearing in T, 00
~involving ¢; ,, (c¢1)2 and ¢z 4, YV (cy,) (c2,, VY = 3.0153¢5,, V) appearing in T, pyon &
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FGEHZpHZhT
can be tuned and equality of these two combinations can be effected such that one

can reproduce the PDG value of ', 40 = 'y pror = Tapmopsan exactly.
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A SYZ Free of Delocalization - An Instructive Example of the Mirror
of D5 Wrapping the Resolved S? with B [21] Summarized

In this appendix, we will summarize discussion from sections 5 and 6 of [21] in the context of
explicitly showing that the mirror of D5-brane wrapping the resolved S? in the presence of an
NS-NS B is independent of angular delocalization.

From [35], we know that the metric for D5 branes wrapped on an S? of a resolved conifold is
given by:
1
ds® = h™Y2dsk, 5 + h'/? [7’dr2 + Zy’ﬂ(d@/} + cos O1dpy + cos Oydpy)? +
1 1
707 +sin” 61d67) + 7 (7 + 4a%)(d63 + sin’ 92d¢§)], (A1)
where v/ = j%,fy = 7’2%, F appearing in the Kéahler potential of the resolved conifold: K =
F(r?) + 4a®log(1 + |M?) with A = i—f,)\m € CP' corresponding to the blown-up S? in the
A1 # 0 coordinate patch. First the angular coordinates (1, ¢1, ¢2) are converted into suitable
coordinates using which the local metric can be expressed and also the mirror map effected,
as the original choice of coordinates does not suffice. Since the global resolved conifold metric

breaks supersymmetry, only the local metric can be used for constructing the SYZ mirror. D7-
branes are then added to make the system supersymmetric. The local metric is written in terms
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of the “T-duality” /local T® coordinates (z,z,y) as:
(@,5,2) = ($1,62,9),
(de, dy, dz) = @m sin (61) dgn, 5 /W/2(1((r)) + 4a2) sin (62) déa, 5 (r) /77 ((r) /2 dw)7
(A2)
where a point ({r), (6;), (¢;), (¥)) is picked out to define (A2). Henceforth, v = v((r)),y =
7' ((r)),h = h({r)) unless mentioned otherwise. This amounts to: S*(¢19,6012) — T?(z,0;2)>.

The local form of the metric (involving square T?s) was hence worked out in [21] and modified to

incorporate the B and rewritten in the right T-duality coordinates. Locally, if the seven branes
are kept very far away, then the metric will be the aforementioned local metric. When the seven
branes are sufficiently far away so that one can study pure N'=1 SYM, one can continue with

radial delocalization at r = (r), but arbitrary 6; in the local metric.

Defining:
-1 _ 2 b2 _ _ 2 A3
o ga:a:gyy gxy + Ty ga:a:gyy gq;y7 ( )
the mirror manifold’s metric obtained after SYZ triple-T duality is shown in [21] to have the
following form:

1

2
ds o

(dz + Byodz" + Beode + By.dy)® + Gdztde” + 2G,,dzde” + 2Gy,dyde” + 2Gydzdy + Gupdz® + Gyydy®,
(A4)

where (u, v) # (z,y, 2) and B 424> and G 20 yv,2y,00,yy.2» ave defined in [21] wherein it is shown

that the following fibration structure is obtained:
(dz — by, dat) — o gpo(dax — byg, dby) — a gy (dy — byg, dbs). (A5)
[21] define:

Gz = A=NAqcot by, g,.=DB=1NAy cot by, (A6)
with Aq((r)) and Ag((r)) being warp factors. Finally, the following mirror manifold’s metric is
obtained in [21]:

ds®> = gy [(dz — b., dat) —a Ay cot 0y (dx — by, d)) — a Ay cot By (dy — byg, dfy) + )" +
g2 dOF + g5 05 + g (dx — beg, d61)° + g5 (dy — byp, d62)* — g7 (dx — beg, d61)(dy — byo, db2),
(A7)

where g; = g;(r = (r), 61, 0,) and are given in [21]. Let us now compare (A7) with the delocalized
limit of the metric of the wrapped D6-branes on S? of a deformed conifold, the latter being given
as under:
ds® = g1 (dz + Ay cot 01 de+ Ay cot 0y dy +..)% + Go [dO; + dz®] + Gs [dO3 + dy®] + Ga [dO1 dOs — dx dy),
(A8)

3An S? is topologically the same as a T with a degenerating cycle (i.e. if one of the cycles of the T2 is shrunk to zero

size then this would be topologically the same as a sphere) and therefore this mapping would be locally indistinguishable.
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where g; are again some functions of (r), 6;, 0 which can be readily determined.

The non-trivial B-dependent fibration is responsible for making the manifold (A7) non-Kéhler.
Interestingly, defining d@ = dx — by, db, dy = dy — byg,dby for constant bye, and bye,, (A7) and
(A8) match up to warp factors. One should note that the df; dfy cross term is now entirely
absorbed in the fibration structure. The relative signs between the dx, dy terms of (A7) and (A8)
can be fixed if By, B., and By, are set as minus of themselves. In the following the same will
be assumed and thus the fibration structures of (A7) and (A8) would match. There is no gi'y,
term in (AT); this term, as pointed out in [21], must appear with the precise coefficient ag,,.
These were reconciled in [21] by identifying the correct T-duality coordinates. Working with
“finite” shifts dz, dy, dz, 00, » instead of infinitesimal differentials dz, dy, dx, d6 » and making

the following transformations:

6z — 024 f1({r), 012) A1 cot 01061 + fo((r), 01.2) Ay cot 050,
0x — 6% — fi((r),012)361,
0y — 64 — fa((r), 01,2)005, (A9)

and using the regularization scheme wherein g;; = 1 — €, ¢ — 0 yielding after a triple-T/SYZ
dual:

Goig, = f1fagzge, (A10)
with the understanding;:

B2
fig =

b1P2 = —a, (A11)

)

<)

the required metric component with the same given exactly by agz; was shown to be obtained

in [21]. The shifts 06, » are redefined in [21] as: §6; — ﬁéél,éﬁg — mé@. Upon

integration, the correct T-duality coordinates Z, 7, Z are obtained in [21].

Performing the three T-duality transformations [21] obtain the final mirror manifold (in the
delocalised limit) with the following form of the metric written with dz, dy, dz and db;:

ds* = g [(dz — bay do™) + Ay cot By (dw — bog, d01) + As cot B (dy — bya, d02) + A.]Q +

+g2 [dO7 + (dz — by, d61)°] + g3 [d03 + (dy — by, df2)?] + +ga [d61 dOs — (dz — bag, db1)(dy — bye, db2)],
(A12)

where, like [21], un-tilded coordinates have been/will be used. In (A12), cot 6; instead of cot 6;
has been used to indicate the change in 6; - a scaling. Now, only four warp factors g1, ¢g», g3 and
gs instead of six are required and are defined in [21]. With these values the metric (A12) can be
compared to (AS8).
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Defining:
le =dx — 1 d«91, dZQ = dy — T d¢92 (A13)

as the two coordinates of the two T2s with complex structures 712, one sees that the trans-
formation performed earlier, would therefore correspond to the following shift of the complex

structures of the two T2s:

n=fit sV wh m=ht sy 4@)Vh (A14)

The transformations discussed earlier convert 7; — 7; + f; via SL(2, R) transformations on the
two T?s. In the limit when f; > 1, as pointed out in [21], the base of the six dimensional manifold
(01,05, 7 = (r)) is very large compared to the T* fiber (z,v, z), as required to implement SYZ

mirror transformation to suppress the contributions from disc instantons.

Defining dy = dy — byg,df, and performing the following fixed-(1)) rotation:
dj ) _ [ coslv) —sin(¥) dy ) (A15)
db, sin(¢y))  cos(y) db,

~ N 2
dsira = g1 [(dz ~bap dat) 4+ Ay cot By (dz — by, d61) + As cot By (dy — bye, df) + ]
+ g2 [d6F + (dz — byo, d1)®] + gs [d63 + (dy — byo, db2)]

(A12) yields:

—+ g4< sin <1/}> [(dl’ — bxgl d(91) dfy + (dy — by92 d(92) d91] + cos <1/}> [dt91 dfs — (dl’ — bxgl d@l)(dy — by92 d@g)]) .

(A16)

The B fields being periodic variables, [21] define angular coordinates Aj, Ay as tan A; =
arbgg,, tan Ay = asbyg,, with a;, as constants. For localized B fields, [21] define the following set

of one-forms:

o1 =sin ¥y dx +sec Ay cos (¢ + Ay) db,
09 = cos 1y dxr —sec Ay sin (1 + Ay) dby
03 = d’gZ)l + Al cot él dr — Al tan )\1 cot él d@l, (A].?)

and

Y1 = —sin Yy dy +sec Ay cos (g — A2) dbs
Yo = —cos Yy d—sec g sin (g — Ag) dbs
23 = dwg — AQ cot 92 d’y -+ AQ tan )\2 cot 92 d@g (A]_S)
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The M-theory metric obtained by uplifting the type ITA metric (A16) is obtained in [21] to read
as under:

ds® = 6_%(h_1/2 dszis + h'?y dr?) + e F dsira + ¥ (dz11 + Az cot 01 dit — Ay cot Oy djj)?, (A19)
x11 being the M theory circle, and ds?; , as given in (A16). Identifying: dz = dip; —dibs, dxyy =
dipy + dipg, the exact form of (A19) excluding the ds3,; portion, can be obtained as follows:

2 2
ds* = o? Z(oa +E€5,)2 + Al Z(cra —&5,)% 4+ a3 (o3 +33)* +ai (03 — B3)* +ai dr?, (A20)
a=1 a=1
where the factor ¢ for 3; and 3 is introduced to account for asymmetry associated with the
directions (z,6,) and (y,62); in (A20), the values of 5 are given in [21]. In (A16), the dz
fibration structure was independent of the (¢)) rotation. The latter generates constant warp
factors of sin (1) and cos (¢) in (A16). In (A20) however, we see that the one forms (A17) and
(A18) can in fact be used to write the M-theory metric for an arbitrary 1. The non-constant 1)
and z are related via
2 =11 — Yy = ay, (A21)

where a; = as((r)) can be read off from (A2). Thus the M-theory metric allows a type ITA metric
which is valid V4. Thus, the local metric in type ITA is delocalised only along the r direction
and is now expressed as

~ ~ 2
ds2a = dsts + g1 (dé + Ay cot 0y d& + A cot B2 dij + ) 4 go dr® + go (d6? + d2%) + g5 (62 + dg?) +

+9a

sin (za,') (d - dfz +dj - dor) + ga cos (zay') (dfy - dO — di - dg)] (A22)

B M theory Metric Components

Near 6, = OéglN%l, 0y = o%NIT?, $12 = 0/27 and ¢ = 0/4r, defining the local T3(z,y, 2)
coordinates as:

rT=V h241/47"1/49;/4N1/200691 o1, y=v h441/471'1/4g;/4N1/200492 Q2, z= \/h141/471'1/49;/4N1/20¢7

(B1)
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hy 2.4 are defined in [2], and defining:

4
_ Th
f=1-m
1 3 2/3 8w Q, Qg
Alry== (= —Nylog (9*r*ry® + 1) + — — 4N, log | ——= ] | */*
(1) 4(7T) ( 1 log (96°rr, +r)+gs slog {5 o
. 32mbgs M2 Nyry2y(1 + log ry,)

N (90 +12) (= log (91 + 19) + 3 — 4 o (5 )

(B2)

the M-theory metric components used in Sections 3 - 6, are given by:

Gl = -
v Alr)

G =~ i=123
M _ A(r)

Cor = \/Ef(’f’)

M M M M
G91,291,2 = 0’ G0102 = 07 er = 07 G =0

rf1,2
M M M —
Glll‘ — 0, Gll?" —_— 0, G1161’2 —_— 0

4/3 647bgs M2N ;r),2~v(1+log 1)
167"/ 2, 2 2 2,4, 21 .6} 8T 01 %0 +1
N(9b2rp2+r )(—Nf log(9b2rdrp2+r )+g_s_4Nf log( ))

GM — 4Vlog N
11,11 — o
3v/3 (—Nf log (90%r4ry? 4-7) + °F — 4Ny log (ﬁ)) 4/3
1
Gro, = A gms 571,37 o { g5/ MNT/?0 (—243\/50431 +4V205, + 81\/5\5/Na§1>
0102

1
X (gst (3a® — %) log(N)(21og(r) + 1) + log(r) <4gst (r* — 3a”) log (ZOZQIO(@Q>
—247a* + r*(8m — 3gst)>

1
+2gsNy (r2 — 3a2) log (ZOZQIO(@Q> + 189Ny (r2 — 3a*(6r + 1)) logQ(r)> }
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9/ MNY2 N, log(r) (3602 log(r) + ) (486\/60431 + 1102, — 324\5/Na§1>

M —A(r
w02 (r) 972\/§7T5/4ra§1ag’2
1
GM — A(r SIAM (67&2 + 81V Na? )
Y61 ( )72\/§7T5/4N7/207”2a91a92 {9 0 01

X [gst (3a® — r?) log(N)(2log(r) + 1) +
1
log(r) (4gst (T2 — 3(12) log <Za91a92) — 24ma® 4+ r*(8m — 3gst))

1
+2g,Ny (7’2 — 3a2) log (10@10492) + 189Ny (r2 — 3a*(6r + 1)) logz(r)] }

o )ﬂ%m{*/ﬁagg (3 W Nag, — 7h5a92>

yo2 270431

1
GM = —A(r SAM (49a2 +81\5/Na2>
o= —Al )324\/§7T5/4 W'r’2a91a§2 {g b “

G

X [gst (3a® — %) log(N)(21log(r) + 1)
1
+ log(r) <4gst (r* — 3a®) log <Za91a92> — 247a* + r* (87 — 3gst))

1
+2g,Ny (r* — 3a®) log (Zaglo%) + 189, Ny (r* — 3a*(6r + 1)) logQ(r)] }

gs""*M Ny log(r) (36a*log(r) + ) (324\4/N0z§1 + 169 WQ§2>

GM —A(r
20, = —A(r) 648215/ 4r o)
. 9 \/g NT7/10 \/g\/N (243v/60, + 11803,)
ny = A(T) 2 - 4
902 g, 7290y v,
2N45 (~243/6a, + 80, +1629/Na3,
GM = —A(r) 12
6561ay, ag,
14\/5 VNag, \[N?’/lo
GM
24305, 3,
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C Schrodinger-Like Potential for the Radial Profile Function for p

Mesons

The Schrodinger-like equation (63) satisfied by g(Z) = /V1(Z)y1(Z) will have a potential given
by:
1 1 1
V(Z) = m{r? {3 (_1 n e4Z> (_4m3 e
x{ew (6 (1+¢%) gNs(Z +10g(rn))? = 2 (47 (14 €17) + goNy (17 (log N = 3) +log N +3) ) (Z + log(rn)) — (~1+ €7 ) (9o Ny log N + 4m))

X |:21662952Nf2rh(2 + log(rp))® — 18gs Ny (32627rrh +gsNy <4ezrh(2 log(N) + 3) — 1)) (Z +log(r1))?
+6 (gs2 <4ezrh log? N + (24leh — 2) log(N) + 3) N2 + 8gsm (4ezrh(logN +3) — 1) Ny + 64eZ7r2rh> (Z 4+ log(ry)) — 32n> (126Z7‘h — 1)

—8gs Ny ((246Zrh - 2) log(N) + 3) — gs2N;? <<Z4ezrh - 2) log2(N) + 6log N — 9)} }

Lo (0 (1 02) e e 2 o (4 5) 0y (50— s )

x(Z + log(rn)) + gsNy (210gN+e4Z(2logN73) +3> +8 <1+e4z> 7r>

X <77QeZgSNfrh(Z +1log(ry))? + 3 (32eZ7rrh +gsNy <Sezrh log N — 1)) (Z +1log(rp)) + gsNy(logN — 3) + 47r>
—(gsNylog N — 3gs Ny (Z + log(ry)) + 4)

x |:—3GeZ (—9 + e4Z> 9sNyrh(Z + log(ry))® + 12 (4ez (—9 + e4Z> mrn + gsNy (e5zrh(log(N) —18) — 9¢Zrp, (log N + 6) + 2)) (Z + log(rn))?
48 (—27ez (—1 + e4Z> 95Ny + 4 (186Z7’h + 6657, — 1) + 95Ny <1Sezrh 6657, — 1) log N)
X (Z +log(rp)) + 167 (f6ezrh +6e>Zr, + 1) +gsNy (4 (fGleh +6e>Zry, + 1) log N —3 (3 + e4Z>>:|:| })aQ}

+4e2% (—1 + e4Z> mg +

(=6 (14 e*2) gsNp(Z +log(r))? + 2 (47 (1 4 e*Z) + gs Ny (e*Z (log N — 3) + log N + 3)) (Z + log(rp,)) + (=1 4 e*Z) (gsNylog N + 4#))2

A7
—Ail{4 (—1 +e4z)

+2 (47r (—1 + 642) + 95Ny <e4Z(logN —6) —log N — 6)) (Z +log(rn)) + gs Ny (21ogN+ eZ(2log N — 3) + 3) +8 (1 +e4Z) 7r:| }}

-6 (—1 + 642) 95Ny (Z +log(rp))?

(C1)

where:
A, = (Z +1og(ry))(gsNylog N — 3g,N¢(Z + log(ry)) + 4m)™.
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