Photoproduction, Paramagnetic Anisotropic Plasma, IR
Log-Gravitational-DBI Renormalization and Go-Structure Induced
(Almost) Contact 3-Structures in Hot Strongly Magnetic MQCD at

2503.07732v1 [hep-th] 10 Mar 2025

arxXiv

Intermediate Coupling
Shivam Singh Kushwah* and Aalok Misra'

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

Abstract

After obtaining the gauge fields that can be supported on the world-volume of flavor D6-branes in the type ITA
dual of thermal QCD-like theories at high temperatures and intermediate coupling (the latter incorporated via the
inclusion of O(R*) corrections in its M-theory uplift) and gauge-invariant fluctuations about them, in the (absence

and) presence of a strong magnetic field, we obtain the — w variation (x being the spectral function for the

NG
in(reaction)-plane photon polarization and N being the number of color D3-branes in the parent type IIB dual [1]
of thermal QCD-like theories). We further obtain a nice agreement with, e.g., bottom-up holographic anisotropic
backgrounds in gauged supergravity [2]. Implementing Dirichlet boundary condition at the horizon for the world-
volume gauge fields, we also demonstrate at the level of EoS that the holographic dual, in principle, could correspond
to several scenarios above T.. These include stable wormholes, a stable wormhole transitioning via a smooth crossover
to dark energy as the universe cools (the converse being prohibited in our setup), and a paramagnetic pressure/energy-
anisotropic plasma. Given that above T. QGP is expected to be paramagnetic [3], the third possibility appears to be
the preferred one. Generalizing the TOV equations to include angular mass/pressure/energy profiles, we show up to
first order in G, that it is not possible that the anisotropic plasma leads to the formation of a compact star. En route,
we show that the IR renormalization of the DBI action requires a boundary Log-determinant-of-Ricci-tensor counter
term. We further conjecture that (i) quantities like photoproduction spectral function, speed of sound (and hence
bulk viscosity), etc. that are determined from world-volume gauge field fluctuations that receive O(R*)-corrections, if
complezified, include a non-analytic-complezified gauge-coupling dependence, and correspond to Contact 3-Structures;
(i) quantities, e.g., pressure/free energy, energy density, etc. that are determined from world-volume gauge fields that

are not O(R*)-corrected, if complexified, are analytic in the complexified gauge coupling, and correspond to Almost
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Contact 3-Structures (ACS3S), both induced from the G2 structure of a closed seven-fold - a warped product of the
M-theory circle and a non-Kdhler siz-fold with the sixz-fold being a warped product of the thermal circle with a non-
Einsteinian deformation of TY1, and (iit) the lack of N-path connectedness in the parameter space associated with
AC3S and C3S [4], corresponds therefore to that gauge field fluctuations can not be finite, and in the zero-instanton

sector, (type-IIB modular-completion-inspired) O(R*) non-renormalized gauge fields produce O(R*)-corrected gauge

fluctuations.
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1 Introduction

The QCD has an interesting phase diagram, below the deconfinement temperature it contains
hadrons and mesons as degrees of freedom, which are the bound states of quarks formed due
to their strong interactions mediated by gluons. Above the deconfinement temperature, a new
state of matter is predicted called a Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP) which behaves very close to
an ideal fluid [6]. In recent years, Relativistic Heavy lon Collisions (RHIC) experiments have
started the quest to detect the QGP, and revealed that QGP is strongly coupled, leading to
non-applicability of perturbative methods. AdS/CFT is a proposal to deal with the strongly
coupled quantum field theories, where a weakly coupled gravity dual can be constructed for
them. The more extended version of the AdS/CFT duality is the gauge/gravity duality, where
one can consider non-conformal theories like QCD, resulted in a fruitful way to deal with such
strongly coupled systems. QGP is believed to be found in the core of stellar objects called
Neutron stars, which can be probed experimentally via gravitational wave data, for a detailed
discussion on Neutron stars see [7], and for their core supporting quark matter see [8]. Recent
heavy ion collision experiments reveal the presence of a strong magnetic field during the early
times of production of QGP, and in stellar objects there exists a certain class of Neutron stars,
called Magnetors [9-11] characterized by the strong magnetic field and low frequency of rotation
compared to neutron stars. These findings make the inclusion of magnetic field an interesting
probe to study QGP stars. The photon or dilepton production is another aspect which is
interesting to explore because of the thermal nature of plasma. Due to small electromagnetic
coupling () the photon interacts very weakly with plasma, hence is considered to be optically
thin. The presence of a strong magnetic field in the early stages of QGP production verified
by RHIC experiments [12| enhances the rate of photoproduction [13], and produces anisotropy
results in their elliptic flow, see [14]. Hence, the strong magnetic field provides an interesting
probe to study photoproduction in QGP within close analogy with RHIC experiments.

The study conducted in this paper can be divided into two parts:

1. Photo-production in top-down holographic QGP.

2. Study of generalized Equation of State(EoS).

1.1 Photo-production in top-down holographic QGP

Since QGP is a charged medium it will eventually emit photons or dileptons. These radiated
thermal photons(say) encode the characteristic features of the medium. Due to the weak nature
of electromagnetic interaction, they do not interact with the strong coupling medium, and they



significantly provide information about the current-current correlators in the hot QGP produced
during heavy ion collision experiments. The differential photon emission rate per unit volume

in thermal equilibrium can be written as [15]:

’k  x(k)

F pu—
d 2(2m)3 w(ef — 1)’

X(k) = =2Im[iy 267e] Cpu (F)] (1)

where, x (k) is the trace of the spectral density, C,,, is the retarded current-current correlators,

1 = 1,2 denotes the polarization states of the photon.

Depending on the photon momentum, three dynamical classifications of photons as hard, soft,
and ultra-soft photons are discussed in [16]. Depending on the type of photon, the characteristic
properties of the plasma, such as electrical conductivity, susceptibility, bulk viscosity, etc. are
affected. Due to such features, it becomes interesting to explore the photoproduction from QGP.

1.2 Study of generalized EoS

In recent years a lot of work has been devoted to exploring the features of the EoS of QCD
below de-confinement and above de-confinement where physicists consider the form p = we,
where p is pressure density, F is energy density, and w is EoS parameter, and w is constant.
But it seems to be an interesting problem where one considers the EoS parameter is not to be a
constant. This generalization of EoS leads to interesting phenomena such as dark matter(DM),
dark energy(DE), phantom dark energy(PDE), etc., which makes it an interesting problem to

explore.

According to cosmological studies, the Friedman equation can be written as,
a
— = —4n(E + 3P) (2)
a

where P is the total pressure, E is the energy density, and a is the scale factor that appears in
the FRW metric to describe the size of the universe. Consider the generalized EoS P = P(FE),
where the w(r) is the EoS parameter. Now, from the eq(2), one can see that for w(r) < —3,
the Universe is expanding i.e. @ > 0. The EOS with P = we, with w < —% corresponds to the
Dark Energy. Hence one can say that DE is sourcing the accelerated expansion of the current
universe. According to the ACDM model, the universe consists of nearly 70% dark energy. EoS
w = —1 corresponds to the positive cosmological constant term, —1 < w < —% corresponds to
quintessence, and w < —1 corresponds to the special kind of dark energy called Phantom Dark
Energy(PDE). Phantom energy is sourced by the negative-kinetic-energy-term of phantom/(or

ghost) scalar field which is introduced by hand in the bottom-up models of gravity, say for ¢ as



the phantom (or ghost) field [17],

L=t = 30,:00% — V() ®)
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But in string theory, a phantom field naturally emerges [18]. Phantom energy boosts the
accelerated expansion of the universe leading to the Big Rip scenario. It also violates the null

energy condition and hence becomes a candidate to support the wormholes.

Wormbholes are considered to be the objects that connect the two regions of the same spacetime
or two different spacetimes. Wormholes were first introduced by Flamm in 1916 and then by
Einstein and Nathan Rosen in 1935[19], then also called the Einstein-Rosen bridge. These are
the geometries supported by the general theory of relativity that appear as solutions to Einstein’s
field equations. Certain energy conditions need to be followed by the ordinary matter (written
in terms of stress-energy tensor) and the perfect fluid (written in terms of energy density(£) and
pressure density(P)) which are based on the restrictions on energy-momentum tensor which are
as follows|20]:

Weak Energy Condition (WEC): T,,,u#u” > 0, or € > 0, e + P > 0, which ensure that for

a time like observer moving with 4— velocity, u*, the observed energy is always positive.

e The Null energy condition(NEC):T),,k*k” > 0, or e + P > 0, which prevents the negative
energy-like situation along the null trajectories moving with 4-velocity vector k*.

e The Strong Energy Condition (SEC):(7},, — %Tgm,)u“u” >0,ore+P>0,e+3P >0,
which prevents the matter to have gravitational repulsion, hence avoids the exoticness like

scenario.

e The Dominant Energy Conditions(DEC): T, u*v” > 0, where u*, and v” are the co-oriented
time-like vectors, or € > |P|, which prevents the superluminal transport and maintain

causality of energy-momentum flow.

Wormbholes violate the null energy condition (NEC). Traversable wormholes are a special class
of wormholes that allow travel from one point of the universe to another or from one universe
to another and do not contain an event horizon as it prohibits two-way travel. Exotic matter
is considered to be required to stabilize the wormhole as it violates the average null energy
condition and weak energy condition. Due to negative energy density, the wormholes get the
required gravitational repulsion to stabilize [21]. It has been argued that the exotic matter is
not necessarily required to stabilize them, but ordinary fermionic matter is also sufficient to
do so, for example, for traversable wormholes in Einstein-Maxwell-Dirac theory see [22, 23]. In



certain conditions of the failure of the negative energy source, wormhole converts into a black
hole, and inversely a black hole can also convert into a wormbhole if it irradiated with negative
energy, resulting in stationary wormholes that could be the final state of radiating black holes
[24], and would possibly resolve the information loss paradox as there is no singularity present
in a traversable wormhole where information loss could happen. There is another well-known
effect in quantum field theory, argued to stabilize the traversable wormholes, is the Casimir
effect. A Casimir energy is also the candidate that can support the traversable wormholes [23]
known as Casimir Wormbholes, extensively studied in the context of modified theories of gravity,
see |25, 26]. The creation/annihilation of wormholes is controlled by PDE (or DE). Varying EoS
parameter crossing the phantom divide w = —1 generates excessive radial pressure in the dark
stars resulting in opening the tunnel leads to the creation of a wormhole [27]|. At the spacetime
foam level in Euclidean quantum gravity, Wormbholes also have some topological implications
that arise in higher derivative theories as shown [28| states that topology changes occur due
to the formation of the wormhole, later this induced the effective cosmological term purely of
topological origin depending on HD-correction-coupling-parameter and density of wormbholes,
resulting in the DE sector in general time-dependent background. The only example compatible
with quantum and classical description is based on traversable wormholes known as FR = EPR
conjecture [29] to resolve the EPR paradox. These studies make it very interesting to study
the interconnection between ordinary matter (here quark matter), dark energy, phantom energy,
and wormbholes as they coexist, and play a crucial role in the stellar structure of the universe.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 consists of an introduction to the
M-theoretic uplift of the type-IIA SYZ (Strominger-Yau-Zaslow) mirror constructed via triple
T-duality, of the parent type-1IB dual of holographic QCD like theories as developed in [1, 30, 31].
Section 3 discusses the inclusion of O(R*)-corrections in the M-theoretic uplift and when to go
beyond. In section 4, we summarize the basics of (Almost) Contact 3-Structures. In section 5,
we obtain the flavor D6-brane world-volume gauge fields in the absence of magnetic field in the
UV and the IR in a self-consistent truncation resulting in non-renormalization of gauge fields at
O(R*) (in the zero-instanton sector). The analysis of section 5 is repeated in section 6 but with
the inclusion of a strong magnetic field. Section 7 consists of a discussion on the photo-production
in QGP within the aforementioned M-theoretic QGP setup. In section 8 we will discuss the
generalized EoS, for the respective M-theoretic QGP, which consists of an interesting interplay of
quark matter, phantom energy, stable wormholes depending on the temperature range. Section

9 consists of the summary of the results obtained.



2 Type IIB/ITA Dual of Large-N Thermal QCD-Like Theories, its M-
Theory Uplift and the MQGP Limit

The holographic dual of thermal QCD-like theories at finite coupling was successfully constructed

in [30, 31]. Finite gauge coupling on the gauge theory side would correspond to strong coupling

limit of string theory, i.e. M-theory, to be consistent with gauge - gravity duality. The same

was effected via the "MQGP ! limit" defined as [30, 31]:

M2>m1 (gst)m2
N

where (g5, N, M, N¢) =(string coupling, number of color D3-branes, number of fractional D3-

g1 = O(1) — O(10); Ny, M = O(1), N > 1, %

< 1,mip € Zy U{0}, (4)

branes/ D5-branes wrapping the vanishing S? of a resolved conifold, number of flavor D7-branes)
in the type IIB dual [1] of thermal QCD-like theories at high (i.e. above the deconfinement)
temperature.

In this work, we use the specific values of gy, M, Ny as given in Table 2 (as also given in
[32]) which is purely motivated by the desire the theory makes contact with real QCD as well
as to work with intermediate N duals of thermal QCD-like theories. However, it should be
noted that all results pertaining to the G, structure, Almost Contact 3-Structures
and the resultant transverse SU(3) structures of this work are valid V(g,, M, Ny)
satisfying (4). We will see that for the values of gs, M, N; as given in Table 2 [even though

S. No. | Parameterc | Value chosen consistent with (4) Physics reason
1. Js 0.1 QCD fine structure constant (EW scale)
2. M 3 Number of colors in the IR after a

Seiberg-like duality cascade
to match real QCD

3. Ny 2o0r 3 u, d (and s) quarks
- the light quarks of QCD

Table 1: Values of g, M, Ny in the IR motivated by realistic QCD

this table appears in the published [32] with both the authors as co-authors, chronologically, it
first appeared in a preliminary version of this paper that appeared as arXiv:2211.13186 |hep-
th|, vl], N = 100 £ O(1) is the value of N picked out to obtain explicit Contact
3-Structures (and the associated transverse SU(3) 3-structures); a different choice of
(gs, M = O(1), Ny = O(1)) would pick out another (intermediate) V.

!Short for M-theoretic Quark Gluon Plasma (QGP) - essentially implying study of QGP-like thermal QCD systems
at intermediate/finite coupling, holographically,and from a top-down approach.



The M-theory uplift of the type IIB string dual [1] of thermal QCD-like theories, was obtained
by first constructing its type ITA Strominger-Yau-Zaslow (SYZ) type ITA mirror [via triple T
duality along a delocalized special Lagrangian (sLag) T resolved /deformed conifold which could
be identified with the T%invariant sLag of [33] with a large base B(r, 0y, 0,) [30, 31]], and then
uplifted to M-theory. As regards delocalization, (as summarized in [34] ?) the M-theory uplift
(excluding the O(R*) corrections) of the type IIB holographic dual of [1] of our manuscript, was
constructed in the MQGP limit in references [30], [31], by first constructing the delocalized SYZ
type ITA mirror (wherein a pair of squashed S2s are replaced by a pair of T?s, and the correct
T-duality coordinates are identified). Analogous to [35], the M-theory uplift corresponds to a
bona-fide GG structure satisfying the EOMs even if one removes the delocalization, i.e., take the
uplift to be valid for all angles 6, 5, 1. Further, working in the aforementioned vanishing-Ouyang-
embedding’s-modulus limit (essentially limiting to the first-generation quarks|+s quark]), it is
evident that one will have to work near small values of 6y 5. As an example, we work in the

neighborhood of

(67N g,
(01a92) = (Wa W) )
ag,, = O(1); (5)

the slightly different powers of N in the delocalized 6 5 is also to remind us that in the pair of
squashed S?’s; the vanishing S?(6;, ¢1) and resolved S?%(6y, ¢) are not on the “same footing”. At
the level of on-shell action, the results up to O(4) are made independent of the delocalization (as
explained in [34]) by replacing the O(1) delocalization parameters ay, , respectively by N 1/5 5in 6,
or N3/%sin@,. One can then choose a different delocalization by then replacing sin 8; 5 by

g, Qp, 1 3 s -
(N%H ) W) » V01 7é 5776'2 7é Ev Ay, , = O(D <6>

The results pertaining to Ga-structure torsion classes of the closed M; and the existence of
(Almost)Contact(3)(Metric)Structures and transverse SU(3) structures, remain unchanged and

independent of delocalization.

The UV-complete (unlike [36]) Type IIB string dual of [1], involves N color D3-branes placed
at the tip of a resolved conifold, M D5-branes and D5-branes both wrapping the vanishing S?
but at antipodal points of the resolved S?, and N; flavor D7- and D7-branes “wrapping" a non-

>This is explained in [35]. A resolved warped deformed conifold (in the type IIB gravity dual (See Fig. 1)) does not
possess an isometry along 1. Therefore, to construct its type IIA SYZ mirror and its subsequent M-theory uplift, to
begin with, one works in the delocalized limit ¢ = (1) wherein one replaces S (01,2, 1,2) by T?(01,2,/y) via (11). Then,
similar to [35] in the context of D5-branes wrapped around the resolved squashed S? of a resolved conifold, it can be
shown that freeing the uplift of the delocalization generates a G2 structure, and therefore the M-theory uplift and thus
its type ITA descendant, are both free of delocalization.



compact four cycle Ry x S? involving the vanishing S? but at antipodal points of the resolved

conifold.

SYZ mirror symmetry is triple T-duality along three isometry directions (¢1, ¢2,1). By
performing first T-duality along 1 direction, one obtains N D4 branes which are wrapping
¥ direction and M D4-branes straddling a pair of orthogonal NS5-branes. Further, from T-
dualities along ¢; and ¢, one obtains a pair of Taub-Nut spaces and N D6 branes. Effect of
triple T-dualities on the flavor D7 branes is that D7 branes are replaced by D6-branes. The
M-theory mirror of the type IIA mirror yields KK monopoles (variants of Taub-NUT spaces).
Therefore, we can see that there are no branes in M-theory uplift and we have M-theory on a

Go-structure manifold with fluxes. This is summarized in Fig. 1.

(As explained in, e.g., [37]) After application of repeated Seiberg-like dualities at finite
temperature, N D3-branes are cascaded away in the IR yielding an SU(M) gauge theory that
is UV-conformal, IR~confining wherein the quarks transform in the fundamental
representation of flavor and color groups. As M then gets identified with the number of colors
in the IR , in the MQGP-limit (4) M can not only be taken to O(1) but in fact even the
realistic-QCD-inspired value of 3. Further, the type IIB dual of [1] is valid at all temperatures.

3 O(ly) Corrections and When to Go Beyond

In this section, via two subsections, we talk about some aspects of N = 1,D = 11 super-
gravity action up to terms quartic in curvature in subsection 3.1 and a competition between
IR-enhancement and large-/N suppression thereby answering the question when one would re-
quire to go beyond the quartic-in-curvature corrections, in 3.2.

3.1 O(lY) terms in N'=1,D = 11 Supergravity Action

The N = 1, D = 11 supergravity action inclusive of O(lg) terms is pretty well known, and has
been summarized in several previous publications from our group, e.g., [34]. Apart from the
Einstein-Hilbert, the boundary Gibbons-Hawking-York and flux terms at the leading order, the
higher derivative corrections start at terms quartic in the curvature (as well as terms which
are cubic in curvature and quadratic in the four-form flux G4 = dC3 with C3 being the M-
theory three-form potential). The O(R?*) terms come in three varieties - the "Jy = t2R*" (see,
e.g., [34] for the definition of the tg tensor), the eleven-dimensional generalization of the eight-
dimensional Eulerian density "Fg = €%, R*" (€;; being the 11-dimensional Levi-Civita symbol)
and " Xg" given in terms of the second and the square of the first Pontryagin classes of the 11-fold
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Gy-Structure: Tg, (S X, NKC) € W *@WZ7
(41315 Te, (Sh xw (52 xw Thg)) €
W Wi tew2?

M-theory uplift

Type IIA supergravity: (anti-)D6-branes
in a a (non-Kahler) warped resolved

it
gravity conifold with a Black Hole (resolved

dual conifold easier to handle
Type IIA brane construct: (anti-)D6- computationally); Tslms) EW, D
branes in a deformed conifold at finite Ws: W, ~ Re(Ws)(UV —
temperature (deformed conifold more IR interpolating /UV) [4] (implying
non-trivial to handle computationally) approximate SUSY [Klebanov-Strassler-
type] A. Butti et al [50])
A
Strominger- Strominger-Yau-Zaslow
Yau-Zaslow Mirror [17, 4]
Mirror (using
ideas of [1],
[45))
Type |IB supergravity: anti-D5-branes
and flavor (anti-)D7-branes in a (non-
Kahler) resolved (since D5- D5 are
Type IIB brane construct: D3- separated +.high temperature) warped
deformed (since IR confinement)
branes, (anti-)D5-branes and gravity conifold with a Black Hole [1] ;
flavor (anti-) D7 branes in a dual Tslgis)zm o W5;§W5§ = W2 [UV-IR
resolved conifold at high interpolating/UV) [19](ii) (implying
temperature [1] approximate SUSY [Klebanov-Strassler-
type] A. Butti et al [50])

Figure 1: The Status of the Type IIB/IIA / M-theory dual of large-N QCD at high temperature [1], [30],

[31] inclusive of O(R*) M-theory corrections [34]; TJ{[’}E denotes a non-Einsteinian deformation of 71!
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(relevant to anomaly inflow); Xg was shown to vanish in [30] (See [38] and [34] for a discussion
on a completion of the 1-loop O(R?*) in the presence of NS-NS B in type IIA compatible with
T duality and its M-theory uplift). As in [34], the O(R*) corrections are  ~ I5(l, being the
Planckian length)-suppressed.

Now, the M-theory uplift corresponding to high temperatures in QCD is given as follows [30],
[34]:

2 _2e% 1 2 1)2 2\ 2 3\ 2
dsj; = e 3 [h(— (—g(r)dt + (dz")” + (dz?) —|—(da:)>

r, 91,2)
dTQ 1A 1B pIIB_ 1B\ 2
+4/h(r,012) (M + dsiia(r, 019, ¢1,2,¢)> + e T (dxn + AffA AR > , (1)

1B

1
where Aff:l’3’5 correspond to the RR Type ITA one-form gauge field generated from the type I11B
4
FI'P. via the SYZ mirror of the type IIB string dual [1]. Also, g(r) =1 — 4.

The D = 11 action is holographically renormalizable by the construction of appropriate
counter terms S. It was shown in [39] that inclusive of O(R*)-corrections, the bulk on-shell
D = 11 supergravity action is given by:

0

on—she 1 2 (1) 2
sy = -3 -aseastes (sth-2 | (/90 m0 vasth - [
11 11

0Jo
—Q(O)QMN— )
R
(8)

where the superscripts "(0)" and "(1)" refer to the contributions of the relevant term at O(3°)
and O(f) respectively. The UV divergences of the on-shell action of (8) are of the following

types:

: V—hK

UV —divergent OMi1

0J;
— MmN _97J0
/Mu V=99 S5gMN

~ T %V IOg ruv,
UV —divergent

VIR

Mi1

4
ITUV ) (9)
UV —divergent 0g ruv

It was shown in [39] that a certain linear combination of the boundary terms: [, ay, VI

and [;,, V/—hh™"

gences as given in (9).

T=ruv

serves as the appropriate counter terms to cancel the UV diver-
r=ryv

Now, it was shown in [34] that if one makes an ansatz:

gun = gyin + BISLy
Cunp = C](\E)[)Np + 501(\/11)]\/13, (10)
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to be substituted into the equations of motion, one can self-consistently set C](\}[)N p = 0. Further,

as proved in [34] (as Lemma 1), in the neighborhood of the Ouyang embedding of flavor D7-
branes (see [1]) (that figure in the type IIB string dual of thermal QCD-like theories at high
temperatures [1]) effected by working in the neighborhood of small #; 5 (assuming a vanishingly
small Ouyang embedding parameter), in the MQGP limit (4), limy_, % =0, limpy_00 % =
0. Therefore, Fg and t2G? R3-contributions (were) are disregarded (in [34]).

3.2 When O(If) Is (Not) Enough

Based on the results of this paper and its applications as discussed in detail in [37], [39], we now
address the question when it becomes necessary to go beyond O(R?') corrections in M-theory.

An extremely important lesson that we learn from the O(R*) M-theory corrections obtained
in [34], can be abstracted from Table 2.

S. No. Gf\\/[/lN IR-Enhancement Factor N-Suppression
%, m,n € Z+ Factor
in the O(R*) Correction | in the O(R*) Correction
1 Gﬁ’f,g log Ry, N1
2 G 1 N~15
3 Dus o Ry’ NTE
4 Gy log Ry, N—%
5 Gt log Ry, N~6
6 G% log R, N—%
7 GM (log Rp)? N1
8 G% log Ry, N—i
9 aM o N1z
10 GM log 7L€h N2
1| GMo 1"%72;2 N-%

Table 2: IR Enhancement vs. large-N Suppression in O(R*)-Corrections in the M-theory Metric in the
Y =2nm,n = 0,1,2 Patches; Rj, = =

D5/D5

<1, RDB/E being the D5 — D5 separation

In Table 2, the delocalized T3(z,y, z) coordinates x,y, z are defined near r = (r) €IR and
(01.2) close to the Ouyang embedding of the flavor D7-branes in the parent type IIB dual [1], as
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[30] 3:

sin(f1) (r)dey,

>
7N
—~
=
S~
—
>
l—‘
[\&)
S~
v
1
NG

dr = \/h_2 _
dy = /T 'h(<r>, <91,2>)' sin{s) (o,
dz = \/h_l _

PN

>
Y
~
=
~——
s
>
Py
o
~
'
L
N

(r)dy,

h({r), (f12)) being the delocalized warp factor [1]:

4 2 eff eff
B((r), (01,2)) = o |14 222t 1oy {1 + SQZ]Zf <1°g<r> + 1) + 8N 10 (sin@sin@> } }

(r)*

2t N 4 2 2

(12)

wherein L = 4rg,Na'?, with the effective number of fractional D3-branes, M.g, and the effective
number of flavor D7-branes, N}’H, defined, e.g., in [37]. The squashing factors are defined below

[1]:
1 gsM? 1 gsM? 4a?
hl 9_'_0( N )7h2 6+O< N ) 4 2+<T>27 ( )

(a being the radius of the blown-up S?).

One notes that in the IR: r = xr,, x = O(1), and up to O(f):

(log Rp)™
fMNN5W7 m € {0,1,3}, n€{0,2,5,7}, By > 0. (14)

Note |Ry| < 1 and as estimated in [40],

1
<1
3(6m)1/3 (g, Np)*? (g, M2)?

|log Ry| ~ I{T,LN%,O < Ky, = (15)

This implies Planckian and large-N suppression, and infra-red enhancement arising from m, n #

0 in (14), are mutually competing effects. As shown in [34], choosing a hierarchy: § ~ e~ 7N™

3 As explained in [42], the T3-valued (z,y, 2) are defined via:

é1 = (1) + L :
VIz [A((r), (01.2))] sin(61) (r)
¢z = (¢2) Y

+ T
Vha [h((r), (61,2))]% sin(02) (r)

¥ =(¥) +

T .
Vhi [h((r), (012))]* (r)

In the IR, it was shown [43] that the delocalized (61,2) can be promoted to global 61 2; we do so in all the results in the
paper.
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[41], v, v > 0 1 NN > 7/<crhN% + (2 — By) log N, ensures that the IR-enhancement does
not dominate over Planckian suppression. Hence, if 74NV ~ 7k, N %, one would have to go to
a higher order in f.

Thus, for any a > 0, Z& ~ 5= Tt was shown in [39]that one obtains the hierarchy 13G°R* <
FEy < Jy in the MQGP limit. Hence, we will consider only “.Jy,” term for the calculation purpose
in this paper similar to [4, 37, 39, 44-46].

In the remainder of the paper it will be understood that use would have been made of the
following for simplifying expression. In the M-theory CJ = O-truncation, it was shown in [34]
that [Cp" | < 1,

(—CPh + 25", — 3Cph ) = 0 where Chjy corresponds to the constant of integration appearing in

solutions of the EOMs of the O(R*) M-theory metric gq/y-

4 Almost Contact 3-Structures Arising from (G5 Structure in the M
Uplift in the Limit (4)

Due to non-trivial M-theory four-form fluxes, M; is generically not Ricci-flat and hence does
not possess G holonomy, but usually possesses G structure *. Given that the adjoint of SO(7)
decomposes under G5 as 21 — 7 @ 14 where 14 is the adjoint representation of GG, one obtains
the following four Ga-structure torsion classes:

TEN Qg =W aW, oW @War =107 &3, (16)

gy representing the orthogonal complement of go; the subscript a in W, denotes the dimension-
ality of the torsion class W,, and p in 7, denotes the rank of the associated differential form.
The four intrinsic Go-structure torsion classes are defined, e.g. in [? |.

The Go-structure torsion classes 7,’s of the seven-fold M7 = S}, Xy (Sfermal Xw Ms), M5 being
a non-Einsteinian generalization of T, and close to the Ouyang embedding (??) of the flavor
D7-branes in the parent type IIB dual in the limit of very-small-Ouyang-embedding parameter

limit (|fouyang| < 1) were worked out in [4]:
T(M7) =71 © 7@ T3 (17)

It was also shown in [4] that in the N > 1-MQGP limit (footnote 1) and the intermediate-N
MQGP limit (4), the aforementioned closed M; supports Almost Contact 3-Structures |[Lemma
2 of [4]]. But M7 supports Contact 3-Structures only in the latter limit (4) [Lemma 4 of [4]].

“If V is a seven-dimensional real vector space, then a three-form ® is said to be positive if it lies in the GL(7;R) orbit of
®¢, where @ is a three-form on R” which is preserved by Ga-subgroup of GL(7;R). The pair (®;g) for a positive 3-form

® and the corresponding metric g, constitute a Ga-structure.
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The main result of [4] is that the four-parameter space Xg,(gs, M, Ns; N) [gs € (0,1) and
varying continuously; Myyv, N}NN varying in steps of 1 such that M, Ny are O(1) and + < 1|
of M7 supporting G4 structures and relevant to the aforementioned M-theory uplift of thermal
QCD-like theories, is not N-path connected with reference to Contact Structures in the IR, i.e.,
the N > 1 Almost Contact 3-Structures arising from the G, structure in the N > 1 MQGP
limit (footnote 1), do not connect to a Contact 3-Structures (in the IR) which is shown to exist
only for an appropriate intermediate N effected by the intermediate-N MQGP limit (4) and,
e.g., by the QCD-inspired parameters Myy, N}V g, of Table 1.

5 D6-Branes’ Gauge Fields in the Absence of Magnetic Fields in the
IR/UV

In this section, we work out the gauge fields that can supported on the world volume of the type
ITA flavor D6-branes in the absence of an external magnetic field in the IR (5.1 - 5.2) and in the
UV 5.3.

Here we will consider the DBI action for Ny flavor D6-branes,

Spe = —TDﬁNf/d7’5 e ?114y/—det {i*(g + B) + F}, (18)

with 2ma’ =1, i : ¥ pg — My defines the embedding of the D6-brane world volume in the ten-
dimensional type ITA gravity dual involving a non-Kéhler resolved conifold, and {¢, z', 2% 23, Z, 05, 5}

2 2%} are usual

are the coordinates of the worldvolume directions of the D6-branes with {¢, 2!, x
Minkowski coordinates. Here the radial coordinate is redefined as r = r,eZ, where 7 is the radial
coordinate and 6, § are angular coordinates. The U(1) gauge field strength is F,, —0,A4, -0, A4,,
and ¢;y4 is the type-ITA dilaton (triple T-dual of type-IIB dilaton). In this section, we will con-

sider the aforementioned DBI action with vanishing magnetic field.

51 A, u=tp ¢, Z 2 in the IR Up to O(3")

We will work in the gauge Az(p, Z, 2*) = 0. One can decompose the gauge field as, A, (¢, p, ¢, Z, 2%) =
Au(p, ¢, Z, 2% + BAL(p, Z,2°)°, where, A,(p, ¢, Z,2%)"" are gauge fields without considering
the O(R") corrections, and A, (p, ¢, Z,x3)? are the fields which encodes the O(R?) corrections.
First, we work out A,(p, Z,2%)?" in the IR region.
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Now,

A 3 (gst log (9b2 + ezZ) + 695Ny log(rh) +49sNsyZ — 871’) " 9b(87Tb + 3)gsM2Nf(C1 + c2 log(rh))

e =

8mgs 4w N (9b2 + e22)

+243b1° (9> +1)% BM (£)** (19683v/603, + 664203, 03, — 40v/6ad,) (e” — 2) €27 log® (ra)

In the IR,

B=0, g0
—wGrE) "

32m2 (362 — 1)° (62 + 1)° g, (log N)* Nyrnad,
X (gSNf log (9b2 + e2z) + 69sNylog(rn) + 49s Ny Z — 87r) . (19)

ﬂN3/5rheZ\/ (0472 (02432 + (0245')7) = 200248") (0,47 )9 AT )02.A%) + (0,472 (92A,9)? + (9246)?)

3\3/5(152
(20)

Assuming 9,3 AP "=, (20) reduces to:

2, pB=0 _
pe ThLDBI =

(0,47 (0242002 + 0747 )2)

139968+/23%/67g,0f_

(34992\/§N3/ 5rh2e22a2’2)

<2 (9 + 8\/371') gszMsz(cl + co log(ry))
X
V3N (e22 + 3)

Ay, EOM
B=0, IR B=0, IR
SLpp1 — = SLpp1 5
8@pA,7)  8(0,84,7)

following ansatz:

this implies:

0 0
NS 2(0,41 (0245 ) (69, ow(rn) ~ ¢

=0, the A(fo EOM is
50

+ guNylog (e” + 3) + 69Ny log(rn) + 49Ny Z — 87r> .21

B=0, IR
0LpE1

= C(’;xs. Assuming 9,34, = 0, and the

AL(Z.p. Z) = d(p)a (+%)aZ(Z),

APNZ.p, Z) = ab(p)a (z*)aZ(Z),

AL(Z.p.2) = abu(p)ats(a*)aZs(2),

AL (Z.p, 2) = df(p)ay’ (a*)af (2), (22)

9+8v31)g. M2 Ny (22+zz—4)(c1 +co log(ry))
8vV3N

0 0 0
/B YBrg.ai ) [—0,47 2 (0742 + (0747 )2)

N3/5 2 27 3

prr-e

9+8v37)gs? M2 Ny (22422 —4)(c1+c2 log(rp))

o' @) (2)af ) (0*)af () (2) (09.5 Tog(rs) — i )

3 —
_ ng s Bf()(p7 CL‘B

4\/5\37571'930432 \/aZS_ (p)2a§§ (g;3)2afs'(Z)2 + ag(p)Qanf ($3)2a§’(Z)2

).

(23)
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Now, (23) simplifies to:
3NN pry2e* ap” (v)af (Z) log(ri)af (p)
271'0432 \/Qst pd, B=0 20 5 ¢, B=0 2(C 5 ¢Z, B=0 2 1 9

(%)2/5 ((3\/§ + 87T) gsM?Npri2e*? (7% + 27 — 4) afB (x3)aZ(Z)atp' (p)(c1 + ¢y log(rh))>

32 (\3/§7r0432 \/chg’: B=0 30 4 ¢, B=02( 4 ¢Z, B=0 2 | 2)

10 ((%)WF)) — ¢ B0 1), (24)

One hence sees that (24) implies:

CtZ, B=0 6722
a (Z) = °

720V/3nN {20, ((3V3+87) cag M2 ()7 (22 4 22 — 4) — 48N%5)

CiA B0 (L) (1 - 27 +22?) 1\9/°
= +0| (= : (25)
34992v/37 Nyry2af, N

and

C5" "™ pat” (+*) log(rm)af(p)

23328 35/5m2a] \ /2008 B0 2C,q 6 B=0 2€,0 62, B=02 4 9

- ng3’ B=0(p, %) = Constant, (26)

which yields:
af(p) = €= log(p) + ci,
L. 23328 3%naj, \/ 2019 B0 20,0 6. B0 20,4 62, B=0 2 4 908" B=0() 43)

3

ay (z°) = - (27
o (@) C;Z’ B=0 C}?ZO log(rs) (27)
We have assumed 9,3 AP —)
A, EOM
Now, assuming 896314;8 "= 0, one can show that the A,-EOM is identically satisfied.
A, EOM
SR ekt ™ 2 EOM is S5 ™ _ 0% This imolics.
As T 0, the Ay EOM is T Cy”. This implies:
Y 52 2 2 - C Cc2 10g( T
N3/ pr),2e?? (695Nf log(rp,) — (9+8v3r)g:*M Nf(gf/;]rjz 4) (e1+¢2 log( h))>
4\/5\3/371(]50432
X \/@53@)20@3 (%202 (2)? + a(p)?a3’ (13202 (2)? = €77 P2, Z) (28)
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that is satisfied by:

ay(p) = o5 P70 af(p),

3
aig (x3) =C,3 ¢, B=0 af ($3),
% (Z) = Cps #2 B=0aZ'(2).

Hence,

(29)

co0 N3/57,2(22% + 27 4-1) ag,(Z) (6gst log(ry) — ( SN

9-+8v/31) 9. 2M2N (22422 —4) (c1+¢2 log(r1)) )

442 \B/gﬁgsozgz)
=C57° .
Defining,

L

2/5
N) Nfrhzozg2 (c1 + c2log(rn)) + 209952\/§g3N3/5Nfrh2a22 log(rn),

ao = 17496 (9 n 8\/§7r) g2 M? (
1\2/5

a1 = 26244V/3 (3\/§ + 87r> 952M2 (N) Nfrh2a32 (c1 + c2log(rn)) + 419904\/§gsN3/5Nf7'h20622 log(rn),
1\2/5

az = 131223 (3\/§+ 877) gs°M? <N> Nyrn’ag,(c1 + c2log(ry)) + 419904\/§gsN3/5Nfrh20432 log(rh),

and using

2t —1 ai1+2a27Z
/ dz - an (\/4{10(12—(112
ag + a1Z + ax Z? Vidagas — a2 ’

one obtains:

_iVanCE (£)*° a2, (log((1 — i) — 2iZ) — log(2iZ + (1 +1)))

CLZ( ) )
¢ 32/3C5p:0 NfTh2 lOg(’/’h)
- \/ngb, B=0 20 ¢, B=0 20, 6Z,5=0 2 4 1CthZ, B=0(;3 7)

A,s EOM

19
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sCB=0 IR 5.B=0, IR o . scB=0 IR 3
As =DPBLo— = DBl = (), the Af EOM is —REL— = CP7 . e,
00p A 5 09,34 3 0074 3

N pra2e? ai (a*)af (Z)afs (p)ata(2*)ay’ (p)ah'(Z)

4V2UBrg.ad ol (0 (—an(aP) 0B (2)2 — adplp)as (o¥)2a (2)?
(9+8V3r) 9. MN; (2% +2Z — 4) (e1 + o3 logm)))

8v3N
= 09 P20 0y @ B0 0, 92 B00HT B0 43y
(3V/3 + 87) caCl P70 Cpa @ B0 €y 9% B=0g M2 (22 422 — 4) C5™ P=0(p, 2%)

A8N
= (s ©P B=0 (34)

X (6gst log(ry) —

such that Cg?’ B=0¢ 4 ¢ B=0 ¢ , ¢Z, B=0  N=% 1 > ().

5.2 Non-Renormalization Up to O(R?*) of A, u=t,p,¢,Z,a*

In the Az(p, ¢, Z,2%) = 0 gauge for static solutions, we show here that A,_, 4 7.3(p, Z,2*)? = 0
is a consistent truncation of the A, EOMs up to O(R?).

Writing 4, = A" + BAJS,, and b = 7+ e, A(Z.p,2%) = a? P (Z)al P (p)a®" P (23), one
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obtains:

B=0, 8 _ 1 \/8 ABO 2 B9\2
= + (07 A
DBI 139968/237/ S mg.af, {P (0zA 3)? +(0zAy)

2(9+8\/§7r>952M2Nf(01+‘3210g(rh))+ N (2z+3>+6 Ny log(rp) +4gsN¢Z — 8
oo (e og(r —om
V3N (22 1 3) 95Ny log 9o 1f JOBNTR) T 202 N1

peZri L

2logr3 M (L)"¥/20 (3522 4 207 + 4) (19683v6a8 + 664202 a3
34992V3N%/5r),2e2Z o} (9,A)) — ol ( ! 2

0
3, —40vBaj, ) (A7)
me®(log N)4N§(3Z +1)

2(9+8v3n)gs 2 M2 N 1 .
p( (o+ fw)g\ng(ezgfgl)+c2 og(rp)) + gsNy log (622+3)+693Nf10g(rh)+4gstZ787r)

209952\/3930422

6/5 = 2 a3 =
(%) / %12 (C;’?* B=02¢ , ¢, B=0 2¢ 4 ¢Z, B=0 2 | 1) cr 2, B=0(,3 72

Np2p2rp4 (222 + 27 + 1) log? (r1,)

3 50 o’
X (34992\/§N3/5rh2622ag2af’ B(Z)af B (x?’)af’ﬁ (p)

4(logr)*M (%)™ (227 =22 +1) (3522 + 207 + 4) o3, (19683V6ag, + 664203 aF, — 40v/Gad, ) 4™ PO, x3)>

32/365 (log N)4Nf2p,r.h2(3Z + 1) log(rh)
X\/chf’ B=02¢ , ¢, B=02¢ 4 ¢Z, B=02 4 9

— . _ 3 _
_ (ngb, B=0 QCIS ¢, B=0 2613 ®Z, B=0 2 | 1) Czc Z, B_O(x3,Z)

z, B 3.8 , 8% /
(9+8v8r) cagu M (22 =22+ 4) o "(2)ai " "@Naf T 0)  af(2)ar” P (@¥)ap P (p) 695Ny log(rn) — 87)
48V3N

. (35)
69s Nf IOg(rh)

One thus sees that (35) can be made arbitrarily negligible provided:

(cgﬁ” B=0 20 ¢, B=0 20 97, B=02 4 1) Cr % B=0(43 7y 0 N-UH9) 5 0. (36)

53 A, pu=tp¢, Z2° in the UV Up to O(S°)

Here, in the gauge Az(p, Z,2%) = 0, we will work out the background gauge fluctuations
A, p, Z, 2%)%° in the UV region. Now,

VI \/_ N6/5p, 2 (a$3A$ (Ap(0'1,0,0> (t,Z,p,13)2+8ZA<2b+2rh2) faZA,,apAtawg Apdz A 3+0,A2 (aZAi3 +82A3>+2rh2))
«@
DBI _ 02
LoV, B=0 = — 3
\/ggs
5 1\13/20
. B> log rf MUV ()220 N3/5 pr, (19683v/6ag, + 664203, 03, — 40V )

N6/57,2(0 3A2(0,A240, A2 +2r,2) =20, A,0,A10 3At07A 3+0,A2 (05 A2, +0, A2 21,2
21871/235/6 75 g, 1ogN4N;Wa52\/ Sl Ay T 240028 (0 Ay +0 454200 7))

x (8,047 (9742 + 0743 + 4742 — 205 Ap0p Atdya A0z Ay + 0, A3 (07A% + 0742 + 4n,2) )

(37)
Assuming 0,3 A; = 0, here are the EOMs.

A,s EOM
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LUV B=0 LUV B=0 EUV B=0
. DBI DBI DBI — ]
The A,s EOM: 0, (—a " > —DLBL_ yields: e = constant. Now, using an ansatz

similar to (22),
SEN VAN g2ty (0)a? (2)abu(p)ai (o)t (p)a (2)

3 3
= il i . (38)
s\ [aby(p2ai (w920 (2)2 + af(p)2ag (2 2ad Z(2)? + 212
Assuming aZ, '(Z) = C%7 oZ '(Z),d"s(p) = C25% " a(p), one hence obtains:
g a, z3 (g 23\0 P o\P
Qg3
afg (-Tg)&;i(x?)) =C,z 2 (3) B=0, UV
\/CB =0, UV 2C¢Z 247 2z 3)2+a§3(:c3)2 z3
paf () = C.2> 7 (p),
eal(Z)=Cr (39)
which are solved to yield:
B=0, UV x3 3
axg (SCS) _ CafS(:v3) ¢> ('I )
T \/a/ffi (Z‘B)Q . CBZ (Ox3;JV QCB =0, UV Qc¢Z 2
p CEZ0 UV (1)
tlo) = [ B Ldps
1 p
a?(Z) = CBs(OZ)UV e . (40)
A; EOM
[:UV B=0 JLUV B=0 6£UV’ B=0
The A, EOM: 9, < %‘324 ) PR vields: Da‘j—IAt = constant. Now,
sy
0, A
uv (1 13/20 2
BMYY (L)1 5682 (—196831/60, — 664202 a3, + 40v/6a, ) log® (ry \/aZA s+ 0742

2187v/235/51eg, NPV ) log"(N)
\/§N3/5prh265z\/8zz4 +8ZA2

(41)
\/_gsa92
Making an ansatz similar to (22), one is motivated to assume:
B=0, UV
?af '(Z) = =5C, TR (42)
ie.,
ag (Z) =CBZ0 UV ™2 4 ¢y (43)

ai' (Z)
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Also,

af
aj(p) = “—. (44)

One hence also obtains:

B=0, UV z3/,..3\2 B=0. UV 2B=0, UV 9,B=0, UV o
C \/at (2%)2 — Cyz, () B=0 VY 2C72 cZ;
1’3 3\ z A3 Ay3
ag (v°) = : (45)

aj’ (a)

A, EOM

Now, assuming az3Af - 0, one can show that the A,-EOM is identically satisfied.

A, EOM
LY P70 | SN P g S
The Ay EOM: 9, ( —3 1 = =4 yields: Topd, T = constant. Now,
N
SLppi 7" pet?9,A107 A

- . (46)
Ozl J(0240)" + 0,42

Using results from A,s ; EOMs’ solutions, one is then required to impose the following constraint:

4CB=0: UV \/Caf?’(w?)) B=0, UV 2 _ Caf3(x3) B=0, UV chij, uv 26;1532 2 —1. (47)

Z
aZ,(2) ahy

6 D6-Branes’ Gauge Fields in the Presence of Strong Magnetic Fields

In this section, we will work out the gauge fields supported on the world volume of the flavor
D6-branes in the presence of strong magnetic field (in e = 1-units) B < T2 ~ 0.02 GeV2.
First, considering the gauge field in the IR region (later in the UV region) we will obtain their
equations of motion via the standard method of variation of action, and then will obtain the
respective gauge fluctuations up to O(’). Then we will derive the non-renormalization of gauge
fields in a self-consistent truncation of gauge fluctuations at O(f).

6.1 In the IR

Here we will work out the gauge field up to O(/) in the static gauge Az = 0 in the presence of
a strong magnetic field by varying the DBI action of D6-flavor brane, in the IR region.

23



6.1.1 A, p=tz"*3 7 in the IR up to O(3°)
Consider the DBI Lagrangian for flavor D6-branes, in the large B limit, assuming F},s = Cy,s3
and Fy, = 0:

B+B, B0
‘CDBI

=222 =22 +1) (92 A,5)? (0*E(2)(8,A1)? — 4B2Z(27Z + 1)) + 2BE(Z)(9,Ae) (92 Ar) (02 As) + E(Z)(9,A0)?(02 Ag)? + B2E(Z) (02 Ar)?)
N3/2pr), (2% + 2Z + 2) (4895 Ny log(rn) + gs Ny (32% + 36Z + 8log(4)) — 647) 71,
64a32\/§\3/§7rgs
p (2% —1) (—19683/3a§, — 3321205, 0, +40v30y,) (489 Ny log(rn) + gs Ny (322 + 36Z + 8log(4)) — 64n)
157464 35/672e5g, (log N)*Nyag, ’
(48)

7,610g(7"h)3M (%)13/20

where Z(Z) = (82> +4Z +1). In (48), it is understood that A, = Aﬁo + BAD where p =
t,p, ¢, Z, 2. We will first work with Aﬁo in EBD;I.

In the large-B limit,

80 32/3N3/5pr7"h2 log(ry) ((922 + 6Z + 2) (0,A¢) (02 A)(07A4) + B (922 4+ 6Z + 2) (07A:)? —8BZ(Z +1)(074,3)?)

DBL ~ amad /(122 + 47 1 2) (07/A1)? — 82(07A0)° '
(49)
A, EOM
Assuming ¢ -independence of A,,_;  , 7,3, given that B = % (Ap + p0,A4),
0 0 0
By 55%131 19 55%131 _ 5‘CﬁDBI (50)
60,45 ) "\ 60,AT 0Ay
or, equivalently,
0 0 0
9 6‘CBDBI 9 5‘CEDBI _ 155'813131 51
4 30 + 14 - : ( )
0074, 0B p 0B

Substituting (22) into (51), its LHS:

32/3N3/5Nf7’h2 log(rh)

3/2
4v/2rad, ((222 +22 + 1) af (p)2a3° (23)2aZ' (2)2 — 4Za"5 (p)2a,s *° (23)2af3/(Z)2)

z3 = z3 z3 4 4
x{paﬁp)at (@®)2af (Z)af (0)E1 — 4pZ (1927 + 127 + 4) af (p)af ()20 (0)?ays =" (2%)2af '(p)a? (2)%aZ (2)?

3 3 3 / ’
+2p (252° +10Z +2) af (p)*af” (2*)*af’ (p)af (2)* — 4Zaf(p)*af (3°)2a’s (p)ags ™ (@*)?af'(2)%aZs' (2)?

3 3
X (p (722 + 62 +2) a*,/ (p) + (172° + 127 + 4) aZB(p)) + (2522 + 10Z + 2) af (p)*af (3)4aZ' (Z)* + 3222(Z + Da’5(p)%a,s = (2°)*

X (Pa23/(ﬂ) + aZs (P)) afgl(Z)4 }: (52)
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where

1 = (2722 4 20Z + 4) af (p)%a}” (2%)2a? (2)% + 2074 (p)?ays * (2%)2af (2)a% (2)
((—2722 — 62 +2)a%(2) +22 (972 + 67 + 2) a% ”(Z)) —4Z(92° + 62 +2) a4 (p)%as * (2)2a?” (2)a%' (2)2.

(53)
Similarly, the RHS of (51) yields,
32/3N3/5Nyrp,2 log(rp) ((QZ2 +6Z+2) at‘o(p)Qag63 («3)2aZ'(Z2)2 — 82(Z + l)aZ3 (p)%ay,s a? (333)20,53,(Z)2) (54)
. (34
dra3 \/(422 +4Z +2)af (p)2af” (23)2af'(Z)2 — 8Za”5(p)2a,s *° (23)2a%,(2)?
We make the following ansatz:
als (p) =Ch 7 af (p)
(g3 13(1:3) = Cﬁtatg z”)
aZ '(2)=C7 P (7). (55)
Hence,
1

2 ,tp, B Z, B 2 ,tp, B Z, B 2 ,tp, B Z, B
af (paf'(2)2 (7 (2— 4B, °cly P 2¢th P 2) 1272 1) (22 (8B, °cly P 2¢ih P 2 —0) + z (3¢B, *cly P 2cih P2 —6) - 2)

X {p<2atZ,(Z)2

+208,°ct B ¢% B 2742 (p) ( (7 8ch ety B 2ctZ B 2) +z (6 8cB, el B 22 B 2) + 2)

?(p) (22 (24c53t2ctg’ B2l B2 25) +2Z( ety B2tz B2 5) - 2)

x

+af (Z)af’ (p) (3¢5, ¢t B2 P 232 41) (€5 P af"(2) - oZ"(2)) +aF(2) (2¢5, 7l P 2015 P 2 (2122 + 62 — 2) — 2727 — 207 — 4)))

z3

a?(p)a?’ (2)? (22 ( 32cB, leth B actZ B4y ygeB et B 2etZ B2 25) 4 2Z( B 2etn B 2ctZ B 5) - 2)} -1, (56)

which can be satisfied by:

P B >
ay (p)
P /
paxS (p) Cx3p
p B
ay(p)
(57)
One therefore obtains:
a?'(2)|ct (22 (24C§t261’§’ B20tZ B2 _ 25) 127 (4053303;’ B 20tz B2 _ 5) - 2)
+2cB Pete B etZ B 2y (cg“’f’ (67 +2) —8cs* cB, ¢ty B 2t B 22)
+C% o?(2) (QCf;,fc;f; B 2012 B 2 (9772 4 67 —2) — 2727 — 207 — 4) = 0. (58)

25



As
Cf (2X (272 + 62 —2) —272% — 207 — 4)
2 Htp, tZ, B 3 3 2 ,tp, B tZ, B
—2)+2c8 %c'y B clh Py (cg P (67 +2)—8Cy ” CB, ¢t P2t 22))

- / iz
2 (cg’ (22 (24X — 25) + 27 (4X — 5)
(59)

2
= kaZ"+0(Z%),
n=0
where X = C5, *cin B QCg’ B2 therefore, one can show:
3
(2)=C e +Cpy e mZ + écaﬁz "RIZP+ O (2%), (60)

where, e.g.,
1

Ro = -
(166“ vcB ety Bacth P nach ety B eth Paeh,  yacth P+ 25)

{log( )(96095 v B, ety B OCtZ B S 4 ych, fet B 3ctZ B A (18t B — 31057 ) + 6C5, ¢ bes Praicy” +20 ) 115)

1
JacB it P e P acy — 20 P )2 —4CB, 7 P ¢ P A(Ch, +20% P ) + 25
x{sch, ey P ey B (—79633" +128Cy 2ehSety P e P S —seh el P ey B (e ek, "el P - o)
2cB, ety B3¢ B2 (290;39 208,27 B2y 279) — 48003 ¢B,°cty B ¢tz B o
72805 ” B ety B Acts B4 _jo9cs v ¢B Pty B 2cts B2y ctn B (39cg v 2CB 2C'2 B 2 4 349 )
5-208,°ct B CiZ B2y 4ot B }} (61)
ACB Pcte B otZ Boaerte acth By 425

x tan~! -
VACE ey B aeis Bt ety B

A,s EOM
32/3N3/5Nprp2Zlog(rp)(0z Ays) (— (922 + 6Z +2) (8, A1) (02 At) (07 Ae) + B (823 + 722 + 6Z +2) (07A1)? — 8BZ(Z +1)(97A,3)?)
V2rad (222 +27 +1) (02A1)2 — 4Z(07A,3)?)%/
= CIBg,(p,;v‘n’)7 (62)

implying
ag(p) =C p,
CB(p,2%) = pCH (2). (63)

One hence obtains:
#1008,0%
3
42rK202 (3k12 +1)2 (z (2 —4cB, *ct B2cts B 2) +272 + 1) /
x|2C5, €2 v1 (927 +6Z +2) (3k12° + 212 +2) (312 + 1)ag(2) (Z) + 32BCL, c;gv B2et% B 22 7(Z2 4+ 1)(3r1 Z +1)?
(64)

B Cig’ B N3/5Nyr,2Z log(ry,)

=B (%).

—B (823 +72%+6Z +2) (3x72% 4+ 2k1Z + 2)
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The solution of (64) is

1
ag(Z) =
¢ 4860v/232/3CB, ' P 5 P B, ch 5 miNgry2log(rn)
2160v/23%/3BCE, *ct B 3¢5 B 3y (353 — 1463 + 15k1 — 18) Nyry,% log(rp,) log (353 22 + 261 Z + 2) - 1
kY — 263 +2k% — 6K1 + 9 259 — 6K7 + 9k% — 18k3 + 32k% — 24K1 + 9

2 tp, B Z, B
x{40\/§32/33c53tc;g* B et% B Npr?log(ry)log (922 + 62 + 2) (3;{ (72c§,t et by 1)
—4rf (s1C5,%cly P20t P 2 4 a) 44 (62 - s6ac’cly P 2t B 2)
+rd (1350%% cly B 2cts B2 131) +rd (201 geac’,’cthy P 2ctZ B 2) + 612 (27%% cly B 2cts B2 58) + 4501 — 189)}

4320 32/3V/10BCE, *c'% B 3¢'% P 352 (3r3 — 21 — 3) Nyry 2 log(ry,) tan ™! (Llfgl)
+

K4 72/~cl+251 —6k1 +9
~ 80v232/3BCE, C1f Bcts P Nyry2log(ry) tan~ 1 (32 + 1)
266 — 6n1 +9x% — 18k3 + 3262 — 24k1 + 9

x

x [ni (432cgt2ctgv B2l B2y 11) — kS (11886I3t clh B 2cts B2 +37) + 54k? (38czgt clhy B 2cta B2y 1)

T

—oxt (1215030% cly B 2ctz B2 +56) + 763 (21661% ¢l B 2cts B2 +31) —9k2 (54czgt iy B 2cta By 19) 4 90Ky — 108]

+30\/§32/3Bcfgtci‘;’ B clZ B (28k2 + br1 +40) Nyr),2Z log(ry)
K1
+50\/§32/3BC§tCZ‘;’ B C;? B (54k3 — 54K? + 21k1 — 8) Nyrp, % log(ry,) log(3k1Z + 1)
Ii% (2&% —2Kk1 + 1)

+720V23%/3BCE, ' P C'D P ki Nyprp? 2% log(ry) + 45v23%/2 BCE, ' P C'D P (5ky + 8)Nyry? 22 log(rh)} +0 (1/N3/5)

1
243CB c¢ s k1 (267 — 261 4+ 1) (k] — 263 + 267 — 6K1 4+ 9)

5 2
{B[ﬂ' <n1 (= (432¢5, %% P 2¢1D P 24 11)) 4 w§ (1188C5,°cty B 2¢tT P 2 4 37) - 5an] (38CB, %ty P 2¢ih P 2 4n)
T2kt (1215c§tzcig' B2cts B2 +56) — 7k} (2166 ctn B2tz B2 +31) + 9r2 (54013,5 cly B2ctZ B2y 19) — 90Ky + 108>

1 1
—216Cf}f€i§’ B QC;? B2 (2/1% —2k1 +1) K1 [/@411 log(2) — &3 (log( )+ 3v5tan! (%)) + K2 (log(4) +2v5tan™?! (\/5))

1
+3k1 (\/5 tan~? (ﬁ) - log(4)) + log(512):| — 257 log(8) + 32x$ log(2) — 1245 log(2) + 262+ log(2) — 4023 log(2) + 696k7 log(2)

BZ
—900r1 log(2) + 378log(2) | +243C,, CJ s CJ7 k1 (265 — 6k7 + 9rT — 18x7 + 32r7 — 241 + 9)} m
PP g3
72 (2BCB3 cle Bectt By +B) w1 (£)%° a2, CB (2°) log(2)
xSt L 3y — B 2 1N 02" a3 g
- +0(2%)=C),; +Blaz+asZ+asZ?) + . (65)
ch Chs ¢ Va32/3¢E, €1 B ¢1Z B CB CB | Ny 2 log(ry)
One also obtains:
p _ pp, B
ai(p) =C" " p. (66)

A; EOM
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oL oL
Dy 5 |+ 0, 5 =0 (67)
58, AL 50, AL

The numerator of (67) in the IR and for large B is proportional to:
2(07A¢)%(07A,3) ((—8122 —10Z +2) (97 A,s) + 4Z(5Z + 1)(05 Ay3)) + 16Z(07 A¢) (07 Ays)? ((152°% +3Z — 1) (07 A,3) — 2Z(3Z + 1)(05 Ays))
+3222(0% At) (07 A,3)" —8Z(5Z + 1)(0% At) (87 At)? (82 A,3)% + (T5Z% + 28Z + 4) (97 Ar)®

3 3 3/ 3 3
= af(p)af (w3><—82<52+ Daf (p)?af” (z°)2a?y (p)?aZs(2)%af  (2)%af" (Z)ams = (%) +2d) (p)%af” (2%)2a24 (p)?ays = (2°)%af ' (2)%aZ (2)

3 3
x ((—8122 —10Z +2) a%/(2) + 42(5Z + 1)aZ, ”(Z)) +(752% + 287 + 4) af (p)*a}’ (2%)'af(2)° +16Za%,(p) a,s  (a®)*af' (2)a% (2)

x ((1522 +37 —1)a%(2) = 22(32 + 1)a% ”(Z)) +322%a%, (p) ays © (:Jc3)4atZ”(Z)afsl(Z)4>. (68)

Assuming,
3

ai (2%) = Cigs (69)
and using (55), (68) yields:

cB 4ptar’ (%) *a? (2)* <af’(Z) (16653t4Ci”3’ Bacts Baz (1522 + 37 —1) —2¢5,°c'y B 2% B 2 (8122 4107 — 2) + 752% + 287 + 4)

+8Cz%t2ctpy B QCi? B QZ(ItZ//(Z) (*12(3531526';‘;’8 zcif, B 2Z2 +5Z+1))

3
2 ,tp, B tZ, B 2 ,tp, B tZ, B B 4,tp, B tZ, B
=4ch emom (e, 2Cly P2l P2 1) waclh, eromz (B, el P2 P 2 om —5) —ach, fel P el P i 4 3m +7)

—372 (cfz "0k (16cf;,t4c;g’ BactZ B a(e, —1)42c8,%ct P 2¢'% P 2(27 — 10k1) — 28k — 25)) +0(2%). (70)
One hence sees that (67) is identically satisfied in the IR and in the large-B limit provided

ko < 0, || > 1. (71)

6.1.2 Non-Renormalization of 4,_; ,; 7 ,s in the Self-Consistent truncation Aﬁ:p’(b’Z’mg =0

Here we show the non-renormalization of the background gauge fluctuations A, in the self-

consistent truncation A” s = 0 in the IR region. One can show:

w=p,¢,Z,x

N35pr), (Z2 + 27 + 2) (484N log(ry) + gs Ny (322 + 362 + 8log(4)) — 64n)
64v/2v/37g;

X\ A(Z), (72)

where

B
Lpp; €

(07 A4,38)% (p? (822 +4Z +1) (8pAr)? — AB%Z(2Z + 1)) + 2BE(Z)(9pAt) (97 A) (82 A4)

) )
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1
AZ) = —- {rh2 (222 —2Z +1)
02

+E(2)(8,A0)*(02A4)* + B*E(2) (07 Ar)?




Now, once again, substituting A, = Aﬁo + BAﬁ into (72), under the truncation Aﬁ b TS = 0,
yields:

1
26244 35/67205_ /(422 + 42 +2) (97A1)? — 8Z(07 A, 7°)2

2v/21og(ry )3 M (%)
+

LBDBI =7 {plog(rh) <19683\/§WN3/5Nfrh2 (922 +6Z +2) agQ (aZAi)(apAf)(aZA¢ ﬁo)

13/20

(2% + 272 —2) %y ((922 62 +2) (07A0)(0pAs B') (0544 P°) + B (922 + 67 +2) (97 A1) — 8BZ(Z +1)(05 A, ﬂ“)?) ) }
€®(log N)4

1
26244 35/6720f \/(422 +42 +2) af (p)2af’ (x3)2af’(2)? — 8ZaPy (p)%a,s *°(23)2a%,(2)2

8v21log(rp)3M (L) 5
{plog(rh)(19683\/§WN3/5Nf7’h2 (922 + 62 +2) o, af (p)ai” (¢%)af,(p)a ™ (2®)af (Z)a ' (2) (B, A7) — grn)*M (%) !

e®(log N)4

x (2 + 1% @) (of (2)af) (P @*)af (P)ag(2)(2)(07 A1) + Baf (p)2af (a*)af’(2)?) +4BZaly (p)?ays = (a)2a%(2)?) (74)
which for e™° — 0 implies:

N3/5p2 (922 + 62 + 2) <GBCf3tC;p3’ B Ci? B c Cfx3 Nyrp2Zlog(ry)(as + 204 Z) + V2 V/3mk1 (%)3/5 ongCf3 (x3)>

[:BDBI =p [(‘9;7At B) >
8¥/3nch, ctn P cth P za2 \/Z (4 —8cB, cth B o2cts B 2) 1422 42

8BCE, CP, Cfsfci? B 20;? 2B 200 log(ry )3 M (%)13/20 02z (719683\/50431 - 3321v2a3 o}, +40\/§a§2) log(ry)
: - (75)
2
6561 35/6”265,2 eSk1(log N)4ag (3k12 + 1)\/2 (2 —ach ety Pacth B 2) +272 41
8 8LP . .
At O(p), the Ay EOM: 9, ( =28 ) = 0 implies:
pit
N3/5p2 (922 4+ 6Z + 2) (GBCi‘ngtC;g’ B C;?’ B cy sz3 N2 Z log(ry)(as + 204 Z) + V2 V/3mk1 (%)3/5 agz(ff; (J:3))
3 tp, B HtZ, B 2 5tp, B tZ, B
8/3nCB, cth P % P za2 \/Z (4 —8cB, *c'ty B 2cts 2) 142242
20B 3
Kk1p2CE (2°)
= B ~tp, 19353 tZ, B +O(ZO’T%)
acB e B et B g
_ B 3
=l (Z,2%). (76)

Assuming |k1CH (2%)| < 1, ICP(Z,2%)| < 1, the A7-EOM is identically satisfied. One can hence
set Aﬁ =0.

6.1.3 Log-Gravitational-DBI IR Renormalization

Here we will derive the renormalization of DBI action by working out the DBI action at the

boundary, in the IR region.
Given that:

10_15937/2M8Nf4rh8e4z (e4Z —1) (5.868C.. — 4.1)(cos(262) — 3) cscl!(62) log* (rhez)
KB N17/2 )
2

det (Riccigpe)|gyeq Zer ™~
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one sees that:

T 92M2N c1+co log(r
3 ((9+8\/§ )9 2\/§]fv( 1+c2 log(rh)) + 695Ny log(ry) + gs Ny 10g(4)—87r>

_plIA .
e log (det(Ricciy;n6)lgyeq zetr ™ 87gs

2
10-13g, T2 MO N 47y, 8 (\/56(,’22 - 2‘) log®(rp, ) (cos(262) — 3)8 cscll(2)
25k3N17/2

X |log +log(2)| . (78)

As,

Z(02)

/d92 log [(—3 + Cos(292))6 cscltt 92]
- —%i (63 + iz (22)) + 31 [Lia (3~ 2v2) €2 ) + Lia (3 4+ 2v2) €22 )
+6i63 + 1105 log (1 — 2) — 61og (1 + (22— 3) ¢2%2) (6 — isinh (1)) — 6log (1 — (3+2v2) €292 ) (62 + isinh (1))

—12sinh ™1 (1) tan! (\/itan(eg)) + 62 log ((cos(262) — 3)6 cscll(Gg)) . (79)

Hence,

1 1
Z(02 = €3 — 0) = 51’62 (—21’ log (32 11) — 22ilog(—2ie2) + 22ilog(e2) + 557 — 22i)
€2

—%i (—36Li2 (3 - 2\/5) — 36Lis (3 + 2\/5) + 1172 — 72irlog (3 + 2\/5) + 72imsinh~1(1) — 72log (3 - 2\/§> sinh—l(l)) ;

1 1
L2 =m—ea—m) = i [wm log (eﬁ) — 132ir log(2ie2) + 36Lis (3 + 2\/§> 4 36Lis (3 - 2\/§> + 6772 + 72ir log (3 T 2\/§> 1 72ir log (1 n \/5)
2

+72im log 2 —1) 4+ 12imlog(64) + 72¢msinh™ " (1) — 72log (1 4+ V2 ) sinh™ " (1) 4+ 72 log 2—1)sinh™ (1
log (V2 1 h! 1 V2) sinh ! log (V2 h™!

1 1
—51‘52 (—Qi log (32711) — 221 log(2ie2) + 22ilog(e) + 57m — 2%) + 0 (€3) ~ —1lrlogeo. (80)
€2

One can hence see that:
2
ﬂﬂcf;z ey P eBy erory N9/20p2T ()% g, CF, (2°)(—6gs Ny log(ry,) — gs Ny log(4) + 87)

SDBI(Z ~ 0) ~
3cB, ' P D P /giNpry|log(ry)|

log Z. (81)

We hence obtain:

N 8v2

2
IIA 47F5/2\/N10g(Z) (}7139st log(e2) (— (3v/5+8m)9a M (e1-+ep log(rn)) - 12103(7'h)) - SBCZZ)
/ e~ ?" " log (det(Riccigpe ) = .
T pe(IR)

VGsTh
(82)
Now, the IR-divergent DBI action’s IR-divergent contribution is given by:
ean T CPPCB, erori N9/20p2T (2)% ap, CF, (3%) log(Z) (—6gs Ny log(rh) — gs Ny log(4) + 87)
SDI%_I R ‘ B tp, B ~tZ, B
Cwst Cws st Vs Nyrp|log(rp)l
(83)
Further, around some #; = 6y,
- ITA 2
det (F 4" BY& xs)| yen ~ (BLFus), (84)
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with Fi3 = €43 — 0 : BLeys is finite in the large B and MQGP limit. Therefore, the IR
boundary gravitational-DBI counter term will be given by:

_4IIA . det(Ricci DG)
fEDe(Z=0) e \/det (F T BII\II?—NS) log (\/det(F—&-i*BIEIA ))

NS—NS

BLEth ’

Sip ~ = (85)

: 1
Wlth €tpd BL"

6.2 In the UV at O(p°)

Following the footsteps of the previous sub-section for IR, here we will derive the EOMs and

their solution for background gauge field fluctuation, A,,, but now in the UV region.

Consider the DBI action of flavor D6-branes in the UV region,

Ny N3/5pry2e22 \/aZAg,g (020,42 — B2) + 2B, A07 A0z Ay + 0,A20, A2 + B20, A?

VA
Prpe€ Lppr ~ —

)

gs0,
(86)
which in the large-B limit is given by:
Nst/E)pThQGZZ (8pAtazAtazA¢ + BazA? - BazAig,)

87
9saj /07 A7 — Dz A%, (87)
A; EOM
One can show that 0, (‘;gfji) + 0z (SBEZLE) = 0, in the large-B limit yields:
07407 A, (p (070,A,307A44 + BOGAs) — 07 A (p070,As + 07A4 + 2Bp))
—pazAi3 (8zapAtazA¢ + B@%At) + 82/1? (p (azapA¢ + 2B) + 82A¢) = 0. (88)
Assuming ¢ -independence of A,
Ay + Ap(Z
p
Using (89), (88) simplifies to:
2 Ay + A Ay Ay + Ag) 02 A,
p <8zAtazAxs (— (00,4 +p 0) 028 | 5 5 Aoy A, + L0 *p +) 07 )
2 3
o, ( 0,0, 4,0, 1 (PO & As) 6ZAt) | 2(p0,Ay + Ad(Z, p, 23)) GZAt> L
p p
(90)
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Using the ansatz (22), (90) can be rewritten as:

3 3 P(p)as”! 0p A 3
af (m3)<—a23(p)2a:3(x3)2afg /(Z)z <at(p) t (Z) (pp P ¢+A¢) _"_a;(p)az (J?S)af /(p)atZ ,(Z)Q¢Z,(Z)>

3
2af (p)®af " (2°)*af '(Z)? (pBys Ay + Ag)
p

+

a4 (p) (a2, "(2) = 202, '(2)) (pO, Ay + AS(Z, p,23))

+af (p)a”s (p)a%s (a)2a? '(2)aZs '(2) ( +af(p)al (@%)a”y ' (p)aZs ’(Z)wz'(Z))) 0.
(91)

We see that (91) implies:

0 (2%) = Cp" aa(a®),
al (2°) c% oV,
af(p) = Cap " al(p),
CB Uv 2 3(,0)
a(p) = b= 92
¢<p) a'ZB ,(p) ( )

and

BCHY ol (p)*aZs (0%)? (af (2)a% '(2) (a2 "'(2) = 202, '(2)) — at2"(Z)aZ '(2)? + 25, VY 2PV 2af 1(2)%) =0,

(93)
satisfied by:

—Kk 77
af(Z) = Clzy + (Ciza +ea)e 77,
af?’ (Z) = Kaa:v?)Zl + ('Li Zé2 + 62)675‘113ZZ’

B UV /-€ Z,2
C = i—,
CFa CILY

|CZ1|<<1|K22|<<1 (94)

Ay EOM
One can show that (51) would yield:
\/§N3/5p7‘h2€2z ( BZA?BZAJC:;aZapAacs + azAtazAxs (apAtagAxs — 2828,)At8%A$3) + (921433 (8214953828pr3 — 8pAt8%At) + 28zapAtazA?>

. 3/2
3gsa3, (aZAf - 8ZA53)
—o0. (95)

It turns out that in the e; — 0-limit, the LHS of (95) is given by:

4
(’%?f) ~(C +C e7)

B
CtZ,Q

(0 7)o @) 0 0. 0
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which is at least e 34UV_suppressed in the UV.
A, EOM is identically satisfied
A,z EOM

\/§QQZN3/5p7”h282Ax3 (apAtazAtazA¢ — B@ZA? + BazAig,)

__ppB/.3
%950532 (azA? — aZAi?))gﬂ - C:):3 (‘T ,P), (97)

which is equivalent to:

(—k Z2)7/2cB UV N3/5 o, 2627 0 7 /( )(CtZl €Z+C75BZ72)

g3 B 3
z°, p), 98
2\/_(752 SC(EEsUV 2623/2950z92 (7, p) (98)
solved by
7 B e2*?K7 (2Ct21 log (Cf, e” +Cly ) — ZCtZl 2Z 20, Chy e 7 + 0, Pe?)
ay, (Z)=— 508 + ¢,
tZ,2
7/2 CB uv ZN3/5,0rh
— CB(a? p) = CB p. (99)

B UV 2 2
2\/_th 2 980492

6.3 Inthe UV at O(3) and Non-Renormalization of A,_; , , .3 in the Self-Consistent

truncation Aﬁ b L = 0

6.3.1 B=0

Now, we will show that the U(1) gauge field A, are non-renormalized at O(f), due to the self
=0.

consistent truncation, i.e., A 3
) ) lu’_p7¢7Z7x

N3/5pry 2647 \/—28ng% (0242 + 0243 + 22) + 40, A0, A10,3 As07 Ay — 20,43 (0742, + (9744)% +211.2)

Lppr = — ;
\d/ggsag2
MUY ()10 067 (19683v/6a§ + 664203, a3, — 40v/6a, ) log?(r1,)(9,A2° )2 ((aZAf§)2 +(9248° )2 + ary?)

(100)

2187v/23%/6medgs log N4NYVaj, \/f(apAf‘) )2 (8ZA32037 g0 + (02457 )2 + 2rh2>

Assuming 9,3 A4; = 0 Au pozas = 0, replacing ag, — N 3/10gin f, and integrating out 0; 5, dg,
the second term in (100) is proportional to the larger of :
B=0, UV »B=0, UV »B=0, UV
BC . C aras) cE s MUV e2Zuv (gsN)1/4

953 g N/ NV plogh(N) ’

(101)
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and

iﬁCff:O’ uv Cfm?z;)lv CB¢(2> uv CB (Z)UV CB (()Z)Uv C.o 5 (23) B=0, UV N UV (1og 1, )3 (g, N) /4

Tedgs NUV 2N27/10 log (N) ’

(102)

subject to (200). Taking the lare-N limit first and dropping terms of O(

assuming;:

NHQN) ay > 0, and

MUV

W < 1, (103)

and |CEis(Ox3I)N Ci(g | < 1, and that r, ~ e %3N [40] for QCD-inspired values (g, M, Ny) =

(0.1,3,3), one can effect the vanishing of (101) and (102).
The AP-EOM will hence be:

0\ 2
ezp\/(%le + (07402 ) + (0747 )

gs

= Constant. (104)

B= 0 uv CB¢ 0, UV CB(;/) 0, UV ,21 —-Zyv
@ 47 3
The LHS of (104) is the larger of D i) 7 £ (%) and %, which for reasons
stated in the previous paragraph, are negligible each.

6.3.2 Strong Magnetic Fields (B > (0.15GeV)?)

The DBI integrand at O(8) assuming only A%(Z, p,2%) = a? *(Z)al * (p)a®” # (%), up to
leading order in € o, is given by:
28B%7C,z VP 2aly(0)as ¥ (2°)al P (2)

Cie

8\F (\f/BB1 /— ov.B MUY (1) 13/20 pe®? (19683v/3af, + 3321205, 0, — 40v3a4,) als(p)ays a? (x®) log3(rh))

B _
Lppr = —

(105
19683 (35/67resgsN;W a3, 10g4(N)) (105)

Using (103) and in the e; — 0-limit, one obtains:
a? P (Z) ~0. (106)

We may choose a? = 0.

7 Photoproduction

In this section, we will derive the spectral density of photon production in the UV region,
which is related to the differential photon production rate. First considering the case with
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2,2

€T —
Ggouv =

zero magnetic field, and utilizing the solutions of the gauge field derived in section 6.2, one
can derive the gauge invariant gauge fluctuations, Ejong, and Eians [see appendix A of [15] for
more details|, the longitudinal and transverse directions here are considered based on photon’s
4-momentum, say k* = (w,w,0,0) in RY3(¢, 1, 2%, 23) with a uniform and strong magnetic field
along z : B = (0,0, B), where x?-direction is the transverse direction. By solving EOMs for
FElrans one can derive the spectral density of photon production. In the second part, we will

repeat the same procedure in the presence of a strong magnetic field.

7.1 Photoproduction in the absence of magnetic field

Here we derive the EOM for Fi..s. After solving the EOM we derive the spectral density of
photon production in the absence of a magnetic field in the UV region. Using results of gauge
fluctuations in the UV for B = 0 of (5.3),

24/7C, 2 (%) B=0, UV ZCB =0, UV QC¢Z 2\/»\ﬁ 2Z os2(¢p)

13

= B=0, UV 67 _
T2 (Cafg(zg) B=0, UV 2¢ o 2C13 2(p2—1) +Ca?3(13> B=0, UV 2)

@3

ZfBC 23 a3) B=0, UV Q\ﬁ\/»pQ 10Z ¢682($)(Car — 2y, - + 2Co,) (Cagff'(a:s) B=0, UV 2 76%2.3(963) B=0, UV 2C£g> QCff 2)

BOUV2BOU\/230UV2 B=0, UV 20P% 2002 2 2 B:O,Uvz2
25€ a?3(x3) ¢ ¢(p) (Z) ( aZs(x3) Cz3 Cws (p 1) +Ca13(g¢3) )

/th2e1oz By % ptrnte?0Z (C.r — 2Cy, . +2Co, 1)

G’B 0,UvV = B=0, UV 9 B=0, UV B=0, UV B=0, UV
820 s ) B0 UV 2B U oa(p) Fe)?  S2yRC 0 TV AT TV G s g B0 OV A
[1 2, 2,10Z /N
Gtt _ NPTh fﬁ\/gs p2 8Z(sz — 2C912 + 2C911)
B=0, UV — B=0, UV B=0, UV o — B=0, UV B=0, UV = ’
Qﬁcaz ) 2¢ Z (2) 2¢ ) B=0, UV 2 /Gs SCa/? 2caz ) 20a$3(w3> B=0, UV 2

L:B:O, uv

DBI

AB:O,UVBOUVBOUVBOUVBOU B=0, UV 33,0V 13/20732
5256{15 Ca,3(z3) C 4o C ¢2) CTJ(Z> CT3<I3> log ry M (N)

2187\[35/671'e5gS 10gN4N}JVp2a2
57,\/>CBOUVCB’UVCBOUVCBOUVCBOUc

B=0, UV N3/5 2,-5Z

$3( 3) [ord ¢(Z) aZsp (2) 13(13) Th-€
x (~19683v6af, — 664203, 03, +40v6ap, ) - 8 \[gspagd
2
(107)
Assume
CB 0, UV (K/
p / S ke | = €50 Y (108)
1 K k
to obtain a sensible Etrans EOM.
Writing Fyans = Ebope 4+ BE e, using standard techniques [15], the EOM for EZ._ _ (Z) turns
to be:
X B (D) + Blpans " (D) + Brane(2) (= (95" +0?90")) = Blane (2) (9] +w?V]) + X9 B, (2) =0, (109)
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wherein,

B uv 0
X =0zlog (‘CDBIO G% OUVGB 0UV> =P 4+ pxs,

Gté 0,UV =0, 8° =
N=Gzz = R A
BZo0,Uv
Ggfs’ zo uv B=0, 8 B=0
V2= gz = T (110)
B=o0,uv
where:
16p2(CE270 YV 2
ppma g0 MO ot e
- ¢B=0, UV 3 )
“539
heo 4mBgsNp?e =22 (C.. — 2Cy, » + 2C91m)(CB 32 uv log(p) + c1)?
yl o - 5
ci 0, UV 2rh2
B=0, UV 2 - z _ B=0, UV
y-o. A _ 647C, 7 () P70 UV 2CT; ) 2Cap3(amy P70 UV 2008 2007 2gsNe 12Zcos2(¢)(ca§3<p) log(p) + ¢1)2
a = Y _ :
(Ca§3(a:3) B0, UV 2008 2097 2 (p2 — 1) + Cyra ) 50 UV 2)
yE=0. 8

647TBCB OZ)UV Cazi(ag) B0 UV 19 Np? cos?(¢)(Czz — 2Co, - + 2c91x)(cf;32’ UV log(p) + c1)?

BOUVzBOUVzBOUVQ B=0, UV 2pp% 209Z 2 ( 2 B=0,UV22
250y 2 Y 2l 0% (Caz, ) €2 2C7 2 (p2 = 1) + Copays) )

B=0, UV 2 B=0, UV 2pp0 2,6Z 2\ .
x (cafg(ﬁ) ~Coz,(23) crg 2c8: ) ,
xB=0.8° — 3,
o 12C, 55 () B=0, UV 22, 20122(C_. — 9C, . + 2Cp, ;) (Ca??)(zg) B=0,UV 2 _¢. 2 w3) B=0, UV 20p¢ 2097 2)
XxX°=" —

(111)

2565;3(()13[)}\/ ch¢(2> UV 5B <OZ)UV 20 o2, (23) B=0, UV 2@5? 2¢¢Z 2 (Ca§3<z3) B=0, UV 2%7? 2097 2 (52 — 1) + Coza (ug) B0 UV 2)
: B=0, ° .
The EOM satisfied by F,.,. ~ (Z) is:
— — 0
16c5=" VY 2B P (2)
& TEES P 12y + EEL Pz =0 112
CB =0, UV 9 - trans ( >+ trans ( ) — Y ( )
zs(p)
which is solved to yield:
64CBOUV22 64CBOUV22
0 32| 7~ 49*CBo—Uv2 37 49,W+7
B=0, B=0 aZ (p)
Etrans (Z) G UVe w3” + CQ UVe $3 3 : (113)
By substituting (113) into (109), we hence obtain the following EOM in the UV:
Efans "(Z) + 3B 0. '(2)
64CB0UV22 64CBOUV22
16CB 0. UV 2 2p8 (7 1z|7- 49_:’350’7‘”2 1z 49—W+7
+ B=0, OV +3 | cie Nl + cze “o3” =0.
e 2
az3P
(114)
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Making the following perturbative ansatz: Ei ans = ZZO oW n trans, we come with the following
EOMs for F, i

o O(w°):
eAEE 1 B 4 3B (2) + B (2) =, (115)

whose solution is given by:

AT + i + 3BT (2) + Bl (Z) =0, (116)
o O(w?):
1665):0’ Way (c%ﬂE; 0 67Zc%€ 0) 16C53:0’ UV 2 (—@ 7067ZC%\B; 0 %616,33 + 02>
CB =0, UV 5 CB 0, UV o
x3f’ a:Sp
3B (2) + Bpnl "(2) =0, (117)

whose solution is given by:

7840C5" UV 22(32 — ) 0 + 21603 0OV 2,72 (77 — 1) 570 — 171537
t

w?, 8% _
Etrans (Z) - 46305CB 0 UV o
aZsp
x (16¢570 UV 2 (3ch + 926327 + cl> +9CB70 UV 200) 4y (118)
ay azy3pP
o O(w):

128¢5=0 UV 4z ((72 +2)ebB=0 4 72 (77 — 2) 2 B= 0) 16¢570 UV 2
t t
+ X

B=0, UV 4 B=0, UV o
Moz, aZyp
784050 UV 2237 — 2)ey =0 + 216C5,70 VY 2672 (77 — 1) T — 1715737
! o 1GCB 0, UV 2 (301Z+90263ZZ+C1) £ocBE0 UV 20 ) 4y
46305570 UV 2 aZ3(p)
Az3P
+3ELLS (2)+ BLLE "(2) =, (119)

whose solution is given by:

w8 (g 64065’;,:0’ UV A7 (77722 — 12847 + 856) cin —° + 154595%5;0* UV 4672 (2 - 72)2c85 870 4 1715¢ 732
E_ Z) =cg — -

trans

416745cE70 UV 4
az3P

x (144cf,,:°* UV 20B=0, UV 2 (303Z +9c4e32 7 + 63) +128¢570 UV 4 (c1 (37 +2)% — 9c2e32 Z(32 — 2)) +81¢570 UV 4C5> .
t t

az3pP z3P
(120)
We therefore obtain:
64CB 0, UV 4 7ZZ2 %5 =0 SCB 0, UV 2 7ZZ QB (0]
Etﬂranb = 'LU4 - B=0, UV 4 - 070 + €6 + w2 af B=0, UV tca
1715C2, 3 245¢7, Y 2
7o1B=0 1
_Loov 7, 2820 4 . (121)

3 70
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So, finally,

\ ( 128C570 VA2 (12 + el 0 + T4 (12 - )
w

B
Etranos = 343CB:0’ UV 4
%Z,sf’
436y, UV 1Z8epy 0 eacy 0 TV AeTA 22500 aase 0 Y depz? 16y, Y 2adiiz
+8 |- v B=0, UV - : + y - . +CG>
=0, 1 B=0, UV 4 B=0, UV B=0, UV
3969C7 1715, gc UV 4 sy vV 2 3
16CB 0, UV QZ< 1,B=0 _ 67ZCZBOUV> SCBP:O, uv 237ZZc%’€:0
+w i +C4
7¢B=0- UV 2 245¢2 =) UV 2
:1:3'0 ’
ZcLB=0 1
2,B=0 , 1,B=0
+e"2e58=0 + ey +6< 7‘};’ - 20 e ). (122)
Therefore,
8 2,B=0
( B /(Z)) _ Te7? iy
Efan(Z) eTZ2eH 870 4 ep 50
16CZ7:0’ uv 2w2< 14e7ZZc2B chg 0 — el Zcypoyy? +clB 02)
+
7CB (; UV 2 (67ZCQBOUV + CUB 0) 2
13
B=0, UV 2,B=0 1,B=
s fwt (€77 (9822 + 142 + 1) 5y i 702 — €117 (9822 — 142+ 1) G2y 0 = 21200 4 ol T0) .
343¢B=0 UV 4 (72,2.B=0 | 1,B=0\3 +0 (w)
aZyp Cuv Cuv
(123)

At O(B), assuming:

1,B=0 6_045\:/0ZUV,

Cuv =

C%J\B; ’ - G_QSZSVZUV7

0B —allg® 7> 0

O‘f v — 7 < 201y,

C2 = % ve WY %ezw(ag_g"zag;o?), (124)

one obtains:

B=0 _ B=0 B=0 —
z B=0, UV 2 Zyv(3 7 B=0, UV B=0 Z
,B’LUQeOLZ* Uv<4Uv (16C " 2¢ uv(Bay gy —agy ) _ 1029C ' 2, 2046(3O‘U" +14) U")
x3

— B=0 = 3
trans 147CBZ_O7 UV 2 (ea2, uvZuv + e(a5\70+7)ZUV)

x3

IQSBCGB,,:O’ uv 4w4 SZBCGBP:O, uv 2w4ZUVe’4<°‘IEJg\70+7)ZUV
t

— B=0 B=0
X [464CBPO’ UV 2, Zuv(5ay gv—apy —7)
a
t

J— t —
12005¢ 259 UV 4 926120 UV 4
AzyaP Ar3p
+3087CB 2 V2., <er\,(3a§=[?V+2a5\70+10) _ 26ZUV(Q2€=UDV+4QE$O+24)>:|' (125)
73

Using results of [15]

EEZL(z _ w?. 30 w? Wi g0 4
e =Sm [<%((Z))) GB 0 Ungio,UvﬁgBIO’ UV:| = w2(X2 S Bxs 7 )+ w4(X2 P4 Bxs ? )s
(126)

trans
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where

. B=0, UV 2,B=0, UV ,B=0, UV ,B=0, UV B=0, UV 4,B=0, UV
8 _ 320zﬁwcaf Cagsm) cam) o2 (2) Caz,(a3) cafs(z) Cos3(23)
2 = 2
B=0, UV 1,B=0 — —

x3

B=0, UV szf 4cf32 4 N8/54,2e—9Zuv C054((15)

77 2,B=0 1,B=0 147 2 1,B=02
X (146 UVZU\/CUV cyv +e UWeoapouv ™ — Cyv ) s

; B=0, UV »B=0, UV »B=0, UV B=0, UV 4,B=0, UV
v 202\/§7rﬁcatz3(13) Ca?(p) Caf"(z) Cafg(acs) Caf3(z) Ca?3<z3)

X2

B=0, UV Cz? 4Cf3Z 4 N8/54y2e—9%UV COS4(¢)

- _ B=0 B=0 3 2
LTI Y prytad, (B A BRI (0, B0 OV 2028 205 (52 1) 4 gy 50 OV )

az3

_ B=0 _ _B=0_ _ B=0 B=0
« (16(2;3,70’ UV 2,70y (408 —afT0 =) | 10990B0 UV 20, Fuv (B By 43087 +14)) :
t Az3P

. B=0, UV 4,B=0, UV ,B=0, UV ,B=0, UV B=0, UV 4,B=0, UV B=0, UV ¢ 4p0Z 4718/5,,4,—9Z 4
i, g D120VAC Copsan) Cas Capmy CoFsew) Cazyz) Capdes) € ACzy N®Pwlem7uV cost(g)
3 — t t T
2 - 2
3/7 »,B=0, UV 2,B=0 , 1,B=0 - z _
343 \S/gcazgp 3pru2ad, (37ZUVCUV +ebl )3 (Cazz3(ac3) B=0, UV Qsz 2097 2 (p2 — 1) +Coz gy B0 UV 2)

1,B=0 7Zyv 2,B=0 TZuv 2 1,B=0 14Zyvy .2,B=0 2 1,B=02
X (CUV —e CUv e (98Zyv? + 1) capovveyy e CUv + cuy ,

lGi\/ﬁﬂﬁCB:O’ uv CB:O, uv CB:O, uv B=0, UV 4CB:O, uv

B=0, UV ppP 40bZ 4718/5, 4,—9Z 4
af3(@3)  a?(p) of(2) Cu53<z3> oZ,(2) Cazd (23) CPP ACey ANS/Puwte™97uV cost(p)

2
3/2,B=0, UV — b 907 _
64827\/§Caz , Sprp2ag, (Cafg(z3> B=0, UV 2¢PP 2005 2 (p2 — 1) + Cas3(a3) B=0, UV 2)

x3

% (326Bp:0, UV 4 (4060ZUVe5ZUV(a§=[§>V_ag\fo_n n 27) _ 86436OCBp:0’ uv 2CBZ:0, uv 20, Zoy (2€(a§=§’v -4)Zyv erV(3a5=gv_2(agso+9)))) )
ay at

azaP
(127)
Therefore,
2 0 4 2 0 0 0
w2<ﬂ(xgu‘6x;“’3—x§”‘6x;”’ﬁ) w8 xgj‘ﬁw2
2,80 w2, g0 w2, g0 2 w2, 0
2w |y e x < +Bxy " Pe (128)

7.1.1 Matching with D = 5 gauged SUGRA truncation over an S° of D = 10 type IIB
SUGRA for B =0 [5]

Utilizing the result obtained in the previous section for the spectral density of photon production
in the absence of a magnetic field, we will see our results match nicely with those in gauged type
1B supergravity compactified on S° [5].

Now, (128) can be rewritten as:

BP:O,UV 2w2
a

t
B=0,UV 2,B=0,UV »B=0,UV »B=0,UV »B=0,UV 4,B=0,UV »B=0,UV »B=0,UV 4,B=0,UV 1s23¢ 0TV 26550 o
coouY rengy et Ve Y CoE Co o Y AT VAN [ Be eas @ —21

af af?@3) TaP(p)  Taf(z) TaZy(a3)  Taly(2) TafP(@d) Tafy(¢)  Tafy(2)

9285 8¢

g =

~
2
B=0,UV _ o [ »B=0,UV 3,B=0,UV 5,B=0, UV 3 B=0,UV 4
r C c +
aZyp) M ( aZy(x3)  aly(8)  al,(2) ag?(x3)
— 5869
16¢ B0, 0V 211;2(%—27)
e~
=0, 2 =)
1323C 3
Z uv
xXwe 2z3(e) (129)
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Using [48]:

3

s M2 (c+ep log(ry))
249sM? Ny (c1+c2 10%0%»(“%*% . 3NNy (log(N)—3log(ra))

2
Q(MJF%) +1 i

p= 2187g,A N3N, (log(N) — 3log(rs))” ’

163847 kg

(130)

along with r, = e @ MNONY? which for g, = 0.1, M = N; = 3,N = 100 and values of

12 as obtained in [48]| to match with SU(3) Gluodynamics lattice results [49], yields § = 1.1

(essentially implying that the higher derivative corrections can not be disregarded). Defining
CB=0.UV 2

R = —?.f:TM, one obtains:

C
afg,(p)

167?w2 (27_ 9468.076)
eB= 2
AVA 1 114.513Rw

_ 9
X — Cwe = i (1.1e B —21). (131)

w

0

- - . . . . B=0, UV ;»B=0, UV
Now, 02,05UV,C§U% have dimensions of 7T, ¢, has dimensions of 1/7,C, " ~"/C, > has

ay aZs(p)
dimensions of 1/T'; ¢, cg must have dimensions of 1/73. Hence, R — R/T? with now a dimen-

sionless ratio @ = w/(277T). Thus, with C — =5,

=2 9468.76
16 R <277 B=0 )

% _ __‘uv __ 9 1_ 114.513R @2
—2 = Ciwe 1 oV (1.16 oV —21). (132)

Numerically, one obtains a reasonable match with [5] for

C = 0.0064, &55° = —3.095, R = 0.5727. (133)

7.2 Photoproduction in the presence of strong magnetic field
In this section, we will generalize the procedure adopted in section 7.1 in the presence of a strong

magnetic field and similarly will obtain the respective spectral density by utilizing the Fj,.q,s in
the presence of the strong magnetic field.
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N2 T2y

0351

025
» — (131)=(132)

0.20f
s [3]

saaez-vs-w; the plot in red is based on (132)-(206), and the plots points in blue are from [5];
the comparison though not entirely justified [the wave vector is orthogonal to the 23-axis in (132)-(206),

but at 459 relative to 22 in [5] for B = 0], is just to illustrate that one can fit the parameters C, fUV R
to results of [5]

Figure 2:

Now,

4\/>,BC 543 2”22,2@53% CZB?’ 2 /gsV/NeZ—2p cos? () (CtB%,l e? +Ct'%’2 )
x3

B 2
B2 CtZ2 Th

2
2VRCE, o 212 ,,CE 2 VaV/Ne 2 cos?(9) (g e +Cly, )

+ b
B ng 'I’h2
o7z B/ th4612z (e*Z — 1) (6b2 + €2Z) (Czz — 2C, » + 209195) £/ Jbthe‘lZ (e*Z —1)
= 1 2
2\/’0 303 4Nif§,2 /gs (902 + e27) <C§’p,1 +Cf3p e—p) 2fC L s 2,2 22 /*gs< a +Cf3p e—P)
ot — 2/7B/GsVN (662 + €22) e2PH6Z(C,, — 2Cy, . + 2Co, ) N 2\/;\/7573\/»622
= 2 2 b
CBy 0 2675 (42 — 1) (902 + €22) (Cfapyl er +CB ) Th
x3
2
N 25C5,  1ch, | Rizé2ct% Ch, 20 (22 + e2)?e 10722 (cfgp’1 e’ +C5 )
L = z z
DBI — ng’z ) 2
5 Cfsm:s 2¢—4p (Cf3p,1 eP+Cfsp >2<C53$3 2CtBZ,1 2szv2cf3p 2p2(nafé2+€2)273252p <CtBZ, 62(2K, Z o4e2)— 2CtZ 2 KGZ 2617r€az 2512>>
\/§N3/5p7“h 23 B z3 z3
3
V3gsag,
(134)
The Firans(Z) EOM hence is:
2e7%(CE, +e) 47 gs Nw?e %% Eans(2)
’ 7 t7,2 1 9 /7 7 TgsiVw-e trans 0 135
trans( ) - CcB - + trans( ) + D) - Y ( )
tZ,1 Th
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The solution of (135) is given by:

e % (\/Ct%’2 2rp2 — 47rCtBE 1 2gsNw? +C%‘2 rh)

=exp | — C%’l -
B£0 971'2(3%’1 4gs2N2w* 3 CtZ 1 2gs Nw? 471'2Ct'} 1 3gs2N2we=2 477Cf%,1 gsNw2e= 2 Qe_Z(Cf%,Q +e€1)

x[cl uv ( i (Ch, +ea)t | m2CE, +a)? T mA(Ch, ta)®  m2(Ch, tea) + Cha ﬂ
e B0 2 <_4CtBZ,1 B2 g2 N2 2t 4CtZ e Z gs Nmw? N Qe*Z(Ct'}’2 +e1)>:|

2UVE sch ) 49.2N2x2ud sch 29 Nmu? (CE, 5 +e)drpt (CE,, +e)rn? ck . '

(CtZ’Q +ep)trpd €y 5 +e1)2ry? ’ ’ ’

_ B 2z 27r2(ZBZ 1 6gs2N2wt CtZ 1 4gs Nw? CFZl 2

~ L uve ( CE,5 ot 2CE, Ar? | 8CE,, 2 >

geNw?e—? < zwcfzyl ho 1256646232,1 >

B0 177.653CY, | 492 N2wh  dCf, 2e” . JCE 5 22 Ci%, . (136)

2, UV Ct’%,Z 4,r.h4 Ct‘%,l 2 th :

Let us look at the EOM for Etrans (Z2):

X Bl (2) + Bfrans " (2) + Bfrans (2) (= (95" +0*2")) = Bllaw (2) (€98 + 0?0 ) + X° Bl (2) =0,

(137)
wherein,
X = 0, log (ﬁgBIGZZGW) = X% 4 X",
G 0
W= =W+
IFIZIYI 0
V2 = 77 ygﬁ + Byg; (138)
2
o ATCE 20 RNV 7 (OB e+ CE )
1 = = ryd ’
V8 4mBgN3/2e22(C,, — 2Cy,, + 2Co,)
1 — 2 )
h
2
y . 47TC1313 CtZl K Zszng gsNe—4p—6Z Sin2(¢) (Cx3p1 eP _|_Cx3p2 )
P B? CtZQ 7
2
5 8%6036%3 tZl Kk*,.CE Cfg, 2g,Ne 4=6Z 5in?(¢) <Cfgp L e’ + Cngp )
— Az3 ) .
2 B2Ctz2 Tyt 7
CtZ L
2CE , CE e~
pro tZCQ iz (139)
iz’
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Now, making the following perturbative ansatz up to O(w?),
Etrans (Z) - Ewo’ ’ (Z) + w2EtranS (Z) Etrans (Z), (14())

trans

one obtains the following EOMs.

o O(uw):

20, 5 CEy cae™% (Cly,y 2% —ACh, 5 ? 20 L cre?
tz,2 Ltz C2 (zz1 tZ,2 )+ 9_ 12,2 € Ew,B/(Z)+CtZ cie Ew’B"(Z):O,

t t
CtZ 1 CtZ 1 e 4CtZ 2 e
(141)
whose solution is given by:
_ fZBiz € ocB -z
B c B B —Z\ 1 2 €
L (24CE, . 2B, eye2?  Ciz (et 12c2)e “i2n o (Cizy +207, € 7) Bi (f+>
Ewo’ B (Z) = e+ — tz,2 Ltz C2€ 4 tZ,1
trans = 5 B
e 12 Ciza? Ciza?
2CtZ2 e—Z g
& _
3CtB%,1 c3e Ciza (C?Z,l 6Z + 261%72 ) 12Cg c2Z Ct‘% 61€Z
+ . + -
CtZ 2 CtZ 1 CtZ 2
B B B B
_QCtZQ 2CtZ aZ — 24CtZ,2 2Ctz c2Z Ct‘% Clez (142)
- B B - B :
24C5 1 Ci%0 ? 12C;7 »
o O(w?):
1 B 3/2,~2(p+32) o | B 2
i 47rcmsm3 K> zzgs N < 23p,1 € +Cmsp’2>
2cB, =2
cB _% CB CB o2\ Ei 2y e ”
1 24(??}’2 26’% coe—22 N 1z (c1+12c2)e ’ ( iz1 T2C € ) ? B
12 cB 3 Cin®
_ 2Cth[}2 e ? _z
B c B  Z B
+3czz,1 cze e (CtZ,l e” +2C; ) N 12CE, 2z CE, c1e? } N
_ ca
Clha? Cloa Ctys
WctBZ,l *Cly c19sNe” 4 A€y cagsNe™” <7TV CFZ? *rp? = 6. 28319Ctz 2 Th) + (2 2CtBZ,Q e”? PO "(Z)+ Ew Bzy=0
CtB%g grhz Ct'%,l CtB%,Q 7‘h3 CtB%,l trans trans )
(143)
whose solution is given by:
Eé‘[ians (Z) = CB
Clpn e ”
7’77Z
+e <
126%2 3rp,2
B (ifZ
(%)
X CtBZJ 747rCt%71 Ct% cigsNe tZ,1 +3CtBZ’1 CtBZ,Z 02rh2ez +6Cg3z72 2Cth2
2B, =72 wCB, . 2CB, ¢1gsNe? wCB, . CB, c19gsNZ
) 7,2 tz,1 Ciz €19s tz,1 “tz C19s
+4rCE, , CE, c1gsN (Cth L eZ 2k, ) Ei (tﬂ =— - - . (144)
’ CtB% 1 305 2 ’r‘h2 302 2 Th2
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o O(w?):

2
47TC§;Q:3 ZHzZéQQS\/ %N3/26_2(p+3z) (CB:’%pl el +C;{;3p7 ) <_

3cEB

nCE,, CE, clgsN(Cf’%’l e?+Ck, Z) (Z)
t2,2 3rp?

Th4
42CB, | ACB, ¢19,2N?%e?  355.306CE, | 2CL, cyg,2N?e™? 2C e
I tZ,1 19 tz,1 Liz C29 tZ,2 Etrans ( Z)
CtZ o Oat CtZ o S1at CtZ 1
+EYa "(Z2) =0, (145)

whose solution is given by:

2c e”
tZ,2 _z

B cB
CtZ,l e tZ,1

B 50, 4
120tz,2 Th

4
Eéﬁaﬁsﬂ (Z) =3 +

zZ
()
X (16#2@'}71 362 clgSQNQe Ciza + 3Cg’1 Cg,g Scornte? + 167r2Cth,1 CtBZQ C,FZ chSZN2 (Ct'}’l eZ + 2Ct3272 )

< Ei QCé,Q e ? L 6CE,, Aoyt | = _471"20%,1 iCE, c1e%g,2N? B 4772Cf},1 3CE, ¢19.°N*Z (146)
Cg,l t2,2 30572 57“h4 3C§Z,2 4rh4

Thus,

Burans "(2)\ _, | c29s Nw?(BC% (100.5 —201.12) +20L.1Cf, 1 ) 28424Ci5 . eags” NPw' | 28CH, 5 CF (147)

FEirans(2) Cly 1 cre?Zry? CE , 2cr1e?2rpt 3CH, 2%
Hence,

Cﬁ‘zd ZCgl K fézcﬁp 3N3/5p2682—2p COSQ(¢)
X2 = B 5 242 (cB B
B2CtZ2 c1gsThiag, (Cz%’l er +C23p )

x (~2787.05Ck, | Peag N2t +Cly 1 CFyy *rn? (197191c2g0 Nw? + 1.96112¢17,2¢27 ) — 197.1918CF, 5 2CFy cags Nrn*w?(Z — 0.5)) .

1/N>yq _Th o

z
e“vv and rp(gs
D5,/D5

(Bo(1)gsN)?/N>1r2)
(0(102)gs N7y )

Assuming (4mgsN)

rrw 1.96e2%4UV r2

_h__ h
jz~» one sees that 07109 Nw? ™

. Therefore,

(148)

=01,M = Nf—3)~e*O3N1/ ls, and w ~

O(1)(gs N)*/N>1r2
(0(102)gs Nr2rw)

-~ <gSN)2/N>4—1€—O.6(1—nw)N1/3.

Now, 2/N>4 < 1/2, hence 2/N-4, —1 < 0. Hence, in a large - N limit, ‘—‘ < 1

1
Writing N V>4 = ;ﬂ, N+4 € Z, N-4 > 4, one obtains the following:
uv

CB
2,2 e B B B - ac3p,2 B B
X2 Cz3x3 CtZl HaZéZCQNw (Cw3p (Cx?’ -8 C:z:3p1 ) - 8'Ca73p,1 Lig (_c33 . )) (6CtZ Zuv — CtZ,l )
x z>p,
~Y
N2wT? O[ZUVSBQC%J 301
acly oy el zuy) ~ o kow?
- cB 2 Riwe
X e 2,2 = — : (149)
B2
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07k
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Figure 3: W—VS—’UNJ - the plot in red is with an extra term quadratic in w added by hand, the plot

in thick blue is based on (149) and and the plot points in pale blue are from [5] for % =11.24

where B = L. If one adds a term quadratic in @? in the numerator of the RHS of (149),

~ =2 ~
X2 Kiwe "2 + Kaw?

= _ 1
N2pT? B2 ’ (150)

one obtains the comparative plot in Fig. 3.

8 Paramagnetic Pressure/Energy-Anisotropic Plasma and General-
ized TOV Equations

In this section, we are interested in deciphering the features of the generalized EoS obtained for
the M-theoretic uplift of thermal QCD-like theories at temperatures above the deconfinement
temperature. The free energy F' is obtained by the regularized DBI action providing the pressure
(P) via the relation P = —F'. The energy density F at finite temperature and chemical potential
can be obtained via the relation, F = T% + ,ug—i — P. Then one obtains the generalized EOS
by relating the pressure with energy density. We then demonstrate that the holographic dual,
in principle, could correspond to several scenarios above T,.. These include stable wormholes, a
stable wormhole transitioning via a smooth crossover to dark energy as the universe cools (the
converse being prohibited in our setup), and a paramagnetic pressure/energy-anisotropic plasma.
Given that above T, QGP is expected to be paramagnetic [3], the third possibility appears to
be the preferred one. Generalizing the TOV equations to include angular mass/pressure/energy
profiles, we show that it is not possible that the anisotropic plasma leads to the formation of
a compact star. En route, we show that the IR renormalization of the DBI action requires a

boundary Log-determinant-of-Ricci-tensor counter term.
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8.1 Pressure/Energy anisotropy, non-analyticity with respect to complexified gauge
coupling, and Almost Contact 3-Structures

The UV-finite DBI action per unit R3-coodinate density of the type IIA flavor D6-branes, near,

_ Q0 s
e.g. 0 = 5if, is:

N{VBYN (oz92 <6a2rh262ZD5/ﬁ — 2rp4e*Pps/s ) +997a* Z s 55 >
. (151
e (151)

(the “~” is indicative of the fact that multiplicative numerical factors have been disregarded)
. . . IR, == V3a .-
which upon substituting e “p5/05 = e yields:

SUVfﬁnite ~ -

N}JVWS/QB\/NpTh3€4ZUV (152
Vs '

As, the UV boundary cosmological constant term near #; =
Mg 22 (SF X R?) x4 Rug X Tap:

Suv_div ~ —

% with the embedding 7 : Y pg —

YA AT
/ —det(irg) ~ S ThY0 (153)
Epe(Z=Zyv)

gsl/4 N9/20
The UV counter term will be proportional to:

BNNPV

Js Epe(Z=2Zyv)
Now,

99\/§7r7/2B S/Np27”h3 (95M2(01+1\fz log(rh)) + %)4 log (\/ggsMQ(q]\-rkcz log(rh)) + 1)

N , (155)

PUV _

utilizing p = =4 [44] implying:

IPUV 99V/3r7/2B YN pir,* (M crtealostrn)) %)4 (410g (Voolesrezlontnl) 4 1) 4 1) 5
Wyt 8v9s -
and
dPUV 99\/§W7/23Wp27“h3 (w + %)4 (4 log (‘/5951\/[2<611\J;C2 log(rn)) | 1) + 1)
T T 5o . (157)
Similarly,
pIR _ L
, 2
6vV2V3Ch, €5 P € P asNyrylog(ra) — log(rh)u%) (Grhg_gciz el 7 els 262&0%’)2) _Cftz et T rels ot

gsM2(ci+eglog(ry)) | 1 )2

B gsM?(c1 + calog(rp)) | 1 \?
X W5/2C‘iz QCf’ 2C53 262”0/§§\/ﬁp3 log(S)Cf’;,(:cg) gsNy log rp8 9( ) +1| ) —8x] , (158)

J’_i
N V3
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implying:
dP™®
e u=piatrn))

, B , B
7r5/2(3(iz 2ep 7 20B 26?7013/ Np3 log(3)CE, («°) (—24(3512 2cp P 208, 2g5e?m0 k3 Nyp? 4 1895 Nyrp,? + 695 Ny, log(ry,) — 87r7“h2)

3/2 ;
24\/5{5/&353]5 Cig‘ B Cig B Vs Nyrp log(ry) (3rh2 — 4Cftz 2ce B 2053 QeQNOK%pQ)
(159)
and

IR
T dP
dr

a=a(ry)

7r5/2CiZ 2cp B 205’53 2e2r0 524/ N p3 10g(3)C§(13)

3/2
12\/5%65315 Cfc’;‘ B cfj’ B VGsNyrp log?(rp) (37‘h2 - 4Cftz 2¢p B 2633 Qegﬁon%p?)

X |:4 (87r — gsNylog (4rh6)) (3rh2 - 4Cftz 2Cf’ B 2C53 262”0/%,02) + log(rh){2<—36(3[iz QCf’ B 2Cf3 29562”05%pr2

T

B B
*64“022 QCf’ Qng 2¢210 K%P2 + 27g5Nfrh2 + 1007rrh2> — gsNylog (4rh6) (257“h2 — 16Cf‘tz ZCf’ 2Cg3 2¢2r0 n%p2> } .
(160)

In the following, we will re-interpret the plots in terms of variations of pressure, energy, and
equation-of-state parameter as a function of "boundary time", relevant to calculating the entan-
glement entropy of the relevant eternal black hole corresponding to the Hartman-Maldacena-like
surface using Dong’s formula [50] for the computation of entanglement entropy in higher deriva-
tive theories. In M-theory dual, Hartman-Maldacena-like surface is a co-dimension two surface
which is located at 2! = zp and corresponds to the embedding ¢t = #(r). We can write an
expression for the entanglement entropy for Hartman-Maldacena-like surface in the following

form:

Sgp = /drdedm?’dQld@gda:dydzdxm\/—g , (161)

oL 02L 8K i Ko
aRzEzZ + Za: (8RzizjaRzmzl>a (qa + 1)

where ¢ is the determinant of the induced metric on the co-dimension two surface, z = xe® along
the directions normal to the HM surface, (i, j, k, [) are along tangential directions, K,;; = %@Gij
and its trace is defined as K, = KzijGij; see [50] for the definition of ¢,. The solution to the
embedding equation ¢t = t(r) at r = 1, with t(r = r,,) = tp, i.e., the "boundary time" was shown
in [46] to yield:
(2)2/3
3

rp = (162)

3ntb 2/3 ’
(CQ_tb()) N™
Cc1

where ¢, < 0 and |cy| ~ eltl (rendering a "Swiss-Cheese" structure to the HM entanglement

entropy) and n;, = O(1).
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From (155) - (160), one sees that the pressure and energy per unit R?® coordinate volume,

near 6, ~ have an angular dependence:

_1_
N1/5>

(2) (gsa M; 3 Ths {C})

p(r,0;r,(T)) = rsinf (\/_f(l)(gs,rh, {C}) + N5 dp

\/N

B0 (g, M {C}))

E(r,0;14,(T)) = rsin@ (\/Nfél)(gs, M, Ny {C}) + BNY £ (ga3 s {CY) + Vi

where {C} = cl,CQ,fio,C(iZ,Cp’ ,CPs k1, C Z,ngt,CtZ B Ctp’ ,CE(x*). We hence see a pres-
sure/energy anisotropy. Introducing the magnetlc field along a direction (say z-direction in three
dimensional space) breaks the rotational invariance and gives rise to the pressure anisotropy, and
is vital in proving the paramagnetic behaviour of QGP. The anisotropic pressure decomposes into
longitudinal pressure along the direction of the external magnetic field and transverse pressure
orthogonal to the direction of the external magnetic field. Our results of increased transverse
pressure as compared to the longitudinal pressure in the presence of a strong uniform magnetic

field is consistent with, e.g. [51| based on a quasi-particle model.

Using standard KS(Klebanov-Strassler)-like RG-flow equations [52], [53], one sees that (similar

to [54)):
e 0 N e [ e
(164)
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One sees from (155) - (160) that near 6, ~ up to LO in 7, |logr,|(> 1) and N:

_1_
N1/59

BN1/5 P (RDS/D5> 1g< D5/D5>

PUV ~ 7
Vs
. BN1/5 p ( D5h/D5> 1 +410g< D5/D5>]
oP
H ~ - 9
ol Vs

RD5/%

/51,3 2
ooy NVSBrip (Rt e R R R
T o h \/5629 14 410g D5/D5 43 D5/D5 log D5/D5 ’
6[@ v/ 9s N Th Th

\/gs NPQ \/Ccombocgi (-13)

PIR ~

OP™® VgsNriCh(2?)

1
0
p Ccombocc(zznbo
0P V95N p*v/CoomboCB (%) 165
e~ ‘ (165)
Th Cc(iznbo

We hence note the absence of an explicit log r,-dependence of the pressure and energy densities

141 C auge
(165). Hence, from (164), writing g> = — AN o fles N—aTog ) Ceange > 0, one sees that

\/12Cgauge+g log NMN;g? ( )}
) (166)

gsr/MNyg (%)

Hence, one sees that if one were to complexify the expressions for pressure and energy densi-

1
logr, = 6 [logN —

ties, then there will be no non-analytic dependence (of pressure and energy densities) on the
complexified g <T1> We also note the absence of O(R*)-corrections of the pressure and energy
densities.

Using the results of [4], and motivated by the conjecture of the connection between the
non-analytic-complexified-gauge-coupling-dependence of the complexified bulk-to-shear-viscosity
ratio and the existence of Contact 3-Structures for (g5, M, N¢) = (0.1,3,3) and N = 100 in [48],
we now conjecture that the existence of Almost Contact 3-Structures for the same values of

(gs; M, N¢) as above but for N = 200 [N = 100 resulting in complex free energy derivable from
the renormalized DBI action for the type ITA flavor D6-branes| maps to the absence of
non-analytic dependence of the complexified pressure and energy on the complexified coupling

constant.
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Figure 4: A Smooth Crossover from Stable Wormhole to Phantom Dark Energy as Universe Cools but
stays above T,.: Ceombo = ().33,C(2) = —1,Cf3 (x3) =1

combo
8.2 Various scenarios arising on the basis of Equations of State

From (163), it turns out that p(r,0;r, (7)) and E(r,0;7,(T)) depend on the following combina-
tions of integrations of constant for the type IIA D6-world-volume gauge fields in the IR:

» ¥combo 3 3

2
Coombo = €K} (cggcf;zctpﬁ B) c? =ct% Beln BeB B (o). (167)

In the following, we will choose ¢ = 0.3,¢; = —109, ¢ = —10 [48] and take N = 200 (to ensure
p(r,0), E(r,0) € R, unlike [48]), and p = 1. Here are some possible scenarios.

(a) A Smooth Crossover from Stable Wormhole to Phantom Dark Energy as Uni-
verse Cools but stays above T,
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(b) Anisotropic Plasma

1) Ceompo = —1,C2, =1,C5 (a3

’» ¥combo

= —0.001; see Fig. 5 and 6

80
i -
g9 — Pressure 20|
t Energy — Pressure/*
a0l 15[
Energy/f*
20 L 101
F ; . L 5
1 1.2 13 1.4 15 Tc T ———— ’ .
&1 1.2 13 14 15 T
. E :
(a) Pressure/Energy density-vs-temperature (b) =552/ %—Vs—temperamre

Figure 5: Anisotropic plasma: Ceompo = —1, c?

II) Ccombo - 17 C

combo

(c) Stable Wormbhole: C.ompo =

=1,C5(2%) = -0.001,B=1(GeV)*'; t= £

combo T

= 100,C5 (23) = —0.001; see Figs. 7 and 8

—1,¢? = 1,CB (2% = 10°; see Fig. 7

combo ~

To understand the relevance of wormholes, consider the following.

e The asymptotic AdS;y1 metric written by delocalizing w.r.t. 09, ¢12,%,

L2 and disre-

garding the %—suppressed non-conformal corrections is given by: ds? = —gudt? + g, dr?.

Using the Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates x; = ¢ — [ ,/2=dr,xo =t + [ /%=dr, one

gtt gtt

(;}5)1/3@(111)(2
obtains dsi,; = —%tdxidxs. As an example near r = 0, ds* ~ ST where
x1=1t— 2 /QLQ,X =t4 Y /2L . Defining k = (x1 — X2)"/3, one sees that ds?,, ~ dtdk.

"h

Finally defining 7' = (t — H)/Q X =

(t+ K)/2, one obtains dsi,, = —dT*+ dX?*. Schemat-

ically, near r = 0, one thus sees that the AdS;y1 X SZ_ ) .q-metric would be given as:
(X = T)? + 6®)ds%s (resotvedeonitola): Which is somewhat like the Ellis

ds* = —dT? + dX? +

wormbhole.

e By writing logr = %log r? and approximating
inspired values of (g5, M, Ny) of Table 1, in the UV o lfgr ~

in the IR, a? 1°g7" ~ e oa

)N“

M by 1 (given that for QCD-

e OMNPloell 1 and

om < 1), in the type IIB/ITA ten-dimensional warp factor
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8.3 Impossibility of obtaining a Compact Star
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Figure 6: Anisotropic plasma: Ceompbo = —1,C
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(2)

combo
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(c) %—vs—tempera‘cure T € [1.2T,,1.5T,]

= 1,C§(x3) =

h, BYSTSN ENS-NS plIBRRpIIARR of the type IIB/IIA dual [1] of thermal QCD-like
theories at high temperatures, one can show that the type IIB/IIA /M-theory dual of [1],

[30, 31, 34] have r — —r symmetry.

Let us now discuss the possibility of whether one could obtain a quark star composed of a

perfect fluid whose energy-momentum tensor is given by 7, = (E + p)u,u, + pg,, from our
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Figure 8: Anisotropic plasma: Coompo = —1,C%) =100,C8 (23) = —0.001; i = L
g : pic plasma: Leombo = »Ucombo — yLos\ L) = . y L=

B=0.2
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background gauge configuration on the world volume of the flavor D6-branes. Inside a static

spherical (quark) star with the metric:

2Gm(r)

ds® = —e®qe? + (1 —
,

) dr? + r? (d92 + sin? 9d¢2)

(168)

(by Birkoff’s theorem, the exterior will be given by the Schwarzschild metric). Respectively

from the tt,rr components and conservation of the energy-momentum tensor, one obtains
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Figure 9: A Stable Wormhole: Ceombo = fl,C(2) = 1,C§ (23) = 10°
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Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkov equations:

B, i) (1+=6)

p(r)=— r2 E(r) (1 ~ QmT(T)) 5
¥(r) -~
(1+42)
m'(r) = 4nr’E(r). (169)

Motivated by (163), (168) is modified include a 6 dependence in ® as well as m, i.e.,
O(r,0),m = m(r,0). With an ansatz, m(r,0) = m,(r)my(0), P(r,0) = p.(r)pe(0), E(r,0) =

o4



E,(r)Ep(0), this results in the following modified TOV equations:

) _ 1 (r, 0) _ _ —(r,0)
(1)Ge = 20 =2G my () ma@)F 8nTy = 8w E,(r)Eg(f)e ,

1 (r, 0) = Ge** ™9 (86‘2 me (1) me(0)® mi.(r) + 2 ma(6) (G me(r)? (cot(8) my(0) +mg(0)) + 7 m..(r)) — 8Gr my(r) me (0)* m..(r)

— my(r) (3G my(r) my(0)? + rcot(0) mp(0) + mZ(@)));

r (?9?2 + dez +2r22 4 cot(ﬂ)—) —2G mq(r) mo(0) (2r22 +1)

(#0)Gr = 2 (r = 3G me (1) m(0)) =8l =8m (1 -

2Gmy(r)me(0)

r

) Pnrio);

o (r, 0) _ _ o Pr(r)Pe(9)
r(r — 2G m.(r) me(0)) = 8mlpo = 87 r2 ’

20
Yo (r, 0) = 2G* m,(r 0(0)? (27“ 28 ?;f )

a
+Gr my(r )(2@ mae (6 ( ‘Z—f ) 5(0) (?;g +c0t(6’)> — mg(0) (4r28—q’2+4 20°0 +3:22 L 9c0 (9)‘93 71))

(iii)Geg =

or or? or 00
2 / 0P [ (1,0) 2’® 0o
r ( G mg(0) m,.(r) (Tar +1> +r(rar + @, (ry 6‘)Jr7'a 5 | +cot(0) =5 50
csc? 0P, (r)Pa ()

ES(Tv 0) _ _
(r—2G mo(r) me(0)2 e T8I !

Gr m, (r)? (46* mo(0)° i) (50 1) = 2 mo(0) (mi(0) 5y + i 0))

o (., 2002 20°® o 99?9’ ' 2
+4 mg(0) (STE + 3r 82+28—+a€ +W 1) + 3 mg(0)

(iv)Gyg =

¥3(r, 0) = sin®(6)

2
4GP mo(r)® mo(6)® (27-2 ?;f 4o Qg +r %‘I’ _ 1) G () (4@ mo(0)? m () (r&0)(r,0) + 1) + mi(0)2°V(r,0)

P 2 ) b i "
o (0) (WZT vl 0 500,00 +4<I>$°’2>(r,0)1)+m9(9)>

2 2 2
(om0 1582 o 59

or? ar 002

G m.(r) (m'e<9> (P2 +1) +2 mo(0) (%3 (rg2 —1) +rs)) +r (55 (1-782) —r2)

(vi) We require : Gro = = 2G (1) me (@) =8rT,.9 = 0.
(170)
e Assuming
my(0) =0,
B(r,0) = O,.(r) + ed (r)Dy(h), (171)

one can show that G, = O(€?), and hence is negligible.
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@ (r)+e@ (1 Py o Pr

o Gy = 81Ty, up to O(G) and approximating e (") would yield:

Ge2®r(r) (2r mg(0) mi.(r) — m,(r) (cot(8) my(8) + my(0))) i

O (G2) = 8mrE,.(r) Eg(H)e_%T(T),
(172)

which implies:

cot(6) my(6) +mg(0) = Cr, ma(0),
Ey(0) = Cl, mg(0), (173)

ie.,

me(0) = clpé( o

71)(008(9)) + CQQ%( =ic,, 71)(COS(9)). (174)

0

Now, one of the simplest ways to ensure my(f) = 0 is to have an infinitesimal C,,, and
co =0 as Py(cosf) = 1. One thus sees that (173) yields:

Ge*® ™) (2r m! (r) — Cpy my(r
E(r) = ( 87TéE) o ") e <1 (175)

me

o GG, = 87T, yields:

P(r) - 2r20/ (r) — 2Cpn, G my(1) (2r®.(r) + 1)
H(r) = Cp, 7(r — 2Cpny G M, (1))? ’
Py(6) = Cb, . (176)

o Gy = 8nTyy yields:

Cmy G ma(r) (2r2@).(r)* + 2r2@) (r) + r®).(r) — 1)
7

—Cmy G mi(r) (r@y(r) +1) —

_ 8w (2r2®/.(r) — 2Cmy G me(r) (2r®;(r) + 1))
a r3(r — 2Cmy G my(r))?2 )

+7r (7"<I>/T(7“)2 + & (r) + r@l(r))

(177)
which if m,(r) = rC,, , would imply

(r2<1>;(r)2 + ( 167r) @,.(r) +r2<1>/r/(7“)) - 26 o G (TRl 4 (4 167) ) 172200 - B) +0(G*) =0.

r— —

r3 rd
(178)
Making an ansatz ®,.(r) = o (r) + GoM (r) and substituting into (178) obtains:
3O (1) = log [ —Ei |- 2T
2 (r)=log | —Fi i +dcgor | + cho2
| near r =0
log(4cgo1) + cgo. (179)
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Near r = 0, one can show:

167Cy,, Cr,
- A

7"2CI>£,1) "(r)* + (7" — —) <I>£1) "(r) + T2<I>£1) "(r) , (180)

that is solved to yield:

C"Lg c’"L

1) — _ -
D, (T)—/ o T T dr + ¢y
7™ | cr1iFy <——m94 ;1 _%) + G%’g a 4
’ 0,0
(181)
Near r = 0, the integral in (181) can be shown to be approximated by:
oW (r) = 27 Cmo Cm = {
" 32mCimy Cm + 647
Cmy Cm
1 s, o (47)Cmo Cm p1=2Cmy Cm _ 2Cm, Om 9=Cmgy Cm 5y 2T TC,, 2t .
3’ LT — =T Cog O + 2 +0()
—ConyCo —1_—Sm0 Cm 5o o 2Cmy Cm 7rcm92cm pt=2Cmg Cm
—9=Cmyg T 7 2Cme + ST c— (182)
Assuming C,,, C,,, =1,
24/T
D, (r ~ 0) = log(4cgon) + cgo2 + G (i) : (183)
s s 7/"
o G,y = 8Ty, using (171), implies:
sin’ (0) (€0 (1)@ (0)” + €@ (1)@ (0) + 1P} (1)* + r* @Y (1) + @ (1))
12 / ! 25/ 2 25 ’ _
_Cm9 G sin“(0) (r my.(r) (r®.(r) +1) + m;(r) (2r D (r)* + 2r°® (1) + rP5.(r) 1)) Lo (GQ) o
(184)
Assuming
r2® (1) + r?®(r) + r®/ (r) = 0 (185)

(so that Gyg, like Ty, can be written as a product of a #-dependent and an r-dependent
functions), implying;:
®,(r) =log(log(r) + com ) + cpe- (186)
Assuming r = 0 asr ~ N"%,a, > 1, ¢, >0,¢.
P} ®
the O(GY) result of (183).

@ > 1og N, one reconciles (186) with
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One hence obtains:

. 167 csc2(0) 16G (ﬂCme m..(r) CSCZ(Q)(C(I)(TU + log(r) — 2)) o (GQ)
— — + _
? T ri(log(r) + Co) ) ro(log(r) + 4 )
(187)
Therefore,
16 20
B (r) sin?(0) B} (6) = -0 © (188)
ri(log(r) + g )
implying
167
o3 (r) = : 189
() ert(log(r) + o ) (189)
Assuming |c a) | > [log7|Vr assuming r approaches any value like N*, ecg ) = Cpfinite=
finite as € — 0, implying o (r) = W Further,
off nite
sin?(0)®}(0) = csc?(0), (190)
which yields:
esc?(0) 2
Dy(0) = cop + 6( ) _ glog(sin(e)). (191)

The conservation of the energy-momentum tensor yields (7%, = T 0):

Er(r) Eo(0) 32 (r = 2G mn(r) mo (0))
2G mo(8)Po(r) Po(6) (r miy(r) — mo(r)) (1 — 24l mo(@))
+ (1 — 2G mo(r) mo(0))

2G my(r) my(0)
r

T
T 2

+ Po(r) Pe(e)%f (1 -

) +Po(r) Po(0 (2G mr(r) me(#) 2G mg(f) m’r(r))

- P(0)PL(r) (1 -

_2G mr(:> m9(9))

2G my(r) meg (0)) _ Be(r) Pp(0)(r — 2G mr(r) me(0))

r 72

L Pr(r) Po(0)(2G mi(r) mo(6) —v) | 2Pr(") Po(6) (1

r2 r
2G ( mr(r) mg(0) (Er(r) Eg(0)S2 + Py(0) (Pr(r) 22 + Pi(r)

— (B0 B 5+ 2a0) (P G + i) ) ) - ( o) () P e ( D)o@

2 (ré&!.(r)2 — ®.(r) + rd!(r) Cimg G (r ml(r) (r (r2e*®r() 4 167) ®!.(r) — 87) — 247w my(r) (r®L(r) — 1)
Y ﬂ )\ s Grmi) 0 )2410) o ) s o,
pon_ Br(r) Bo( o2 G Py(0)%5 | G mu(r)Po(r) Pp(0) my(0) G mr(r)Pr(r) Pp(0) mfy(6) (1 - w) L P Py _

" r2 r2 r2(r — 2G my(r) me(9)) r(r — 2G my(r) mg(0))? r2 '

(192)

Now, T, =0 as T  ~ e (1) D(6), which is negligible as |¢| < 1. Substituting m,.(r) =
7Cr into T =0, writing ®,(r) = oY (r) + Go!' ( ), one obtains at O(GP):

rd© /()2 — 0O /(r) + 70O (1) = 0, (193)
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which is solved to obtain:

O\ (r) =log (r* + 2¢401) + Cgoo. (194)
Near r = 0, one needs to solve:
4C,, C
1 2 1 1 m m
rdM (12 — oW /(1) 4 70N (1) = — (195)
which is solved to yield:
" \/Crmy Cim
Cbgl) (’I“) = 5(1)(2) +/ dr e 0 e X
(4ﬁ]1 <—'m,,9m> + K (—W) 5q><1)> 72
2+y/Cm, Cin 2+y/Cmy Cin 2y/Cm, Cin 2y/Cpn, C
T T T T v
2v/Crmy Crm Crmy Crm
iy, <_) o, (_> )
T T
(196)

Setting 6(1)9) = 0, and using:

O (vt (W) g, (M) agen (W)
/ Lz

2+/Crs Com
—log | I | 2Vme T
.

one obtains:

+ log(r), (197)

2,/Crns Con

O,.(r~0)= 10g(25¢61) )+ 5¢§)2) +G ( 5

1 ~ 3log(r
_ Zlog (Crny Cin )+c¢§2) + g( )) '
(198)

)

For Cpy Cpy = 1, assuming r — 0 as r = N~ ;. > 1 and 2N" = 2N /7 + E(I)(z) - M
(198) and the O(G) result of (183) are shown to be mutually consistent.

Upon comparison of (173) and (176) with (163), one concludes that one can not have a
compact-star solution. Instead, we have a pressure/energy anisotropic phase of plasma.
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9 Summary

The study of thermal QCD-like theories in the presence of strong magnetic fields and at inter-
mediate coupling from M theory, had been missing in the literature. We fill this gap by looking
at the world-volume theory of the flavor D6-branes in the type IIA SYZ mirror of the parent
type IIB dual [1], the former constructed in [30], [31] inclusive of O(R?') corrections [34], in
the presence of a large uniform magnetic field. The two issues we look at are photoproduction
and Equation of State. In the process of doing so, in the M-theory C3 = O-truncation, one
sees that while the former receives O(R*) corrections, the latter - motivated by the type IIB
modular completion at O(R?') [47] - receives no such corrections. In the language of differential
geometry, this corresponds to the lack of N-connectedness of the parameter space corresponding
to (Almost) Contact 3-Structures derivable from Ga-structures supported on a closed seven-fold
[4] - a warped product of the M-theory circle and a non-Kéhler six-fold with the six-fold being
a warped product of the thermal circle with a non-Einsteinian deformation of T

For the purpose of computation of the spectral density relevant to photoproduction and the
free energy relevant to EoS via the pressure, we first obtained the following background gauge
field configurations supported on the world-volume of the type IIA flavor D6-branes:

e UV, B=0:

afs'(2) =€ of '(2).aa(p) = € Y af(p).

3

B=0, UV 23/ 3
aza (Z}) CafB(JB) Ay ((L' )
CES = )
P B=0, UV 9,B=0, UV 5,62
3\2 , 2 , 2 2
W (23)2 — CE0 UV 3¢ B0 OV 2!
x x3

) C520 OV (p)
ay(p) :/1 %dp—i— c1,

atZ(Z) _ 0B=0, UV 12

T TaZy(2)
af (2) = CBd,:O’ UV =32 c1,
ay (2)
B=0, UV
®
af(p) = 20—
¢ p
B=0, UV @3 (32 B=0, UV 2(B=0, UV 9,B=0, UV o
s 4 caat"'g'(a:S) \/at (‘T ) CamZS(;vB) Ca£§ Caff
ag (z°) = - - . 199
[ ( ) atxs (:ES) ( )
subject to the following constraint:
B=0, UV — — B=0, UV z
4Ca53(z) \/caztii(zg) B=0, UV 2 _ CE%(ES) B=0, UV QCG%’} QCf3 2=1. (200)
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e Strong B > (0.15GeV)? in the UV:

3

3

3
af (2*) = Cffa,Uv a’s (),

T

ag (%) =B

ay(p) =
ah(p) =

atZ(Z) = Ct%,l + (65,2 +e)e

Z

B UV
¢

P
at

05)3 ’
B UV
Caf a;B (p)7
CB Y a2, (p)
053 "(p) '

K 772

ays (Z) = Kyyzza + (Hafs,z + 62)€7NGJ3ZZ

K, z.2
_ x3
- iCB CB uv
tZ,2 af3

Ciza | < Ll ze| < 1,

e®?kZ (205, *log (CHq €? +Clyn ) =201 2Z —2CH, 1 Clyp e 2 + Clyp e 27)

zZ
Z)=-—
a¢( ) 20{%,23 + c1,
WECEY RNt
a3 =cB(®,p)=CE p, 201
23/5022 3CBm3UV 2gsa§2 3( p) 3P ( )
) (lt
e IR, B=0:
Z(Z) C;Z’ B=0 ,—22
ag = -
720V/3r Ny, ((3v3 + 87) cag.M? (%)° (22 + 22 - 4) — 48N%/7)
cl B=0 (L)¥° (1 - 27 1 227) <1>e/5
= +o| (= \
34992V/3m Nyrn2as, N
af(p) = C; =" log(p) + c1,
s 4. 233283Y°n%aj, \/2053 B=02¢ 5 ¢, B=02¢ 5 ¢7, B=02 4 2ch3’ B=0(p, 2%)
ar (%) = tZ, B=0 ~p—o )
Cs CF=0 log(rn)
a’y(p) =C2% P70 (p),
aig () =C,s » P70 af (),
0l (2) = €y *% P=0a(2),
2(2) = iV2rCB50 (L)% a2, (log((1 — i) — 2iZ) — log(2iZ + (1 +1)))
¢ N 32/3C5=" Nyry?log(rn) ’
5, g \/ Cre B0 20,5 0. B=0 20,5 92:8=0 2 4 17 4 B3, 7)
ag (z°) = (202)

B=0
Coz
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a(Z) = C(iz e 4 Ciz ek Z + ngtz eRIZ24+ 0 (Z?’) ,

al(p) = Cpp p,

Ca(p,2") = pCa(a”),

af(p)=Cp P p

af (a*) = ¢l

+ mrr (3)°° 03,2 (2°) log(2)
V232/3CE % B c'D P cB CB . Nyry2log(rs)

PP~ pa3

ap(Z) =CEy + Blaz + azZ + auZ?)

(203)

9.1 Photoproduction in QGP

In this part of the study, we explored the photon production through QGP with or without a
strong magnetic field produced via background gauge field supported on the world-volume of the
type ITA flavor D6-branes in the UV region. For this part, we have derived the spectral density
of photon production with or without a strong magnetic field. First, the spectral density of
photons without a magnetic field in the UV is computed by deriving the EOM for the transverse
gauge invariant field Eians, up to O(w?) in the absence of magnetic field:
o = Sm Efa'(2) Gele? GZZ  aB=0, UV| _ w?( w?, go ny w?, B 4, wt, go wl, g
[( EB=0(2) ) B=0,uv B=0,UvADBI X2 X2 ) +w (X2 + Bx> )s

trans

(204)

where, X12U2’ . Xéuz’ 8, X§U4’ 7 and X§U4’ 5 is given in eq(127). Considering the parameters
gs = 0.3, M = N; = 3 along with 7, = e~ (9 MNNY? - and the tunable parameters, C19

obtained in [48], we obtained the spectral density as:
16R w2 (27— 72‘%6256)

X _ uv _ Bgo 1— 114.21_381@2
——— = Cwe o oV (1.1e v — 21) : (205)

Numerically, one obtains a reasonable match with [5] for

C = 0.0064, &55° = —3.095, R = 0.5727. (206)

We have also obtained the spectral density of photon production in the presence of a strong
magnetic field up to O(R?), via a simple generalization of the procedure adopted in the absence
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of a magnetic field case:

B

. , c
Chipo 26%1 ZﬁzzfcgNw (Cx%p (Cagp - 8'Cf3p,1 ) — 8'65”/),1 ?Lis (_ca;;p’2 )) (BCE Zuv — Cth,l )

X2 13;),1
~Y
N2wT? QZUVSBzctBZQ 3¢y
acly | ol +8cly Zuy) 2
- B 32 Kiwe "2
X e t2,2 = (207)
B2

where B = %. If one adds a term quadratic in @w? in the numerator of the RHS of (149),

~ — ko> ~2
X2  Kjwe " 4 Kgw
N2pT? B2 ’ (208)

one obtains a good match with results of type IIB gauged supergravity [5]. The various constants
of integration appearing in (149), are defined in (203).

- 6
Now, 8 ~ lg ~ (—VG;”}‘;I”)) where /G .o is the size of the M-theory circle near the
gs
= 2nm,n = 0,1, 2-patches. Now, near (5), [48]

24a%gs M2 N (c1+cz log(ry)) + 3NNy (log(N)—3log(r))
9a2+r2 47

G:/C\;loxw ~
N(Ny(log(N) — 3log(r)))™/?
(209)
One hence sees that
4
B ~ l6 ~ 1 ~ (gSNf)2/3 (gsM2>1/3 (210)
P log ry|* N1/3 ’

which, using (166) implies that the complexified § will not be analytic in the complexified
coupling ¢ % . The complexified spectral density pertaining to photoproduction, would hence
have a non-analytic gauge-coupling-g dependence due to a non-trivial O(R?) contribution with
the non-analyticity contained in the latter. For the purpose of comparison with the gauged
supergravity results of [5] consistent with [48| the latter having been shown to be consistent with
SU(3) Gluodynamics result of [49], apart from (gs, M, Ny) = (0.1,3,3) one needs to consider
N =100, that as shown in [4], corresponds to the existence of Contact 3-Structures.

9.2 Study of generalized EoS

In this section, we summarize the results obtained for EoS P = P(F), which is obtained from

the renormalized DBI action. With the embedding ¢ : ¥pg < Mg = (S} x R?) X, Rog X4 1\}}317
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ag

the UV boundary cosmological term near ) = L/ given by eq(153), the ZUV counter term

will be proportional to :

BNNWY ,
—1/4f / V —det(i*g), (211)
Js Ype(Z=Zuv)

where r = r,e%, Zyy = UV cutoff. The DBI action also possesses logarithmic divergence in the

IR - see (83). One hence needs the following counter term:

1A — DIIA det(Ricciy, p )
fEDG(Z:O) e~¢ \/det (F +i*BR4 ys) log (\/det(F+i*B§§Ns))

BLEth ’

ct
SIR ~ =

(212)

with €3 ~ ﬁ. Using the renormalized DBI action for flavor D6-brane we have computed the
pressure and energy density.

We demonstrate from the EoS that the holographic dual, in principle, could correspond to
several T' > T, scenarios: stable wormhole, stable wormhole transitioning via a smooth crossover
to dark energy as the universe cools, and a paramagnetic pressure/energy-anisotropic plasma.
Given that T' > T, QGP is expected to be paramagnetic [3], the third possibility appears to be
the preferred one. We also show that it is not possible that the anisotropic plasma leads to the

formation of a compact star.

In the consistent trunction of only Atﬁ being the only non-trivial O(R?*)-correction to the back-
ground D6-brane world-volume gauge field, it was shown that there are no O(R*)-corrections
to the D6-brane world-volume gauge field supporting a constant magnetic field and hence no
O(R*Y)-corrections to the free energy/pressure and energy densities, and hence no non-analytic-
in-complexified-gauge-coupling dependence in complexified pressure/energy density. For the
aforementioned values of (g5, M, N¢), it turns out that N = 100 results in complex free en-
ergy/pressure and energy densities, but, e.g., for N = 100, one obtains real free energy/pressure
and energy densities. From [4], this corresponds to the existence of Almost Contact 3-Structures,
and not Contact 3-Structures. Combined with the conjecture of [48], namely the existence of
Contact 3-Structures is mapped to the non-analytic-complexified-gauge-coupling dependence of
the complexified bulk-to-shear-viscosity ratio on the temperature-dependent gauge coupling, we

hence further conjecture the following.
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The failure of the space of AC3S to be N-path connected to C3S in the parameter space of such
structures induced from Ga-structures on closed seven-folds that are a warped product of
M-theory circle and a non-Kéhler six-fold with the six-fold being a warped product of the
thermal circle with a non-Einsteinian deformation of T, conjectured earlier/above to be
mapped to the existence of non-analytic(corresponding to C3S)/analytic(corresponding to
AC3S)-dependence, is the differential geometric analog of the following pair of statements. (i)
Fluctuations in world-volume gauge fields (relevant to, e.g., holographic photoproduction
spectral density computation) can not be finite, unlike the finite background world-volume gauge
field (relevant to, .e.g, EoS); (ii) in the zero-instanton sector, (type-1IB
modular-completion-inspired) O(R?*) non-renormalized gauge fields corresponding to AC3S

produce O(R*)-corrected gauge fluctuations corresponding to C3S.

Lastly, motivated by the above conjecture and a pair of observations: (i) replacing M and Ny
by the effective number of D5-branes and D7-branes respectively in the parent type I1B dual
of [1], (210) implies that Y 0 as there is no net effective D5/D7-brane charge in the UV
validating the expected UV conformality, and (ii) the O(R*)-corrections to the M-theory uplift
of thermal QCD-like theories vanish in the UV [37], we now conjecture:

38 Y AC3S.

Note, the above is not a contradiction of the lack of N-path connectedness in the parameter
space of (A)C3S as noted in [4]. First, the aforementioned conjecture of [4] was in the IR. What
the last conjecture above is based on is given that the effective number of D5/D7-branes can
RG-flow continuously with 7, the O(R*") corrections become vanishingly small in the UV.

During heavy nuclei collisions when QGP is produced, the strong magnetic field was observed
for a short time [55]. QGP is the plasma of charged particles, and hence, it is highly responsive
to a strong magnetic fields. Defining the magnetization, M = —g—g = g—g, we see that M =
PTEV + O (35) |PYY as defined in (8.2)] for B > (0.15 GeV)?, which turns out to be positive for
strong magnetic fields, implying the anisotropic plasma of scenario (b) in 8.2, is paramagnetic
for high temperatures above T.. The magnetic susceptibility, ., = —% =0 (%)3 in our setup
which in the large-B limit, we drop and hence x,, ~ 0 (as supported by the negligible value
of X obtained in "parton-hadron-string-dynamics transport approach" [56], as well as lattice

results [3]).
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Figure 10: Magnetization-vs-Temperature

9.3 Violation of conformal bound in the presence of strong magnetic field in para-
magnetic anisotropic plasma

For Ceompo = —1,Cc(§znb0 = 1(Scenario I)of(b)8.2),100(Scenario I1) of (b)8.2),CE(2*) = —0.001,
2 SUGRA — 1 | 517 (16N 72 log  5pf3%5 ) ~4.65392 M2 Ny log? (25 ) )
s -3 25,200v/3N 72 (2+10g<%))

[48], we see a slight violation of the conformal bound for ¢ in Fig. 9. Curiously, using "Field

plotting ¢ = + 2 SUGRA " where ¢

ar ’
dE |DBI

Correlation Method", a similar violation of the conformal bound is seen in [57].

66



2
— CSDpisuGRA B=1
cs?
DBI+SUGRA B=10
cs?
DBI+SUGRA B=100

2
— CSDpisuGRA B=300

(a)  cvs-temperature for  different B =
(1,10, 100, 300) (GeV)2 for anisotropic plasma, sce-

nario I)

2
©SDBI+sUGRA B=1
cs3

DBI+SUGRA B=10

2
CSDB1+sUGRA.B-100

2
— CSpBI4SUGRA B=300

(b)  c2-vs-temperature  for  different B =
(1,10, 100, 300) (GeV)2 for anisotropic plasma, sce-

nario IT)

Figure 11: Anisotropic plasma: Ceompo = —1,C(2) =1or 100,C§ (z3) = —0.001; t = Tlc
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