
Quantum fluctuation on the worldsheet of probe string in BTZ

black hole

Yu-Ting Zhou∗

College of Physics, Nanjing University of Aeronautics

and Astronautics, Nanjing 210016, China and

Key Laboratory of Aerospace Information Materials

and Physics (NUAA), MIIT, Nanjing 211106, China

Xiao-Mei Kuang†

Center for Gravitation and Cosmology,

College of Physical Science and Technology,

Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225009, China.

Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the second-order normal quantum fluctuation on the worldsheet of

a probe string in the Bañados-Teitelboim-Zanelli (BTZ) black hole. These fluctuations is treated

as the projection of Hawking radiation on the worldsheet and indeed modify the action growth

of the string. Then in the string field theory/boundary conformal field theory framework, via the

boundary vertex operator we study the correlation function of the Schrödinger functional of excited

fields on the worldsheet and further extract the field’s formula. Our study could shed light on the

potential connection between complexity growth and correlation function.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes have become a natural platform for us to understand spacetime and gravity

at a semi-classical level after Stephen Hawking proposed the exciting theory of black hole

radiation. Then, drawing inspiration from black hole thermodynamics, physicists proposed

the holographic nature of gravity [1, 2], which then gives rise to the gauge/gravity duality

[3–5]. The extensive applications of this duality provide novel perspectives for exploring

gravity and strongly coupled system.

Recently, quantum information theory has begun to transcend its traditional framework,

providing more and more insights in the field of quantum gravity such as computational

complexity [6–12]. The complexity essentially measures the difficulty of changing a quantum

state into another state, however, it is still not clear to define the initial states and target

states when one applies complexity into quantum field theory (QFT). Though considerable

attempts have been made in this field [13–26], a widely acceptable understanding of the

complexity still poses an unresolved query. Thanks to holography, two elegant descriptions

of complexity have been proposed from gravity side. One is the “complexity=volume (CV)”

conjecture, where V represents the volume of the Einstein-Rosen (ER) bridge linking the

two sides of the AdS black hole’s boundary. The other is the “complexity=action (CA)”

conjecture, where A denotes the classical action of a space-time region enclosed by the bulk

2



Cauchy slice anchored at the boundaries, also known as the “Wheeler-Dewitt (WdW)” patch

[27–29].

Based on the CA conjecture, there are many studies on the stationary systems, see for

examples [30–49] and references therein. Similar efforts are evident in dynamic systems,

such as the investigation of complexity growth with probe branes [50] and the exploration

of non-local operator effects in the BTZ black hole [51–59]. Remarkable progress has been

made in holographic complexity, but a well-defined reference state in holography is also open.

Therefore, the study of quantum fluctuation or perturbation of complexity could circumvent

the state puzzle and help to step forward to investigate the complexity.

Thus, the aim of this paper is to study the second-order normal fluctuation on a probe

string whose two points end in the dual boundary of the BTZ black hole. As a first attempt,

our goal is to build a possible connection between the complexity growth and correlation

function. The purpose we consider the normal fluctuations on the probe string mainly con-

sists of two aspects. On one hand, the probe string in BTZ black hole can be treated as

a 2-dimensional quantum field theory in the curved space-time background, similar as the

handling with holographic Brownian motion proposed in [60, 61]. Then in this scenario,

various fluctuation modes could be excited on the string’s worldsheet due to Hawking radi-

ation in the black hole environment [62]. Here for convenience, we shall fix the end points

of the string onto the boundary and focus on the normal direction fluctuation of the string.

This operation allows us to obtain the normal operator of those excited normal modes along

the string, as we will show soon. On the other hand, this consideration allows us to work

with the string field theory/boundary conformal field theory (SFT/BCFT) correspondence,

stating that every classical field in worldsheet of the probe string can be described by a

BCFT of an open string attached to the boundary [63–68]. In this framework, we can treat

the excited fields as a single object and construct the corresponding vertex operator on the

boundary. This then further helps us to calculate the correlation function of the bulk fields

in the Schrödinger functional representation and extract the curved-dependent worldsheet

excited field.

The remaining of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly review the

BTZ black hole and the action growth of probe string model. In Sec. III, we consider

second order normal fluctuation on the Nambu-Goto action of the probe string in the black

hole and then we get the normal fluctuation operator. In Sec.IV, we explore the two-point
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correlation function of these excited modes and extract the field function on the worldsheet.

We summarize our work in the last section.

II. ACTION GROWTH OF PROBE STRING IN BTZ BLACK HOLE

We start with the 3-dimentional BTZ black hole with a negative cosmological constant

of which the metric is [69, 70]

ds2 = −(−M + r2

l2
)dt2 + 1

−M + r2

l2

dr2 + r2dϕ2, (1)

where −∞ ≤ t ≤∞ and 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 2π, M is the black hole mass and l is AdS radius. Then for

convenience, we shall set l = 1 and rewrite metric (1) under Poincare coordinate as,

ds2 = 1

z2
[−f(z)dt2 + 1

f(z)dz
2 + dϕ2] , f(z) = 1 −Mz2, (2)

where we have z = 1
r , the horizon location zh = 1

√

M
and the Hawking temperature T = 1

2π
√

M
.

We proceed to consider a probe string in this background spacetime and its two endpoints

are attached in the boundary subspace. The configuration is shown in FIG. 1 where we have

omitted the time direction. Subsequently, we can work in the worldsheet coordinates τ = t

FIG. 1: The geometric description of a probe string ending on the boundary of BTZ black hole

background.

and σ = ϕ, and further perform Xµ(t, ϕ) as

Xµ(t, ϕ) =
⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎜
⎝

t

z(ϕ)
ϕ

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎟
⎠
. (3)
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Then the Nambu-Goto action of this string is

SNG = Ts∫ dtdϕ
√
−det [hab] , (4)

where Ts is the tension of string. hab is the induced metric of worldsheet, which can be

written in the form

hab = gµν∂aXµ∂bX
ν , (5)

with gµν the metric defined in (2). Then directly from (4), we can define the action growth

of the probe string as
1

Ts

dSNG

dt
= ∫

ϕc
2

−ϕc
2

dϕ
√
−det [hab] . (6)

Further calculations on the above action growth has been addressed in [52–54], in which the

authors discussed the significant effects of the graviton mass and black hole mass. In the

following studies, we shall concern the quadratic fluctuation on this action growth.

III. QUANTUM FLUCTUATION ON THE WORLDSHEET OF PROBE STRING

We shall then adopt the normal coordinate gauge, under which the fluctuation is normal

to the probe string everywhere, to expand the action growth into the quadratic order. The

reason exists in that the normal coordinate gauge could be the safest choice comparing to

other coordinate gauges, as addressed in [71]. The explicit geometric description of this

fluctuation is shown in FIG.2, in which the dashed curve describes a fluctuated string on

the original probe string.

FIG. 2: The geometric description of the fluctuation on the string.

To proceed, we expand the action growth (6) up to the quadratic term as

1

Ts

dSNG

dt
≃ 1

Ts

dS
(0)
NG

dt
+ 1

Ts

dS
(2)
NG

dt
+⋯, (7)
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where the first term in the right side denotes the initial classical action growth. It is noticed

that in general we can have infinite higher order terms but in our following study we consider

till quadratic term. Then we shall assume that the fluctuation field is a scalar field ξn and

account for the contributions from the quantum fluctuations. To this end, we first expand

the string coordinates around (3) as

Xµ(t, ϕ) =Xµ
0 (t, ϕ) + nµξn(t, ϕ). (8)

Here we introduce the unit normal vector nµ = (nz, nϕ) and consider the normal fluctuation

on the coordinate. Subsequently, (8) can be rewritten as

z = z + nzξn(t, ϕ), (9)

ϕ = ϕ + nϕξn(t, ϕ). (10)

Noted that there is no fluctuation on the time direction, which means that we keep the time

coordinate fixed. The normal vector should satisfy the condition [71]

nϕλϕgϕϕ + nzλzgzz = 0, (11)

n2
ϕgϕϕ + n2

zgzz = 1, (12)

where λϕ and λz are the parameters satisfying the tangent vector equation of string

z
′ = ∂z

∂ϕ
= λz

λϕ

. (13)

Now we have to fix the normal vector. The Hamiltonian of the string can be extracted

from (4) as

H = Mz2 − 1
z2
√
1 −Mz2 + z′2

, (14)

which does not explicitly depend on ϕ, so it is conserved. Then z
′
could be written as

z
′ =

z2
∗

√
Mz2 − 1

√
Mz2 − 1 + z4(1−Mz2∗)

z4∗

z2
√
1 −Mz2

∗

, (15)

where z∗ is the turning point at the ϕ0 (see FIG.1). Then combining (11)-(13) and (15), we

can solve out nz and nϕ as

nz =
z3
√
1 −Mz2

∗

z2
∗

,

nϕ =
√
z6 −Mz6z2

∗
− z2z4

∗
+Mz4z4

∗√
Mz2z4

∗
− z4
∗

. (16)
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Under the fluctuated string coordinates

X̃ t = t,

X̃z = z + nzξn(t, ϕ),

X̃ϕ = ϕ + nϕξn(t, ϕ), (17)

the induced metric (5) can be expanded as

h̃tt = ∂tX̃ t∂tX̃
tgtt + ∂tX̃z∂tX̃

zgzz + ∂tX̃ϕ∂tX̃
ϕgϕϕ,

= gtt + (nz∂tξn)2gzz + (nϕ∂tξn)2gϕϕ

h̃ϕϕ = ∂ϕX̃z∂ϕX̃
zgzz + ∂ϕX̃ϕ∂ϕX̃

ϕgϕϕ

= [z′ + ∂ϕ(nzξn)]2gzz + [1 + ∂ϕ(nϕξn)]2gϕϕ

= (z′)2gzz + 2z′ξn∂ϕnz ⋅ gzz + 2z′nz∂ϕξn ⋅ gzz + ξ2n(∂ϕnz)2gzz

+2ξnnz∂ϕnz ⋅ ∂ϕξn ⋅ gzz + n2
z(∂ϕξn)2gzz + gϕϕ + 2ξn∂ϕnϕ ⋅ gϕϕ

+2nϕ∂ϕξn ⋅ gϕϕ + ξ2n(∂ϕnϕ)2gϕϕ + 2ξnnϕ∂ϕnϕ ⋅ ∂ϕξn ⋅ gϕϕ + n2
ϕ(∂ϕξn)2gϕϕ. (18)

After straightforward calculation, we can expand the det[h̃ab] up to the second order and

obtain the quadratic term

1

Ts

dS
(2)
NG

dt
= ∫ dϕ ξ†

n [(z′2gzz + gϕϕ)∂2
t + ∂ϕ(gtt∂ϕ) − [(∂ϕnz)2gzzgtt + (∂ϕn2

ϕ)gϕϕgtt]] ξn, (19)

where we have used the relation of the normal vector in (13). By defining a normal fluctu-

ation operator as

On = (z′2gzz + gϕϕ)∂2
t + ∂ϕ(gtt∂ϕ) − [(∂ϕnz)2gzzgtt + (∂ϕnϕ)2gϕϕgtt], (20)

we can rewrite the quadratic terms (19) as

1

Ts

dS
(2)
NG

dt
=

N

∑
n
∫ dϕξ†

nOnξn, (21)

which was proposed in [71].

In principle, we can solve out ξn from (21) by the equation of motion

Onξn = 0, (22)

however, it is a very difficult mission for us to go ahead. The difficulties come from two

aspects: the first is that the equation Onξn is highly nonlinear, so analytical solution is a
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big challenge and numerical method is called for. The second is that ξn can be any field,

which further reinforces the complex of this issue. Therefore, we shall shift our strategy and

adopt alternative approach to find ξn, which will be elaborated in the next section.

IV. FURTHER STUDY FROM THE PERSPECTIVE OF STRING FIELD THE-

ORY

In this section, we shall endow the quantum fluctuation on the probe string with a

potential physical process and discuss what we can construct. The probe string living in

BTZ black hole environment should be inevitably affected by the Hawking radiation [60–62],

besides, combining (8) and (21) further inspires us to interpret ξn as the fluctuation fields

caused by the Hawking radiation. It is noted that random fluctuations on the worldsheet

caused by Hawking radiation can also lead to a random motion of the endpoint of the string

on the boundary, which is dubbed holographic Brownian motion [60]. But here our case is

different because we fix the two endpoints of the string on the boundary and only consider

the fluctuation on the worldsheet. Then one interesting question we shall ask is which kind

of physical quantity in the fluctuations can correspond to complexity/action growth caused

by this process. We shall do some analysis and expect to give insight in this issue.

As we aforementioned that the quantum fluctuations could be excited by any kind of

field so that the sum in (21) should collect all possible fields. Fortunately, inspired by the

strategy in string field theory (SFT) [63, 64, 72], we can treat this set of fluctuations as

a single object, called excited string fields (ESF) Ξ[ϕi,Aµ, ...], where ϕi and Aµ are the

scalar fields and U(1) gauge field, while the ellipsis denote other possible excited fields.

Moreover, in our setup the worldline of the string is swept out by the endpoints attached to

the boundary, so all of these components collectively form boundary conformal field theory.

Thus, we shall apply SFT/BCFT correspondence [63–68] to proceed.

We define a worldsheet’s excited space , HBCFT , which can be viewed as a tensor

productor of “matter ” and “ghost” sectors [73]

HBCFT =H m
BCFT ⊗H gh

BCFT , (23)

where m and gh denote matter and ghost sectors, respectively. The ghost sector is a bc sys-

tem that is characterized by anticommuting, holomorphic, and anti-holomorphic worldsheet
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fields b, b̄, c, c̄. Since the ghost sector comes from the gauge fixing process and its physics is

usually not well understood, so here we do not consider the ghost sector for the fluctuations.

For a state ∣ξn⟩ ∈HBCFT , there exits a corresponding boundary operator Vξn , called vertex

operator, so that we have

∣ξn⟩ = Vξn ∣0⟩ . (24)

Here ∣0⟩ is the SL(2, R) vacuum in the boundary without vertex operator. Then we extend

the vertex operator at the point ϕ0 as V (ϕ0) =∶ eiβnXµ
(ϕ0) ∶ of which the integral form is

Vξn(ϕ0) = ∫ dtdϕ
√
γV (ϕ0). (25)

Here, ∶∶ means the normal ordering, and βn is the charge of ξn which plays the role of space-

time momentum along the Xµ. γ is the induced metric in the boundary. For a physical

state ∣ξn⟩, it must be a BRST invariant state in BCFT at ghost number 1, satisfying [72, 73]

Q ∣ξn⟩ = 0, ∣ξn⟩ ∼ ∣ξn⟩ +Q ∣Λ⟩ , ∣ξn⟩ = ghost number 1, (26)

where Q is the BRST operator and ∣Λ⟩ is ghost number 0 state. Recalling the equation of

motion (22), we find that it is natural to treat the normal fluctuation operator On as the

BRST operator Q.

Next, we use the Schrödinger representation for the excited worldsheet fields and consider

Dirichlet boundary conditions of the probe string on both endpoints

Xµ(ϕ = 0) = xµ, Xµ(ϕ = π) = xµ. (27)

Subsequently, we can expand Xµ(t, ϕ) in (3) as [74]

Xµ(ϕ) = xµ(ϕ) +
(xµ

ϕc
2

− xµ
−ϕc
2

)

π
ϕ +
√
2α′∑

n≠0

1

n
αµ
n sin(nϕ), (28)

or more explicitly in the form

z(ϕ) = z(ϕ) +
√
2α′∑

n≠0

1

n
αµ
n sin[nϕ],

ϕ = −ϕc

2
+ ϕc

π
ϕ +
√
2α′∑

n≠0

1

n
αµ
n sin[nϕ], (29)

and the vertex operator (24) could be

Vξn(z)(ϕ0) = eiβnz∗ × exp[i
√
2α′βn∑

n≠0

αµ
n

n
sin[nϕ0]],

Vξn(ϕ)(ϕ0) = eiβn(
ϕ0
π
−

1
2
)ϕc × exp[i

√
2α′βn∑

n≠0

αµ
n

n
sin[nϕ0]]. (30)
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Then we define the overlap

Ξn[Xµ(ϕ)] = ⟨Xµ(ϕ)∣Ξn⟩, (31)

where Ξn denotes the collection of excited fields on the worldsheet, depending on the curve

Xµ in the background. It is noticed that Ξn could also include the b(ϕ) and c(ϕ) fields,
but here we do not consider this ghost sector. For the chosen point ϕ0 in the boundary, we

calculate the correlation of the vertex operator in the worldsheet as

⟨Ξn,Ξ
′
n⟩ = ⟨(I ○ Vξn(ϕ0))Vξ′n(ϕ0)⟩worldsheet. (32)

where I denotes the Belavin-Polyakov-Zamolodchikov (BPZ) conjugation, I(a) = − 1
a . That

is to say, the I ○Vξn(ϕ0) corresponds to another point in the boundary. Thus, (32) contains

two vertex operators, which are at ϕ0 and − 1
ϕ0
, respectively, and the formula of the path

integral over the worldsheet is

⟨Ξn,Ξ
′
n⟩ = ∫ [dXµ](I ○ Vξn(ϕ0))Vξ′n(ϕ0)e−(S

(0)
NG+S

(2)
NG). (33)

Then we factorize this integration into three parts, saying outside (z > ∣z(ϕ)∣), on (z = ∣z(ϕ)∣),
and below (z < ∣z(ϕ)∣) the probe string,

⟨Ξn,Ξ
′
n⟩ = ∫

ϕc
2

−
ϕc
2

[dXµ]z=∣z(ϕ)∣∫
ϕc
2

−
ϕc
2

[dXµ]z>∣z(ϕ)∣

×∫
ϕc
2

−
ϕc
2

[dXµ]z<∣z(ϕ)∣(I ○ Vξn(ϕ0))Vξ′n(ϕ0)e−(S
(0)
NG+S

(2)
NG). (34)

by using the BPZ inverse, which takes the form

⟨Ξn,Ξ
′
n⟩ = ∫

ϕc
2

−
ϕc
2

[dXµ]z=∣z(ϕ)∣ (∫
ϕc
2

−
ϕc
2

[dXµ]z<∣z(ϕ)∣Vξn(ϕ0)e−S
(0)
NG−S

(2)
NG)

×(∫
ϕc
2

−
ϕc
2

[dXµ]z<∣z(ϕ)∣Vξ′n(ϕ0)e−S
(0)
NG−S

(2)
NG) . (35)

From (35), we can extract the induced string field on the worldsheet or the projection of

excited fields of Hawking radiation on the worldsheet as

Ξn[Xµ(ϕ)] = ∫ [dXµ]Vξn(ϕ0)e−S
(0)
NG−S

(2)
NG

= ∫ d(δXµ)Vξn(ϕ0)e−S
(0)
NG−S

(2)
NG

= ∫ nµdξnVξn(ϕ0)e−S
(0)
NG−S

(2)
NG . (36)
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In the second equality, we change the integration variable in term of the facts that dXµ =
dX0 +d(δX) and dX0 is fixed. In the third equality, we recall (8) and take nµ as a constant

vector along the worldsheet. Then considering that ∫ dξe−S
(2)
NG is a Gaussian integral, we

shall further reduce the above formula into

Ξn[Xµ] = nµ∫ dtdϕ

√
π

TsOn

⋅ Vξn(ϕ0)e−S
0
NG , (37)

which could be defined as the induced fields excited by Hawking radiation under the

Schrödinger functional representation. As expected, nµ appears here indicates that these

fields are polarized and normal to the worldsheet. One interesting property we can read off

from (37) is when the string tension Ts approaches to zero, the fields will blow up. This

could be understood as that the string is melted by the high Hawking temperature when it

goes near the horizon.

Before closing this section, we shall present some discussions on our results. Firstly, we

argue that Ξn[Xµ] can be defined as the induced field excited by Hawking radiation based

on the fact that the fluctuation of worldsheet can be caused by Hawking radiation as the

probe string is in black hole environment, even though the physical quantities related to

Hawking radiation are not reflected in (37). It is noticed that besides Hawking radiation,

the fluctuations may also be triggered by other mechanisms, such as a scalar field on the

worldsheet as a defect [75], but here we take more care of the worldsheet fluctuation itself,

which means that fields Ξn[Xµ] are only curve-dependent. Secondly, in our analysis, we

see that under the second-order fluctuation on the action/complexity growth, the two-point

correlation emerge from the worldsheet’s perturbation. Moreover, (35) shows that the second

order fluctuation of action growth of probe string indeed contributes to the correlation of

vertex operators in the boundary conformal field theory in the form of functional path

integrals. We argue that this may indicate a profound connection between complexity and

the correlation function, which deserves further clarification.

V. CONCLUSION

There are plenty of schemes to define complexity in quantum field theory and conformal

field theory. Relating with gravity, one also has two holographic versions of complexity. So

further studies on complexity in a suitable framework will help us to further understand
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complexity in physics. In this work, we handle with complexity in string field theory and

expect to shed light on connecting complexity with correlation function in quantum field

theory and holography.

We investigated the second-order quantum fluctuation of a probe string ending on the

boundary of the BTZ black hole background. Since the string is in black hole environment,

we assumed that the unique normal fluctuation on the string is introduced by the Hawking

radiation. Considering that the fluctuation can also affect the complexity or action growth

of the string and will bring in a high-order correction on the Nambu-Goto action. So we

calculate the second-order correction on the Nambu-Goto action and obtain the normal

fluctuation operator.

Moreover, in the SFT/BCFT framework, by treating the excited fields on the worldsheet

as a single object, and further defining them as excited string field, we found that the

normal fluctuation operator also can be viewed as a BRST operator. Then we calculated

the correlation function of vertex operators which is given in the form of functional path

integrals. This corresponds to the correlation function of the excited fields on the worldsheet.

We then extracted the induced field excited by Hawking radiation under the Schrödinger

functional representation. Our study shows that under the second-order fluctuation on

the action/complexity growth, the two-point correlation can emerge from the worldsheet’s

perturbation. This indicates that somehow we may explain the complexity as scattering

amplitude, which could be an interesting direct, for example, one should clarify the definition

of the minimal path in the scattering amplitude, and so on. We hope to further study the

related topics in the future.
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