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Abstract

A fluid model of self-gravitating strings is proposed. It is expected that black
holes turn into strings around the end of black hole evaporation. The transition
will occur near the Hagedorn temperature. After the transition, strings would
form a bound state by the self-gravitation. Horowitz and Polchinski formulated
a model of self-gravitating strings by using winding strings wrapping on the Eu-
clidean time circle [1]. In this paper, we first show that winding strings in the
Horowitz-Polchinski model approximately behave as a perfect fluid. Then, we
solve the Einstein equation for the fluid of winding strings. Our solution repro-
duces behaviors of the self-gravitating string solution in the Horowitz-Polchinski
model near the Hagedorn temperature, while it approaches the Schwarzschild
black hole at low temperatures. Thus, our fluid model of self-gravitating strings
gives a description of the transition between black holes and strings.
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1 Introduction

Information loss paradox is one of the most important problems in black hole physics

[2,3]. In order to solve this problem, it would be important to understand what happens

in the last stages of black hole evaporation. Black holes lose their mass by emitting the

Hawking radiation and become as small as the Planck length in the last stages. The

Hawking temperature of the black hole becomes also comparable to the Planck scale,

and quantum effects of gravity will be important. String theory is a promising candidate

of quantum theory of gravity and would provide a better description of the final state

of black hole evaporation.

It has been proposed that small black holes would transit into strings when the size

of the black hole becomes comparable to the string scale [1, 4–7]. Unfortunately, it is

very difficult to describe the dynamical process around the end of black hole evaporation
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by using string theory. Instead, some sort of the phase diagram of static states of black

holes and strings have been studied. Susskind proposed the correspondence between

black holes and fundamental string states by considering adiabatic change of the string

coupling [5] (See also [7] for a brief review). As the string coupling increases, a highly

excited string will shrink its size by the self-gravitation and will eventually be smaller

than its Schwarzschild radius. Then, the highly excited string must turn into a black

hole.

Horowitz and Polchinski developed Susskind’s idea further and formulated a model

of the self-gravitating strings [1].1 They considered an effective field theory of winding

strings wrapping on the Euclidean time circle. String theory has a temperature called the

Hagedorn temperature, beyond which the thermal ensemble would not be well-defined

[19]. Horowitz and Polchinski studied winding strings near the Hagedorn temperature

and found that there is a solution of bound states of strings by the self-gravitation.

In this paper, we study the transition between black holes and strings in more de-

tails. In order to see what happens around the transition, non-linear effects of gravity

should be taken into account. Around the Hagedorn temperature, strings behave as

almost free strings. As the temperature decreases, interactions between strings become

more important, and strings form a bound state by self-gravitation. Gravitation be-

tween strings is weak as long as the temperature is sufficiently close to the Hagedorn

temperature. Horowitz and Polchinski studied the bound state in this regime by using

the linearized gravity. The transition to a black hole occurs at a still lower temperature.

As the temperature decreases, the size of the bound state approaches the Schwarzschild

radius, and gravitation becomes stronger. Naively, strings are expected to fall inside the

Schwarzschild radius at some critical temperature, and turn into a black hole. Around

the critical temperature, gravitation is very strong, as the event horizon is almost formed.

In order to describe the bound state in this regime, non-linear effects of gravity should be

taken into account. Thus, the transition cannot be studied by using the approximation

of the linearized gravity.

In this paper, we approximate the bound state of strings by a perfect fluid of winding

strings, and take the non-linear gravity into calculations by solving the Einstein equation

for the winding string fluid. Since fluid is one of the most typical states of local thermal

equilibrium, it is natural to expect that winding strings near the Hagedorn temperature

behave as a fluid, and dissipation would be negligible in static configurations of the

bound state. Near the Hagedorn temperature, our fluid solution reproduces results of

1For related works, see, for example, [8–18].
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the Horowitz-Polchinski model. The local temperature inside the bound state is still

very high because of the blue-shift even at lower temperatures from the viewpoint of a

fiducial observer. The solution can be continued to lower temperatures and approaches

the Schwarzschild black hole. Thus, our fluid model provides a description of the tran-

sition between black holes and self-gravitating strings. The solution behaves as a bound

state of strings at high temperatures and becomes a black hole approximately at low

temperatures. Moreover, it is expressed as a smooth function of the temperature im-

plying that two phases are continuously connected to each other, contrary to the naive

expectation that strings would collapse into a black hole at the critical temperature.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we briefly review the Horowitz-Polchinski

model. In Sec. 3, we show that winding strings approximately behave as a perfect fluid.

In Sec. 4, we solve the Einstein equation for the fluid of winding strings to obtain the

geometry of the star of winding strings. In Sec. 5, we consider two special cases of the

high temperature limit and low temperature limit. In Sec. 6, we discuss why our solution

can violate the Buchdahl inequality in the low temperature limit. In Sec. 7, we show

the results for higher dimensions. Sec. 8 is devoted for the conclusion and discussions.

2 Horowitz-Polchinski model

In this section, we briefly review the Horowitz-Polchinski model [1], which describes self-

gravitating strings near the Hagedorn temperature [19]. Strings at a finite temperature

can be studied by using the Euclidean spacetime with the time direction compactified to

a circle. Strings propagating in the Euclidean time direction can be viewed as winding

strings wrapping the Euclidean time circle. Before taking the GSO projection, the lowest

mode of the closed string is tachyonic,

m2
0 = − β2

H

(2πα′)2
, (2.1)

where βH is the inverse Hagedorn temperature, which is given by βH = 4πα′ 1/2 for

bosonic strings or βH = 23/2πα′ 1/2 for Type II strings. Winding strings wrapping the

Euclidean time circle with an inverse temperature β have additional contribution to the

mass due to the string tension,

m2 =
β2 − β2

H

(2πα′)2
. (2.2)

The GSO projection does not exclude the tachyonic mode due to the anti-periodic

boundary condition in the Euclidean time circle for fermionic states [19]. Thus, the
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tachyonic mode appears in the winding strings when the temperature exceeds the Hage-

dorn temperature, β < βH . The tachyonic instability in this regime implies that the

thermal ensemble is no longer well-defined. Horowitz and Polchinski showed that the

winding condensate occurs even below the Hagedorn temperature due to the redshift by

the self-gravitation.

Horowitz and Polchinski considered the effective field theory of winding strings near

the Hagedorn temperature. After the Kaluza-Klain reduction of the Euclidean time

circle, the action of the effective field theory in (D − 1)-dimensional space is given by

I =
β

16πGN

∫
dD−1x

√
gD−1 e

−2ΦD−1
[
−RD−1 − 4 (∂ΦD−1)

2 + (∂φ)2 + |∂χ|2 +m2
eff(φ) |χ|

2] ,
(2.3)

where χ is the complex field of winding strings. Here, we consider only configurations

without the Kaluza-Klein charge and ignore the Kaluza-Klein gauge field. The redshift

factor, or equivalently, the Euclidean time component of the metric is

gττ = e2φ , (2.4)

and the (D− 1)-dimensional dilaton field ΦD−1 is related to the original D-dimensional

dilaton field Φ as

ΦD−1 = Φ− 1

2
φ . (2.5)

The local radius of the Euclidean time circle becomes smaller due to the blue-shift, and

the effective mass of winding strings is given by

m2
eff(φ) =

e2φβ2 − β2
H

(2πα′)2
. (2.6)

Now, we consider the equation of motion of (2.3). As the temperature is very close

to the Hagedorn temperature, we expand the equation of motion to the leading order of

β2 − β2
H

2πα′ ≡ ϵ . (2.7)

We also make the ansatz that φ is of the same order;

β2

2πα′φ ≃ β2
H

2πα′φ ∼ O(ϵ) , (2.8)

so that the effective mass (2.6) is of the same order to the mass in the flat space (2.2).

Then, the equations of motion at the leading order in small ϵ become

0 = ∇2χ−m2
eff(φ)χ , (2.9)

0 = ∇2φ− β2
H

(2πα′)2
|χ|2 , (2.10)
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where the effective mass m2
eff(φ) at the leading order is

m2
eff(φ) ≃

β2 − β2
H

(2πα′)2
+

2φβ2
H

(2πα′)2
. (2.11)

The metric is approximately flat and the dilaton is trivial to this order;

(RD−1)ij = O(ϵ3) , ∂2ΦD−1 = O(ϵ3) . (2.12)

The equations of motion (2.9) and (2.10) have only one parameter ϵ and one unit of

length α′ 1/2.

The equations of motion (2.9) and (2.10) can be rewritten into a single non-linear

equation of the winding string field χ. By solving (2.10), φ is given in the form of

integral as

φ(x) = − β2
H

(2πα′)2(D − 3)ΩD−2

∫
dD−1y

|χ(y)|2

|x⃗− y⃗|D−3
, (2.13)

where ΩD−2 is the area of the unit (D − 2)-sphere. Substituting (2.13) into (2.9), we

obtain

−∇2χ(x)− 2β4
H

(2πα′)4(D − 3)ΩD−2

∫
dD−1y

|χ(y)|2

|x⃗− y⃗|D−3
χ(x) = −β2 − β2

H

(2πα′)2
χ(x) . (2.14)

This integro-differential equation can be viewed as a non-linear Schrödinger equation

with an attractive Coulomb self-interaction. In order to see this equation as a non-linear

eigenvalue problem, it is convenient to introduce rescaled variables as

x̂ =

√
β2 − β2

H

(2πα′)2ζ
x , χ̂ =

√
2 β2

Hζ

(β2 − β2
H)
√
(D − 3)ΩD−2

χ , (2.15)

where ζ is chosen so that χ̂ is normalized as∫
dD−1x̂ |χ̂|2 = 1 . (2.16)

The value of ζ is not determined by this normalization condition but obtained by solving

the eigenvalue problem of the non-linear Schrödinger equation,

−∇̂2χ̂(x̂)−
∫

dD−1ŷ
|χ̂(ŷ)|2

|x̂− ŷ|D−3
χ̂(x̂) = −ζχ̂(x̂) . (2.17)

Since the interaction is attractive, this Schrödinger equation has normalizable solutions

of bound states with discrete eigenvalues of ζ. Bound states of self-gravitating strings
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would be described by the “ground state” with maximal value of ζ.2 Since the solution

is given in terms of the rescaled coordinate x̂, it must scale as

ℓ ∼
√

2πα′

ϵ
=

2πα′√
β2 − β2

H

. (2.18)

Since the winding strings describe strings at finite temperatures, the entropy S can

also be estimated by using the first law of thermodynamics;

S = (β∂β − 1) I . (2.19)

The entropy can be calculated by taking the derivative only of the explicit β-dependence

in (2.3) as3

S =

∫
dD−1x

√
gD−1 e

−2Φ e3φβ3

8πGN(2πα′)2
|χ|2 . (2.20)

By using (2.15) and (2.16), the entropy of the solution is expressed as

S ≃ (D − 3)(2πα′)D−3ζ
D−5
2 ΩD−2

16πGNβH (β2 − β2
H)

D−5
2

. (2.21)

The mass of the bound state is estimated as

M ≃ β−1
H S =

(D − 3)(2πα′)D−3ζ
D−5
2 ΩD−2

16πGNβ2
H (β2 − β2

H)
D−5
2

. (2.22)

Although we obtained a single Schrödinger equation for the winding string field χ,

it might be technically easier to solve the original set of differential equations (2.9) and

(2.10) than the integro-differential equation (2.17), in practice. The original equations

have no free parameter that can be treated as the eigenvalue. As we have seen, the

eigenvalue ζ comes from the normalization condition of χ̂, implying that the normaliza-

tion of χ cannot be fixed by hand but is automatically determined when we solve the

differential equations (2.9) and (2.10). Eqs. (2.9) and (2.10) are difficult to be solved

analytically, but can be solved numerically by imposing boundary conditions at r = 0

and r → ∞ so that the solution is normalizable and non-singular.

It should be noted that the solution above is valid only near the Hagedorn tempera-

ture. Since the Horowitz-Polchinski model relies on the ansatz (2.8) and the equations

2The eigenvalue ζ is not the energy of the winding string field χ, and hence, the ground state may not
have minimum energy in solutions. However, the ground state would be the most uniform configuration
as the wave function has no node — |χ|2 is positive everywhere except for the spatial infinity. Thus,
the ground state is expected to give a best approximation of the bound state.

3For the other implicit β-dependence in the fields, the variation vanishes since the solution satisfies
the equation of motion.
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of motion (2.9) and (2.10) are approximated by the linearized gravity. In order for the

validity of the approximation, gravitation must be sufficiently weak. The size of the

bound state becomes smaller as the temperature is lowered, and becomes comparable to

the Schwarzschild radius at some temperature. Then, gravity around the bound state

is very strong, and the Horowitz-Polchinski model cannot give a good description of the

bound state.

The Schwarzschild radius of the bound state is given in terms of the mass (2.22) as

rh =

(
16πGNM

(D − 2)ΩD−2

) 1
D−3

∼ 2πα′

β
2

D−3

H (β2 − β2
H)

D−5
2(D−3)

, (2.23)

up to some numerical factor. Thus, the size of the bound state becomes comparable

to the Schwarzschild radius at a temperature lower than but still comparable with the

Hagedorn temperature,
β2 − β2

H

β2
H

= O(1) . (2.24)

Thus, the solution can be invalid even at a temperature comparable with the Hagedorn

temperature. For the validity of the solution, the temperature must be very close to the

Hagedorn temperature as4

β2 − β2
H ≪ β2

H . (2.27)

In this paper, we study the transition between black holes and strings. Gravitation

becomes very strong near the critical point and cannot be described by the linearized

gravity. We will make a simplification of the problem to take non-linear effects of gravity

into account. In the next section, we first introduce an approximation of winding strings

by a perfect fluid. Then, we derive the analytic solution of the fluid model in the

subsequent sections.

4Thermal states are approximated by a solution of the equation of motion if if quantum fluctuations
are suppressed. The action is roughly estimated as

I ∼ (D − 3)(2πα′)D−3ζ
D−5

2 ΩD−2

16πGNβ3
H (β2 − β2

H)
D−7

2

, (2.25)

and it should be sufficiently large for the suppression of fluctuations. Thus, a solution gives a good
description for (

β2 − β2
H

β2

) 7−D
2

≳ α′ 2−D
2 GN . (2.26)

This condition gives an upper bound of the temperature for D < 7. The temperature should be close
to the Hagedorn temperature but should not be too close to it.
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3 Fluid approximation of winding strings

In this section, we introduce our fluid approximation of winding strings. We propose

that the stress-energy tensor of winding strings can be approximated by

Ttt = −ρ gtt , Tij = P gij , Tti = 0 , (3.1)

with the energy density ρ and pressure P given by

ρ = e−2Φ 3e2φβ2 − β2
H

16πGN(2πα′)2
|χ|2 , P = e−2Φ β2

H − e2φβ2

16πGN(2πα′)2
|χ|2 , (3.2)

at least in a static bound state. Here, the time direction labeled by t is the Lorentzian

time associated to the time independence of the static configuration. Indices i and j

indicates the spacial directions on time slices with t = const.

We derive the stress-energy tensor (3.1)–(3.2) in two different ways. In Sec. 3.1, we

show that contributions from momenta are sufficiently small compared with those from

the mass of winding strings, and then, obtain (3.1)–(3.2) by ignoring the kinetic terms.

It is reasonable that momenta are negligible in the bound state of winding strings since

the bound state is described by the ground state, in which strings have only zero point

fluctuations.

In Sec. 3.2, we assume that winding strings approximately behave as a perfect fluid,

and then, derive (3.1)–(3.2) from thermodynamic relations. In the Horowitz-Polchinski

model, thermal states near the Hagedorn temperature are studied, and the solution

involves the condensate of winding strings. The bound state of winding strings can be

viewed as a bound state of many strings which are created by thermal energy. Thus,

it is expected that winding strings in the bound state can be approximated by a fluid.

In Sec. 3.2, we show that the energy density and pressure are always given by (3.2) if

winding strings behave as a perfect fluid.

It should be noted that the argument in Sec. 3.1 shows that the stress-energy tensor

takes the form of (3.1), but does not necessarily imply that winding strings behave as a

perfect fluid. There might be corrections which cannot be seen in static configurations.

For example, winding strings may not behave as a perfect fluid but have non-zero

viscosity or higher derivative corrections. Also, the typical scale of the fluid may be

longer than the size of the bound state. For our purpose of studying the transition

between black holes and strings, it is not very important whether winding strings really

behave as a fluid, but the expression (3.1)–(3.2) is important.
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3.1 Approximation of the stress-energy tensor

Here, we consider the stress-energy tensor of the Horowitz-Polchinski model and show

that it can be approximated by (3.1)–(3.2). The stress-energy tensor is given by the

variation of the matter part of the action with respect to the metric,

T µν =
2√
−g

δImatter

δgµν
, (3.3)

where Imatter is the matter part of the action. In order to calculate the stress-energy

tensor, we consider the D-dimensional field theory which gives (2.3) after the Wick

rotation and the dimensional reduction of the Euclidean time circle. The action is given

by

I =
1

16πGN

∫
dDx

√
−g e−2Φ

[
R + 4 (∂Φ)2 − |∂χ|2 + β2gtt + β2

H

(2πα′)2
|χ|2
]

, (3.4)

where Φ is the dilaton in D-dimensions, which is related to ΦD−1 by (2.5). The stress-

energy tensor of winding strings for this model is given by

16πGN e2Φ Ttt = gtt
3β2gtt + β2

H

(2πα′)2
|χ|2 − gttg

rr |∂rχ|2 , (3.5)

16πGN e2Φ Trr = grr
β2gtt + β2

H

(2πα′)2
|χ|2 + |∂rχ|2 , (3.6)

16πGN e2Φ Tθθ = gθθ
β2gtt + β2

H

(2πα′)2
|χ|2 − gθθg

rr |∂rχ|2 , (3.7)

and off-diagonal components vanish. Here, we considered winding strings with mass

(2.2), which have no Kaluza-Klein momentum in the Euclidean time direction, and

focused on configurations without angular momentum. The index of θ indicates any of

the angular directions.

In the Horowitz-Polchinski model, we consider the linear order approximation around

the Hagedorn temperature and focus on configurations in which fields are very small.

In this limit, the effective mass behaves as

α′m2
eff(φ) = O(ϵ) . (3.8)

Then, eq. (2.10) implies that

α′∇2 ∼ O(ϵ) , (3.9)

for χ. Assuming that the Laplacian has a similar scaling behavior for φ, eq. (2.10) with

(2.8) gives

α′D−2
4 χ = O(ϵ) . (3.10)
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We further focus on spherically symmetric solutions, and the Laplacian is expressed in

terms of the radial coordinate in the flat space r as

∇2 = ∂2
r −

D − 2

r
∂r . (3.11)

The solutions have a typical size of ℓ ∼ α′ 1/2ϵ−1/2. Near the surface of the solution, the

derivative has the typical behavior of

∂r ∼ O(ϵ1/2) . (3.12)

In the distribution of winding strings except near the surface of the solution, or equiv-

alently for r ≪ ℓ, the second term of (3.11) will be more important. For r ∼ O(ϵ), we

have

∇2 ∼ −D − 2

r
∂r = O(ϵ) . (3.13)

Thus, inside the “star” of winding strings, the derivative behaves as

∂r ∼ O(ϵ) . (3.14)

Now, we show that the stress-energy tensor (3.5)–(3.7) is approximated by (3.1)–

(3.2). The mass term of the winding string field behaves as

m2
eff |χ|

2 = O(ϵ3) , (3.15)

while the kinetic term give only higher order corrections,

|∂rχ|2 = O(ϵ4) . (3.16)

Then, the stress-energy tensor at the leading order in the small-ϵ expansion becomes

16πGN e2Φ Ttt = −gtt
3β2e2φ − β2

H

(2πα′)2
|χ|2 +O(ϵ4) , (3.17)

16πGN e2Φ Tij = gij
β2
H − e2φβ2

(2πα′)2
|χ|2 +O(ϵ4) . (3.18)

Thus, the stress-energy tensor (3.5)–(3.7) is approximated by (3.1)–(3.2).

So far, we assumed that the temperature is very close to the Hagedorn temperature.

Discussions above can be generalized to lower temperatures, since the local temperature

inside the star always exceeds the Hagedorn temperature. In order to see the structure of

the star of winding strings, it is convenient to consider eq. (2.9) for a given gravitational

potential φ. Then, eq. (2.9) can be interpreted as the Schrödinger equation;

∇2χ(r)− V (r)χ(r) = −Eχ(r) (3.19)
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with

V (r) = − e2φβ2

(2πα′)2
, E = − β2

H

(2πα′)2
. (3.20)

Normalizable eigenstates can be obtained by tuning β so that the inverse Hagedorn

temperature gives the eigenvalue. The winding string field χ is trapped up to quantum

penetration inside the classical turning point, or equivalently in the region E > V (r).

The local temperature is blue-shifted and given by the Tolman temperature,

Tlocal = e−φβ−1 , (3.21)

which exceeds the Hagedorn temperature for E > V (r). Thus, the local temperature

is always close to the Hagedorn temperature even for β ≫ βH ,
5 and hence, the stress-

energy tensor is approximated by (3.1)–(3.2) even at lower temperatures.6

The approximation (3.17)–(3.18) can also be understood as follows. The bound

state of winding strings is given by the ground state of the equation of motion (2.9)

and (2.10). The ground state has only the zero-point fluctuation around the bottom

of the potential and the kinetic term is much smaller than the potential energy if the

potential energy is non-zero. Thus, we can ignore the kinetic term as an approximation

and obtain (3.17)–(3.18).

In fact, the condition (3.14) is good only for the ground state of the winding string

field χ. Size of the excited state with the principle quantum number n would be esti-

mated as

ℓ ∼ α′ 1/2ϵ−1/2n , (3.22)

and hence, the region r ∼ α′ 1/2ϵ−1/2 would be more important than the interior r ≪
α′ 1/2ϵ−1/2. In fact, the momentum would not be small in excited states. Highly excited

states can be approximated well by the WKB approximation and momentum satisfies

−∇2 ∼ p2 ≃ −m2
eff(φ) , (3.23)

inside the classical turning point.

On the other hand, momentum of the ground state approaches zero in the classical

limit, as the energy of the classical winding string would simply be given by its mass.

5To be more precise, the effective mass inside the winding condensate is always small compared with
the typical scale of the model. It can be confirmed straightforwardly from the concrete solution in the
subsequent sections but should be considered as an ansatz in this sense.

6For β ≫ βH , eq. (2.10) should be modified by non-linear effects of gravity. The winding string field
is no longer small as χ = O(ϵ0). Then, we can see only from eq. (2.9) that (3.15) and (3.16) become

m2
eff |χ|

2
= O(ϵ) and |∂rχ|2 = O(ϵ2).
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Small momentum of the ground state comes from the zero point fluctuation or quantum

penetration. Breakdown of the approximation around the surface of the “star,” or

equivalently the classical turning point, would be interpreted as the effect of the quantum

penetration, which would be absent in the classical limit. Thus, the approximation of

the stress-energy tensor of winding strings (3.1)–(3.2) can be understood as some sort

of the classical approximation.

3.2 Derivation from thermodynamic relations

In Sec. 3.1, we have seen that the stress-energy tensor of winding strings can be approx-

imated by (3.1)–(3.2) for the solution of the equations of motion for the ground state.

Here, we show an alternative derivation of (3.1)–(3.2) by using the assumption that

winding strings behave as a perfect fluid, instead of specific structures of the equation

of motion. In the bound state of winding strings, the local temperature exceeds the

Hagedorn temperature due to the blue-shift. The winding strings are condensing inside

the bound state, and many strings are excited by thermal energy in the Lorentzian pic-

ture. Thus, it is natural to expect that winding strings in the bound state behave as a

fluid. Although the fluid may not be a perfect fluid but possibly have some corrections

such as the viscosity, we consider a perfect fluid as a simplest model assuming that

corrections are sufficiently small and negligible at least in static configurations.

Here, we show two different but essentially equivalent procedures by using the as-

sumption that winding strings behave as a perfect fluid. First, we calculate the entropy

and total energy (i.e. the ADM mass) from the free energy (i.e. the action) by using

thermodynamic relations. Directly from the assumption, the stress-energy tensor takes

the form of (3.1). Then, the energy density and pressure can be read off from the

entropy and the ADM mass, and turn out to be given by (3.2).

In another method, we consider the stress-energy tensor of winding strings. By

assuming that winding strings behave as a perfect fluid, kinetic terms should be isotropic,

but still can be non-zero. We show that the kinetic term must vanish to satisfy the local

thermodynamic relation, and then, the stress-energy tensor becomes (3.1)–(3.2). In

both of two procedures, we do not resort to any specific structure of the solution, but

just assume that the fluid is in local thermal equilibrium and static. Hence, winding

string field χ is not necessarily in the ground state.

First, we calculate the energy density and pressure from the entropy and the ADM

mass. The entropy of winding strings can be calculated from the action by using the first

law of thermodynamics (2.19) and is obtained as (2.20). We assume that the integrand

12



of the total entropy (2.20) is the local entropy density s, which can be read off as

s = e−2Φ e3φβ3

8πGN(2πα′)2
|χ|2 . (3.24)

Assuming that winding strings behave as a perfect fluid, the entropy density satisfies

the local thermodynamic relation with the energy density and pressure (3.2) as

s = eφβ (ρ+ P ) , (3.25)

where eφβ is the local inverse temperature.

By using the thermodynamic relation with the total action, we obtain the energy of

the total system, which is nothing but the ADM mass;7

2(D − 3)

D − 2
M = −∂βI . (3.26)

As the ADM mass contains contributions from the gravity part, it is not given by the

integration of the energy density of winding strings.8 By using the equations of motion,

the ADM mass can be expressed in terms of the stress-energy tensor. When the stress-

energy tensor takes the form of the perfect fluid in the Einstein frame, the ADM mass

is given in terms of the energy density and pressure as

M =

∫
dD−1x

√
−g

(
ρ+

D − 1

D − 3
P

)
. (3.27)

By using the formula (3.26) with equations of motion, we obtain the following expression

of the ADM mass;

M =

∫
dD−1x

√
−g e−2Φ β2

H + (D − 4)e2φβ2

8(D − 3)πGN(2πα′)2
|χ|2 . (3.28)

By comparing two expressions (3.27) and (3.28), we obtain

ρ+
D − 1

D − 3
P = e−2Φ β2

H + (D − 4)e2φβ2

8(D − 3)πGN(2πα′)2
|χ|2 . (3.29)

Together with the condition (3.25) with (3.24), the energy density and pressure can be

calculated, and we obtain (3.2).

7The additional factor of 2(D− 3)/(D− 2) appears because the ADM mass in higher dimensions is
defined so that the coefficient of ρ in (3.27) becomes 1 and is different from the Komar integral by this
factor.

8If we use the matter part of the action instead of the total action, the thermodynamic relation
gives the energy of matters, which is the integration of the energy density.
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Alternatively, we can show that kinetic terms in the stress-energy tensor must vanish

if winding strings behave as a perfect fluid,9 by using thermodynamic relations, to obtain

(3.2). The assumption that matters behave as a perfect fluid means that the pressure

is isotropic, or equivalently that the spatial components of the stress-energy tensor is

proportional to the unit matrix. This assumption indicates that contributions from the

kinetic terms must satisfy

|∂iχ|2 = |∂jχ|2 =
1

D − 1
|∇χ|2 , (3.30)

for any spatial directions i and j in the local lorentz frame. Then, the stress-energy

tensor of the winding strings becomes

16πGN e2Φ Ttt = gtt
3β2gtt + β2

H

(2πα′)2
|χ|2 − gtt |∇χ|2 , (3.31)

16πGN e2Φ Tii = gii
β2gtt + β2

H

(2πα′)2
|χ|2 + 2 |∂iχ|2 − gii |∇χ|2 ,

= gii
β2gtt + β2

H

(2πα′)2
|χ|2 − D − 3

D − 1
gii |∇χ|2 . (3.32)

Then, the energy density and pressure of the fluid are read off as

ρ = e−2Φ 3e2φβ2 − β2
H

16πGN(2πα′)2
|χ|2 + 1

16πGN

e−2Φ |∇χ|2 , (3.33)

P = e−2Φ β2
H − e2φβ2

16πGN(2πα′)2
|χ|2 − D − 3

16(D − 1)πGN

e−2Φ |∇χ|2 . (3.34)

By using the local thermodynamic relation (3.25), we obtain the entropy density,

s = e−2Φ e3φβ3

8πGN(2πα′)2
|χ|2 + eφβ

8(D − 1)πGN

e−2Φ |∇χ|2 . (3.35)

The entropy can also be calculated from the thermodynamic relation (2.19), and then,

the entropy density is given by (3.24). By comparing (3.24) and (3.35), we find that

contributions from the kinetic term vanish;

|∇χ|2 = 0 , (3.36)

since the kinetic term in (3.35) is non-negative. Substituting (3.36) into (3.34), we

obtain (3.2).

Here, we have shown that kinetic terms should vanish when winding strings behave as

a perfect fluid. This is very different from fluids which consist of ordinary matter fields.

9Of course, kinetic terms vanish only for the winding string field χ, and do not vanish if the fluid
consists of ordinary matter fields.
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Matters in ordinary fluids usually have non-zero momenta and hence their kinetic terms

are non-zero. It should be noted that momenta of winding strings cannot be interpreted

as those of strings in Lorentzian spacetimes before the Wick rotation, because winding

strings are wrapping on the Euclidean time circle, while strings in Lorentzian spacetime

do not extend but propagate in the time direction.

In Sec. 3.1, we have seen that the kinetic term is negligible for winding string field χ

in the ground state, but this approximation is invalid for χ in some excited states. Thus,

for the derivation in Sec. 3.1, the ground state should be dominated in the path integral

of χ. In contrast, the arguments above by using the thermodynamic relation is valid as

long as winding strings are in local thermal equilibrium and the pressure is isotropic.

Since we obtained the same result to Sec. 3.1, winding strings can be approximated by

the solution of the ground state when they behave as a fluid.

At the same time, winding string field χ in the ground state definitely have small but

non-zero kinetic terms, implying that winding strings cannot be a perfect fluid exactly

but have some corrections. Moreover, the winding string fluid possibly has corrections

which cannot be seen in static configurations. These corrections can be understood as

higher derivative corrections to (3.1)–(3.2). Since the higher derivative corrections for

fluids usually give dissipation, winding strings may be identified with a dissipative fluid

if these corrections are taken into account.10

Apart from the relation to dissipative fluids, kinetic terms can be taken into cal-

culations as higher derivative corrections. Here, we do not pursue this direction but

just ignore these terms. In the next section, we study the Einstein equation for the

stress-energy tensor (3.1)–(3.2).

4 Geometry of the winding string fluid

In the previous section, we have seen that the winding string field approximately behaves

as a perfect fluid. Here, we study the static solution of the Einstein equation for this

fluid. In this and subsequent sections, we ignore the coupling with dilaton and take

Φ = 0 for simplicity.11 In this section, we also focus on the case of D = 4.

10Although, most of higher derivative corrections vanish in static configurations, some terms may
survive in the form of derivatives of metric components.

11It should be noted that the dilaton has non-trivial configurations due to the coupling with winding
strings in the original model. Thus, ignoring the dilaton field should be considered as a modification
of the model. Here, we just assume that the qualitative feature of the solution would not be changed.
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4.1 Solution of the Einstein equation

Here, we first consider the interior geometry of the star of winding strings. We solve the

Einstein equation,

Rµν −
1

2
gµνR = 8πGNTµν , (4.1)

where the stress-energy tensor of the static perfect fluid is given by

T t
t = −ρ , T r

r = T θ
θ = T ϕ

ϕ = P . (4.2)

As we have seen in Sec. 3.1, the energy density and pressure of the winding string

fluid are given by (3.2). The most general metric of spherically symmetric and static

spacetimes can be expressed up to the coordinate transformation as

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)h(r)
+ r2dΩ2 , (4.3)

where f(r) = e2φ(r) and

dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2 (4.4)

is the metric of unit 2-sphere.

For the consistency with the Einstein equation, the stress-energy tensor must satisfy

the conservation law,

∇µT
µν = 0 . (4.5)

In this paper, we focus on the spherically symmetric and static configurations. Then,

the conservation law for the perfect fluid (4.2) on the geometry (4.3) gives the following

constraint on the energy density and pressure;

(ρ(r) + P (r)) f ′(r) + 2P ′(r)f(r) = 0 . (4.6)

By using the energy density and pressure of the winding string fluid (3.2), the constraint

(4.6) becomes
d

dr
|χ|2 = 0 , (4.7)

and hence, we define

|χ|2 ≡ 8π2α′ 2D0 = const. (4.8)

This condition is consistent with the approximation ∂r ∼ 0.

For static and spherically symmetric geometries, only two components of the Einstein

equation give independent differential equations. From (t, t)- and (r, r)-components, we
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obtain

0 = [rf(r)h(r)]′ + r2
(
3f(r)β2 − β2

H

)
D0 − 1 , (4.9)

0 = h(r) [rf(r)]′ + r2
(
f(r)β2 − β2

H

)
D0 − 1 . (4.10)

It is straightforward to solve the equations above. The solution is obtained as12

f(r) =
β2
H

β2

{
1

h0

+ 1−
√
r2m − r2

r

[
sin−1

(
r

rm

)
+ a

]}
, (4.11)

h(r) =
β2

β2
H

h0

(
1− r2

r2m

)
, (4.12)

where a and h0 are the integration constants. The redshift factor f(r) can be real either

for r ≤ rm or for r ≥ rm, depending on the value of the integration constants, where

r2m =
h0

β2
HD0

. (4.13)

The solution has the singularity at r = 0 for a ̸= 0, and hence, we take

a = 0 . (4.14)

Then, f(r) is real only in r ≤ rm. The solution also satisfies the condition grr = 1

at r = 0, which is necessary to avoid the conical singularity. The redshift factor f(r)

monotonically increases from

f(0) =
β2
H

β2

1

h0

, (4.15)

to

f(rm) =
β2
H

β2

(
1

h0

+ 1

)
, (4.16)

as r increases. The pressure (3.2) becomes positive if

β2f(r) < β2
H . (4.17)

The pressure monotonically decreases as r increases. The pressure must be positive at

least at r = 0 so that it is positive somewhere on this spacetime. This condition requires

h0 > 1 . (4.18)

If we use this solution to r = rm, the pressure becomes negative at least at r = rm. The

pressure becomes zero at some radius r = r0 in 0 < r0 < rm. The fluid is trapped in the

region where the pressure is positive, and the pressure is zero at the surface of the star.

Thus, the solution (4.11)–(4.14) should be connected to the exterior solution at r = r0.

12This solution is first considered in [20] as early as 1949, as a simplest example of spherically
symmetric and static solutions of the perfect fluid, of course in a different context from string theory.
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4.2 Junction with the Schwarzschild spacetime

Now, we consider the junction of the solution (4.11)–(4.14) with the exterior solution.

Although there would be a layer near the surface of the star where the solution (4.11)–

(4.14) would not give a very good approximation, we just ignore this layer and assume

that the solution (4.11)–(4.14) is directly connected to the exterior solution. We also

neglect the small distribution of the winding string field in the exterior solution due to

the quantum penetration, and then, the exterior solution is given by the Schwarzschild

spacetime. Distribution of the fluid (3.2) will end at the radius r = r0 where the

pressure becomes zero. Thus, the solution is given by (4.11)–(4.14) for r < r0 and by

the Schwarzschild spacetime for r > r0. This picture would be understood as some sort

of the classical approximation of the Horowitz-Polchinski model as we discussed in the

previous section.

The Schwarzschild solution is given by

ds2 = −f0(r)dt
2 +

dr2

f0(r)
+ r2dΩ2 , (4.19)

where

f0(r) = 1− rh
r

, (4.20)

and rh is the Schwarzschild radius. The first junction condition requires that the induced

metric on the interface at r = r0 must be identical on both sides of the interface.

The condition for angular components requires that the radial coordinate r must be

continuous at r = r0. The first junction condition also gives a relation between the

redshift factor in two metrices as

f(r0) = f0(r0) . (4.21)

We also assume that the solution (4.11)–(4.14) is directly connected to the Schwarzschild

solution, and there is nothing on the interface between two geometries. Thus, the second

junction condition requires that the surface stress-energy tensor on the interface must

be zero. This condition implies that the extrinsic curvature on the interface must be

the same in the both sides. The second junction condition gives the following relations

between two metrices;

f ′(r0) = f ′
0(r0) , (4.22)

f(r0)h(r0) = f0(r0) . (4.23)

18



0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0

β

βH

1

2

3

4

r0/rh

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0

β

βH

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ξ(β)

Figure 1: The surface radius r0 and the radio ξ(β) = r20/r
2
m as functions of β. The

parameter ξ(β) is calculated numerically.

The interface, or equivalently, the surface of the star of winding strings is located at

r = r0 where the pressure of the fluid (3.2) becomes zero. The pressure becomes zero

when the local temperature agrees with the Hagedorn temperature,

β2f(r0) = β2
H . (4.24)

From this condition with the junction condition (4.21), we find that the position of the

surface r0 is determined by the temperature of the fluid and the Schwarzschild radius

rh as

r0 =
β2rh

β2 − β2
H

. (4.25)

The surface radius as a function of β is shown in Fig. 1(left).

Constants D0 and h0 in the solution (4.11)–(4.12), are determined by the junction

conditions. The condition (4.24) gives the condition

1

h0

=

√
r2m − r20
r0

sin−1

(
r0
rm

)
, (4.26)

where rm and r0 are given by (4.13) and (4.25), respectively. The junction condition

(4.22) gives another condition,

rh
r20

=
β2
H

β2

[
− 1

r0
+

r2m

r20
√
r2m − r20

sin−1

(
r0
rm

)]
. (4.27)

By using (4.21), the condition (4.27) can be simplified as

1

h0

=
β2

β2
H

(
1− r20

r2m

)
. (4.28)
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Figure 2: Constants h0 and D0 by using the numerical solution of ξ(β).

The condition (4.28) can be rewritten as h(r0) = 1, which is equivalent to (4.23) with

(4.21). Thus, three junction conditions (4.21)–(4.23) are satisfied if three parameters

D0, h0 and r0 are given by three conditions (4.25), (4.26) and (4.28).

All three parameters D0, h0 and r0 are determined for given β and rh. We define

the parameter ξ in terms of the radio of r0 to rm as

ξ(β) =
r20
r2m

. (4.29)

The value of ξ is determined by the conditions (4.26) and (4.28), namely,√
1

ξ(β)
− 1 sin−1

(√
ξ(β)

)
=

β2

β2
H

(1− ξ(β)) , (4.30)

though this equation cannot be solved analytically. Since ξ(β) is a solution of (4.30), it

is a function of β/βH . Then, the integration constant h0 is determined by (4.28), and is

expressed by using ξ(β). Since ξ(β) is a function of β/βH , h0 is also a function of β/βH .

The parameter D0, which is related to normalization of χ, is also determined by using

(4.13).

Thus, constants h0 and D0 are calculated and are expressed as

h0 =
β2
H

β2

1

1− ξ(β)
, (4.31)

D0 =
(β2 − β2

H)
2
ξ(β)

r2hβ
6 (1− ξ(β))

, (4.32)

and the radius of the surface r0 is given by (4.25). Eq. (4.30) has two solutions for r0 ≤
rm. One solution is r0 = rm, which would be considered unphysical, and ξ(β) = r0/rm
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should be determined by the other solution. The ratio ξ(β) monotonically increases as

the temperature βH/β decreases. We have

ξ(β) → 0 , in β → βH , (4.33)

ξ(β) → 1 , in β → ∞ . (4.34)

Eq. 4.30 can be solved numerically, and the solution ξ(β) is shown in Fig. 1(right). Once

we obtain ξ(β), the constants h0 and D0 can also be calculated. The result is shown in

Fig. 2.

Now, we calculate the ADM mass. Since the exterior geometry is the Schwarzschild

spacetime with the Schwarzschild radius rh, the ADM mass must be

M =
rh

2GN

. (4.35)

We will calculate the ADM mass by using the formula (3.27) for the fluid of winding

strings, and see that it agrees with (4.35). By using the energy density and pressure

of the fluid (3.2), the ADM mass is calculated as (3.28). Substituting the solution

(4.11)–(4.14), the ADM mass becomes

M =
1

4πGN

β3
HD0

β
√
h0

∫
dr 4πr2

(
1− r2

r2m

)−1/2

(4.36)

=
1

2GN

r3mβ
3
HD0

β
√
h0

[
− r0
rm

√
1− r20

r2m
+ sin−1

(
r0
rm

)]
. (4.37)

By using (4.30) and (4.29), it can be rewritten as

M =
r30βH(β

2 − β2
H)
√

1− ξ(β)D0

2GNβ ξ(β)
√
h0

. (4.38)

Then, substituting (4.31), (4.32) and (4.25), we obtain

M =
rh

2GN

. (4.39)

Thus, we have reproduced the consistency condition.

The entropy of the fluid can also be calculated by using (2.20),

S =
β3D0

4πGN

∫
dr 4πr2f(r)h−1/2(r) , (4.40)

In a similar fashion to the ADM mass, substituting the solution (4.11)–(4.14) with

(4.25), (4.31) and (4.32), we obtain

S =
rh

4GN

[
3β + 2

β3

β2
H

− 2β5ξ(β)

β2
H (β2 − β2

H)

]
. (4.41)
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4.3 Quantization condition

We have seen that the solution has two parameters β and rh at the classical level.

In this fluid model, the size of the star depends on the Schwarzschild radius. In the

original Horowitz-Polchinski model, the solution is obtained for a given temperature.

The size and total mass of the solution are determined by the temperature. Thus, in the

Horowitz-Polchinski model, the Schwarzschild radius should also be given as a function

of the temperature. Solving the equation for χ corresponds to imposing the quantization

condition. Two parameters in the fluid model, β and rh, are not independent to each

other but should be related to each other by the quantization condition.

In the classical limit, the quantization condition is approximately given by∫
prdr ∼ 2πn . (4.42)

Although this quantization condition is good for large n, the size of the ground state

can be estimated by taking n = 1. For the ground state, the size can also be read off

from the uncertainty principle,

(∆r)× (∆pr) = 2π , (4.43)

since the state is localized around a point in the phase space. Although we have assumed

that the momentum is negligible in the stress-energy tensor (3.5)–(3.7), the uncertainty

of the momentum would be estimated as

(∆pr)
2 +m2

eff = 0 . (4.44)

Thus, the size of the solution is approximately given by

r0 ∼ (∆r) =
α′√

β2
H − f(0)β2

=
α′√

β2
H − β2 + β2ξ(β)

. (4.45)

By using (4.25), the Schwarzschild radius is also determined by the temperature of the

fluid as

rh ∼ α′ (β2 − β2
H)

β2
√

β2
H − β2 + β2ξ(β)

. (4.46)

Note that the temperature of the fluid is different from the Hawking temperature, since

the Schwarzschild spacetime is connected to the interior solution (4.11)–(4.14) outside

the Schwarzschild radius, and the geometry has no event horizon.
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Unfortunately, this rough estimation is not very good for the low temperature limit

β → ∞. Here, we used the maximal radius and momentum for the uncertainty ∆r and

∆pr in (4.43), but actuall area in the phase space might be smaller than (∆r)× (∆pr).

Thus, this rough estimation (4.45) just gives lower bound of the size. In the next section,

we will study two cases of the high and low temperature limit and see the quantization

condition in more detail.

5 Black hole–string transition

Although we have solved the Einstein equation for the winding string fluid analytically,

we still have not obtained intuitive descriptions of the solution as we do not have the

analytic expression of the parameter ξ(β). In order to have a better understanding of

the solution, it is convenient to study some special cases of the solution.

In this section, we consider the structure of the solution in high and low tempera-

tures. At high temperatures near the Hagedorn temperature, the solution has consistent

behaviors with the Horowitz-Polchinski solution, and hence, describes winding strings

which are weakly bounded by the self-gravitation. In the low temperature limit, the

solution approaches the Schwarzschild black hole. The solution has approximately the

same size, mass, temperature and entropy to the Schwarzschild black hole. To be more

precise, the size is slightly larger than the Schwarzscihld radius, and hence, the solution

has no event horizon. Although we focus only on two limits of high and low tempera-

tures here, our solution is parameterized by the temperature smoothly, and the solution

at any temperature between these two limits can be obtained just by choosing the pa-

rameter accordingly. Thus, our fluid model of winding strings gives a description of

the transition between black holes and strings. Since the solution at high temperature

continues to the solution at low temperatures smoothly, the self-gravitating string phase

and black hole phase are continuously connected to each other.

5.1 High temperature limit: a bound state of strings

Here, we consider the high temperature limit. We take the limit in which the temper-

ature approaches the Hagedorn temperature, β → βH , and calculate the leading order

terms in this limit.

We first calculate ξ(β) (= r20/r
2
m), as most of parameters of the solution (4.11)–(4.14)

are given in terms of ξ(β). The parameter ξ(β) is determined by the condition (4.30).

At the Hagedorn temperature, we have ξ(βH) = 0. Thus, it is expected that ξ(β) is
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very small at the linear order in the small-(β − βH) limit. We expand (4.30) for small

ξ(β) as

1− 1

3
ξ(β) ≃ β2

β2
H

(1− ξ(β)) . (5.1)

Then, ξ(β) is obtained as

ξ(β) ≃ 3 (β2 − β2
H)

3β2 − β2
H

≃ 3 (β2 − β2
H)

2β2
H

. (5.2)

Substituting this solution to (4.31) and (4.32), the constants h0 and D0 are calculated

as

h0 ≃
(3β2 − β2

H)

2β2
≃ 1 +

β2 − β2
H

2β2
H

, (5.3)

D0 ≃
3 (β2 − β2

H)
3

2r2hβ
6β2

H

≃ 3 (β2 − β2
H)

3

2r2hβ
8
H

. (5.4)

Since the solution (4.11)–(4.14) describes spacetime in the region r ≤ r0, r/rm is also

very small near the Hagedorn temperature;

r2

r2m
≤ r20

r2m
≃ 3 (β2 − β2

H)

2β2
H

= O(β − βH) . (5.5)

Substituting (5.3) and (5.4) to (4.13), rm is expressed as

r2m ≃ 2r2hβ
6
H

3 (β2 − β2
H)

3 . (5.6)

Thus, the solution f(r) (with a = 0) and h(r) are expanded as

f(r) = 1− 3(β2 − β2
H)

2β2
H

+
(β2 − β2

H)
3

2r2hβ
6
H

r2 +O
(
(β − βH)

2
)
, (5.7)

h(r) = 1 +
3(β2 − β2

H)

2β2
H

− 3 (β2 − β2
H)

3

2r2hβ
6
H

r2 +O
(
(β − βH)

2
)
. (5.8)

At the leading order in the high temperature limit, the geometry can be treated as flat

space f(r) = h(r) = 1. The linear order corrections are necessary to see the gravitational

potential for the winding string field, or equivalently the effective mass (2.6). They are

also necessary to calculate the curvature. This structure is the same to the original

equations of motion of the Horowitz-Polchinski model (2.10) and (2.9).

We consider the ADM mass and the entropy of the solution. The ADM mass of the

fluid of winding strings (3.2) is calculated in Sec. 4.2 and is obtained as (4.39). Since
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the geometry is flat at the leading order in the high temperature limit, the ADM mass

can easily be calculated directly from (3.28) as

M =
4πr30
3

β2
HD0

4πGN

. (5.9)

By using (4.25) and (5.4), the ADM mass is evaluated as

M =
rh

2GN

. (5.10)

This is consistent with the Schwarzschild radius in the exterior geometry. In a similar

fashion, by using (2.20), the entropy is calculated as

S =
4πr30
3

β3D0

4πGN

≃ βHrh
2GN

. (5.11)

At the leading order of in the high temperature limit, the ADM mass and entropy satisfy

the relation,

S ≃ βM . (5.12)

This relation can also be obtained from the local thermodynamic relation, since the

pressure vanishes at the leading order of β → βH .

The quantization condition is expressed as∫ r0

0

dr
√

−grrm2
eff =

3

4
π , (5.13)

where the numerical factor in r.h.s. is estimated from the junction condition of the WKB

approximation at the classical turning point. By using (5.7) and (5.8), the effective mass

becomes

m2
eff ≃ −β2 − β2

H

8π2α′ 2

[
1− (β2 − β2

H)
2

r2hβ
4
H

r2
]

, (5.14)

and the radial component of the metric grr = 1/(f(r)h(r)) gives only higher order

corrections. Then, the quantization condition (5.13) becomes

rhβ
2
H

23/2πα′
√

β2 − β2
H

= 3 . (5.15)

Thus, the Schwarzschild radius rh is given in terms of the temperature β as

rh = 23/2 · 3πα′
√
β2 − β2

H

β2
H

. (5.16)

By using (4.25), the position of the surface of the star is obtained as

r0 =
23/2 · 3πα′√
β2 − β2

H

. (5.17)
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This agrees with the typical size of the solution of Horowitz-Polchinski model (2.18).

The ADM mass and entropy are also calculated as

M = 3
√
2 πα′

√
β2 − β2

H

GNβ2
H

, S = 3
√
2πα′

√
β2 − β2

H

GNβH

. (5.18)

The quantization can also be estimated by solving the equation of motion for winding

string field (2.9) by using the solution (4.11)–(4.14) as a background geometry. Near the

Hagedorn temperature, the geometry is approximated by (5.3)–(5.4), and the effective

mass (5.14) gives the harmonic potential V (r) = 1
2
ω2r2 and the eigenvalue E of the

“Hamiltonian” with

ω =
(β2 − β2

H)
3/2

23/2πα′rhβ2
H

, E =
β2 − β2

H

16π2α′ 2 (5.19)

Thus, the wave function of the ground state is given by the Gaussian function,

χ ∝ e−cr2 , (5.20)

where the constant c is fixed by solving the equation of motion as

c =
β2 − β2

H

48π2α′ 2 . (5.21)

Since the ground state of the three-dimensional harmonic oscillator has the energy,

E =
3

2
ω , (5.22)

the quantization condition is obtained as

rh = 23/2 · 3πα′
√
β2 − β2

H

β2
H

. (5.23)

This agrees with the result of the WKB approximation (5.16).

Here, we have seen that the gravitational potential can be approximated by the

harmonic potential by using the fluid model. We have solved the equation of motion for

the string field χ, to see the quantization condition. The solution of χ would be a better

description of χ, and can be considered as a correction to the fluid approximation. We

can further substitute the solution of χ into the Einstein equation and derive a better

solution of the metric, in principle. By repeating this procedure several times, we will

be able to obtain a more accurate solution of the Horowitz-Polchinski model. However,

in this paper, we will focus on the fluid model and do not pursue this direction.
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5.2 Low temperature limit: an approximate black hole

Here, we consider the low temperature limit, β → ∞. First, we consider the size of

the solution, r0. The condition (4.25) implies that the radius of the surface of the star

approaches the Schwarzschild radius in the low temperature limit, namely,

r0 → rh , in β → ∞ . (5.24)

Next, we consider the parameter ξ(β). The condition (4.30) implies ξ(β) → 1 in

β → ∞. Since ξ(β) is defined as (4.29), the condition ξ(∞) = 1 means

rm ≃ r0 . (5.25)

In contrast to the high temperature limit, entire expressions of the solution (4.11)–(4.12)

are necessary to describe the geometry in the low energy limit. In order to calculate the

constants h0 and D0, the next-to-leading order correction of ξ(β) is needed. We expand

the condition (4.30) around ξ = 1 to obtain

π

2

√
1− ξ(β) ≃ β2

β2
H

(1− ξ(β)) . (5.26)

Then, the parameter ξ(β) is calculated approximately as

ξ(β) =
r20
r2m

≃ 1− π2β4
H

4β4
. (5.27)

By using this solution, the constants h0 and D0 are expressed as

h0 ≃
4β2

π2β2
H

, (5.28)

D0 ≃
4β2

π2r2hβ
4
H

. (5.29)

At the leading order of the large-β expansion, f(r) and h(r) are approximated as

f(r) =
β2
H

β2

[
1−

√
r2h − r2

r
sin−1

(
r

rh

)]
+O(β−4) , (5.30)

h(r) =
4β4

π2β4
H

(
1− r2

r2h

)
+O(β2) . (5.31)

Thus, in β → ∞, we have f(r) → 0. From the viewpoint of the fiducial observer in

the asymptotic region, r → ∞, the redshift factor inside the star is almost zero. This

is also obvious from size of the star — the surface radius r0 is approximately the same
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to but slightly larger than the Schwarzschild radius. Thus, from the viewpoint of the

fiducial observer, the star approximately behaves as a black hole. From the viewpoint

of the observer at the surface of the star r = r0, the redshift factor at the center r = 0

is still much smaller than the factor at the surface. At the center of the star, r = 0,

(5.30) gives f(r) = O(β−4), and hence, we need to take the higher order corrections into

consideration. The redshift factor is expanded around r = 0 as

f(r) ≃ π2β4
H

4β4
+

β2
Hr

2

3β2r2h
+ · · · , (5.32)

and hence, behaves as

f(r) ∼ O(β−4) , for r ≪ βH

β
rh , (5.33)

f(r) ∼ O(β−2) , for r ≫ βH

β
rh . (5.34)

In a similar fashion, the radial component of the metric also behaves as

grr =
1

f(r)h(r)
≃ 1− 4β2r2

3π2β2
Hr

2
h

+ · · · , for r ≪ βH

β
rh , (5.35)

grr ≃
β2

β2
H

+ · · · , for r0 − r ≪ π2β4
H

8β4
rh , (5.36)

grr ∼ O(β−2) , otherwise. (5.37)

The proper length inside the fluid is mostly much shorter than the (areal) radius at the

surface r0. Only very near the surface, the proper distance is much longer, as is near

the horizon of the Schwarzschild black hole. At r = 0, we have grr = 1, which implies

no conical singularity at the origin.

Now, we consider the quantization condition (5.13). Here, we only make a rough

order estimation because (5.13) itself is not a precise condition despite of its complicated

expression in the low temperature limit. At the leading order in the large-β limit, the

effective mass m2
eff becomes

m2
eff =

β2f(r)− β2
H

(2πα′)2
= − β2

H

(2πα′)2

√
r2h − r2

r
sin−1

(
r

rh

)
+O(β−2) . (5.38)

It has minimum at r = 0, and hence, we have

−m2
eff ≲ −m2

eff(r = 0) =
β2
H

(2πα′)2
. (5.39)

The radial component of the metric is estimated up to O(1) factor as

grr ∼
β2
H

β2
. (5.40)
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Then, the quantization condition is roughly expressed as∫ rh

0

√
−grrm2

eff dr ∼ βH

β
× βH

2πα′ × rh . (5.41)

However, this integration gives logarithmic divergence13 if we use the expression of f(r)

at the leading order, (5.30). This is because O(β−4) corrections should be taken into

account near the center of the star, r ≃ 0. Since grr behaves as grr ∼ O(1) only very

small region r < βH

β
rh, the contribution from the integration around r = 0 is limited to∫

r<
βH
β

rh

√
−grrm2

eff dr ∼ βH

2πα′ ×
βH

β
rh , (5.42)

which is of the same order to (5.41). Thus, the quantization condition in the low

temperature limit is estimated up to the numerical factor as

β2
Hrh

2πα′β
∼ 1 . (5.43)

From this quantization condition, the size of the solution, which is also approximately

the same to the Schwarzschild radius, is estimated as

r0 ≃ rh ∼ α′β

β2
H

. (5.44)

Since the Hagedorn temperature is the same to the string scale (up to the numerical

factor), β2
H ∼ α′, the expression above implies that the relation between the radius and

the temperature is of the same order to the Schwarzschild black hole. Although our

rough estimation does not reproduce the numerical coefficient of the temperature, the

solution is expected to behave approximately as the Schwarzschild black hole in the low

temperature limit.

We consider the ADM mass and the entropy. As we studied in Sec. 4.2, the ADM

mass is given in terms of the Schwarzschild radius as (4.39). The entropy is given by

(4.41). Since ξ(β) behaves as (5.27) in the low temperature limit β → ∞, the entropy

(4.41) becomes

S ≃ βrh
4GN

. (5.45)

By using the quantization condition (5.43), the entropy is approximately proportional

to the area of the surface of the star, which is approximately the same to the area of

the horizon of the Schwarzschild black hole;

S ∼ r2h
GN

. (5.46)

13It can be seen from the divergence ∝ 1/r in the integrand. The integrand has another divergence
∝ (r − r0)

−1/2, which does not give the divergence of the integral.
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Thus, in the low temperature limit, our solution reproduces the Bekenstein-Hawking

entropy up to the numerical coefficient.

6 Horizonless geometry and negative energy

In the previous section, we have seen that our fluid model of winding strings describes

the transition between black holes and strings. In low temperatures, we obtained a

horizonless geometry which approximately behaves as a black hole. Our result would

imply either that black holes do not exactly have the event horizon, or that the string

bound state turns into a black hole when the difference between the Schwarzschild radius

and the size of the star becomes less than the cut-off scale.

Here, we discuss the possibility of an approximate black hole without the exact event

horizon. It is sometimes considered that such geometries cannot be realized because of

the Buchdahl theorem [21]. The Buchdahl theorem states that the size of the star must

be larger than 9/8 of the Schwarzschild radius for static and spherically symmetric

solutions if the star consists of a perfect fluid and the energy density is non-increasing

outwards (∂rρ ≤ 0) and non-negative (ρ ≥ 0). However, in our solution, the size of the

star of winding strings can be arbitrarily close to the Schwarzschild radius by taking

a sufficiently low temperature, and hence, the solution does not satisfy the Buchdahl

inequality. The inequality is violated because our solution does not satisfy an assumption

of the Buchdahl theorem — the energy density is increasing outwards and can even be

negative around the center of the star.

The energy density ρ of winding strings behaves as

ρ =
3β2f(r)− β2

H

16πGN (2πα′)2
, (6.1)

and f(r) is a monotonic function which has minimum at r = 0. Thus, in contrast to

ordinary fluids, the fluid of winding strings has a larger energy density in outer places.

In fact, it is straightforward to see that

∂rρ =
3β2f ′(r)

16πGN (2πα′)2
> 0 , (6.2)

for 0 < r < r0 by using our solution (4.11)–(4.14). Hence, the solution can violate the

Buchdahl inequality.

Moreover, the energy density ρ becomes negative at sufficiently low temperatures.

The energy density at r = 0 is given by

ρ(r = 0) =
β2
HD0

8πGN

(
3

h0

− 1

)
. (6.3)
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Thus, the energy density becomes negative around r = 0 if

h0 ≥ 3 , (6.4)

or equivalently, at temperatures below some critical temperature βc. The critical tem-

perature is estimated from the low energy limit as

βc

βH

=

√
3π

2
≃ 2.72 , (6.5)

from the high temperature limit as

βc

βH

=
√
5 ≃ 2.24 , (6.6)

or numerically estimated as
βc

βH

≃ 2.37 . (6.7)

Although the negative energy density is unnatural feature for ordinary fluids, it is not

surprising that the fluid of winding strings has the negative energy density. The origin

of this negative energy density is the tachyonic mass of winding strings at temperatures

beyond the Hagedorn temperature. The energy density can be separated as

ρ =
2β2f(r)

16πGN(2πα′)2
|χ|2 + m2

eff

16πGN

|χ|2 , (6.8)

where the first term would be interpreted as the thermal energy and the second term is

the potential energy which comes from the effective mass. The fluid is localized in the

region where the pressure is positive,

0 < P =
β2
H − β2f(r)

16πGN (2πα′)2
=

−m2
eff

16πGN

, (6.9)

implying that the local temperature of the winding string fluid always exceeds the Hage-

dorn temperature due to the blue-shift, although the temperature at spatial infinity is

lower than the Hagedorn temperature. The square of the effective mass is negative,

and winding strings become tachyonic. The existence of a tachyonic field implies the

instability which leads to the decay into the true vacuum. The solution of the Horowitz-

Polchinski model can be understood as the result of the tachyon condensation, and in

fact, the winding string field χ becomes non-zero around the region where the mass is

tachyonic.14 Thus, the potential energy which comes from the effective mass is negative

14To be more precise, the solution is not in the bottom of the potential but stabilized by the connection
to the flat spacetime in the spatial infinity. In flat spacetime, the true vacuum is at χ = 0 as the mass
of the winding string field is positive. The winding string field χ in the winding condensate cannot be
very different from χ = 0 in the spatial infinity to satisfy the equation of motion, and hence, is finite.
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inside the bound state of winding strings.15 If the temperature is sufficiently low, the

negative energy of the winding condensate overcomes the thermal energy, and the en-

ergy density of the fluid also becomes negative. In contrast to the energy density, the

“density” of the ADM mass, namely the integrand of (3.28) is always positive. The ad-

ditional term in the ADM mass is often interpreted as the energy from the gravitation.

Thus, the energy of the fluid including gravitational effects is always positive.

Although the winding string field has the tachyonic mass, the winding condensate

should be distinguished from the ordinary tachyon condensation. Winding strings be-

come tachyonic by wrapping the Euclidean time circle. Before the Wick rotation, the

Lorentzian time is not compactified, and hence, winding strings do not exist as itself

but describe strings created by the thermal energy. In order to create massive strings,16

the temperature must be higher than the string scale, and hence, the winding con-

densate appears only in the region where the local temperature exceeds the Hagedorn

temperature.

When the temperature exceeds the Hagedorn temperature, the mass of the winding

string field becomes tachyonic, implying an instability. Oscillations of strings give an

exponentially large number of particle species, and hence, the entropy of highly excited

strings becomes

S(E) ≃ βHE . (6.10)

If the system is in contact with a heat bath with a temperature higher than the Hagedorn

temperature, highly excited strings continue to absorb the energy from the heat bath

without raising the temperature. More and more strings are created indefinitely, and

hence, the system becomes unstable beyond the Hagedorn temperature.

The free string picture above is valid only around the tachyonic vacuum χ = 0 of

the winding string field. After sufficient amount of massive strings are created, the

system possibly reaches the true vacuum. In the case of bound states of strings, the

solution of the Horowitz-Polchinski model can be interpreted as the true vacuum. The

local temperature inside the bound state exceeds the Hagedorn temperature, but the

temperature at spatial infinity, which can be interpreted as the temperature of the heat

15In general, the energy in the tachyonic vacuum can be non-zero, and the true vacuum may not
have negative energy. In the case of the Horowitz-Polchinski model, the energy at χ = 0 must be zero
so that the energy in flat spacetime outside the bound state is zero, and hence, the winding condensate
χ ̸= 0 has negative potential energy.

16In the worldsheet picture, the lowest mode of winding strings wrapping on the Euclidean time circle
and massless strings propagating in the time direction correspond to different limits in the moduli space,
respectively. Thus, the low energy effective theory of winding strings does not give a good description
of massless strings but includes massive strings in the Lorentzian picture.
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bath, is lower than the Hagedorn temperature.17 Thus, strings inside the bound state

cannot absorb the thermal energy directly from the heat bath. Strings inside the bound

state would behave as a fluid approximately, and shows different thermal behavior from

the free strings.

The fluid of winding strings obeys the same thermodynamic relation to (6.10) at the

Hagedorn temperature,

s = βH (ρ+ P ) = βHρ , (6.11)

but has different behavior above the Hagedorn temperature.18 The local temperature

of the fluid can be higher than the Hagedorn temperature, and the entropy and energy

density (3.2) decreases as the local temperature is raised. This is quite different from

ordinary fluids but reminiscent the thermodynamic property of black holes. This behav-

ior also plays an important role in the violation of the Buchdahl inequality. The local

temperature is higher in inner places due to the blue-shift as gravity is stronger there.

For ordinary fluids, the energy density will be higher at higher temperatures, and hence,

it is reasonable to assume that the energy density is non-increasing outwards. However,

the winding string fluid has smaller energy density at higher local temperatures, and

hence, the energy density increases outwards. As the Buchdahl inequality can be vi-

olated if the energy density increases outwards, a star of the winding string fluid can

have a size smaller than 9/8 of the Schwarzschild radius.

Although the energy density of the winding string fluid is smaller at higher tempera-

tures, the density of ADM mass (3.28), or equivalently, the energy density including the

gravitational energy is independent of the temperature for D = 4 and is larger at higher

temperature for D > 4. This implies that the energy of the winding strings would

be converted into the gravitational energy, and hence, the energy density of winding

strings decreases as the temperature is raised. Thus, gravitational effects would play an

important role for the peculiar thermal behavior of the winding string fluid.

7 Higher dimensions

In this section, we consider the higher dimensional generalization of the solution in

Sec. 4.1. Calculations can be proceeded in a similar fashion to previous sections, and

hence, we do not explain the details and basically describe only the results, here.

17As it can be seen in (2.18) or (5.17), the size of the bound state becomes infinitely large as the
temperature approaches the Hagedorn temperature, implying that winding strings cannot form a bound
state if the temperature at spatial infinity exceeds the Hagedorn temperature.

18When the local temperature is lower than the Hagedorn temperature, the pressure (3.2) becomes
negative implying that the fluid cannot appear inside the bound state.
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We first solve the Einstein equation (4.1) for D > 4. The metric is given in the same

form to (4.3), but now the 2-sphere is replaced by (D − 2)-sphere. The fluid equation

gives the same condition that χ is a constant, and we define D0 by (4.8), again.

By virtue of the spherical symmetry, the solution is obtained by solving only two

components of the Einstein equation, as in the case of four dimensions. We consider

(t, t)- and (r, r)-components, which can be expressed as

0 = (D − 2)r (f(r)h(r))′ + (D − 2)(D − 3)f(r)h(r)

+ 2r2
(
3β2f(r)− β2

H

)
D0 − (D − 2)(D − 3) , (7.1)

0 = (D − 2)rf ′(r)h(r) + (D − 2)(D − 3)f(r)h(r)

+ 2r2
(
β2f(r)− β2

H

)
D0 − (D − 2)(D − 3) . (7.2)

It is straightforward to solve these equations to obtain

f(r) =
β2
H

β2

[
1

h0
2F1

(
1,

D − 4

2
,
D − 1

2
,
r2

r2m

)
+

1

D − 1

r2

r2m
2F1

(
1,

D − 2

2
,
D + 1

2
,
r2

r2m

)]
+ ar3−D

√
1− r2

r2m
, (7.3)

h(r) =
β2

β2
H

h0

(
1− r2

r2m

)
, (7.4)

where 2F1(a, b, x, x) is the hypergeometric function, a and h0 are the integration con-

stants, and rm is now defined by

r2m =
(D − 2)h0

2β2
HD0

. (7.5)

In order to remove the singularity at r = 0, we take

a = 0 . (7.6)

The solution is defined in 0 ≤ r ≤ rm, and f(r) is a monotonic function with

f(0) =
β2
H

β2

1

h0

, f(rm) =
β2
H

β2

(
1 +

D − 3

h0

)
. (7.7)

Here, we show some examples of the solution of f(r).

• For D = 5,

f(r) =
β2
H

β2

[
−1 + 2

(
1 +

1

h0

)
r2m
r2

(
1−

√
1− r2

r2m

)]
. (7.8)
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• For D = 6,

f(r) =
β2
H

2β2

{
−1 + 3

(
1 +

2

h0

)
r2m
r2

[
1−

√
r2m − r2

r
sin−1

(
r

rm

)]}
. (7.9)

• For D = 7,

f(r) =
β2
H

3β2

{
−1 + 8

(
1 +

3

h0

)
r4m
r4

[(
1− r2

2r2m

)
−

√
1− r2

r2m

]}
. (7.10)

Next, we consider the junction condition to the Schwarzschild spacetime. The higher-

dimensional Schwarzschild metric is given by (4.19), but now f0(r) is given by

f0(r) = 1− rD−3
h

rD−3
. (7.11)

By using (4.24) with the junction condition (4.21), the size of the star is related to the

Schwarzschild radius as

r0 =

(
β2 − β2

H

β2

) 1
3−D

rh . (7.12)

We define ξ(β) by the same relation (4.29). The parameter ξ(β) is the solution of the

equation

1− ξ(β)

D − 1
2F1

(
1,

D − 2

2
,
D + 1

2
, ξ(β)

)
=

β2

β2
H

(1− ξ(β)) 2F1

(
1,

D

2
,
D − 1

2
, ξ(β)

)
,

(7.13)

which comes from the junction condition for the radio r0/rm. By using the junction

condition (4.21)–(4.23), the integration constant h0 is expressed in terms of ξ(β) as

h0 =
β2
H

β2

1

1− ξ(β)
. (7.14)

which is the same expression to the case of D = 4. The constant D0 is related to h0 and

ξ(β) by (4.29) and (7.5) and expressed as

D0 =
(D − 2) (β2 − β2

H)
2

D−3 ξ(β)

2r2h β
2(D−1)
D−3 (1− ξ(β))

. (7.15)

Now, we consider the high temperature limit. As we discussed in the case of D = 4,

ξ(β) approaches zero in the high temperature limit. Then, the condition (7.13) can be

expanded as
β2
H

β2
= 1− ξ(β)

D − 1
+O(ξ2) . (7.16)
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Then, ξ(β) is obtained as

ξ(β) =
(D − 1) (β2 − β2

H)

2β2
H

+O
(
(β2 − β2

H)
2
)
. (7.17)

Parameters of the solution, h0, D0 and rm are expanded as

h0 = 1− (D − 3) (β2 − β2
H)

2β2
H

+O
(
(β2 − β2

H)
2
)
, (7.18)

D0 =
(D − 1)(D − 2) (β2 − β2

H)
D−1
D−3

4r2hβ
4(D−2)
D−3

H

+O
(
(β2 − β2

H)
2(D−2)
D−3

)
, (7.19)

r2m =
2r2hβ

2(D−1)
D−3

H

(D − 1) (β2 − β2
H)

D−1
D−3

+O
(
(β2 − β2

H)
− 2

D−3

)
. (7.20)

The solution of f(r) and h(r) are expanded as

f(r) = 1− (D − 1) (β2 − β2
H)

2β2
H

+
(D − 3) (β2 − β2

H)
D−1
D−3

2r2hβ
2(D−1)
D−3

H

r2 +O
(
(β2 − β2

H)
2
)
, (7.21)

h(r) = 1 +
(D − 1) (β2 − β2

H)

2β2
H

− (D − 1) (β2 − β2
H)

D−1
D−3

2r2hβ
2(D−1)
D−3

H

r2 +O
(
(β2 − β2

H)
2
)
. (7.22)

Now, we calculate the ADM mass and entropy. The ADM mass is obtained as

M ≃ β2
Hr

D−1
0 D0ΩD−2

4πGN

≃ (D − 2)rD−3
h ΩD−2

16πGN

, (7.23)

where ΩD−2 is the area of the unit (D − 2)-sphere. In a similar fashion, the entropy is

calculated as

S ≃ β3rD−1
0 D0ΩD−2

4πGN

≃ (D − 2)βrD−3
h ΩD−2

16πGN

. (7.24)

The effective mass is expanded as

m2
eff = −(D − 3) (β2 − β2

H)

32π2α′ 2

1− (β2 − β2
H)

2
D−3

r2hβ
2

D−3

H

r2

+O
(
(β2 − β2

H)
2
)
. (7.25)

Then, the quantization condition becomes

(D − 3) (β2 − β2
H)

8π2α′ 2 ≃ (D − 1)2

4

(β2 − β2
H)

2
D−3

r2hβ
2

D−3

. (7.26)

Thus, the Schwarzschild radius rh is related to the temperature of the fluid as

rh ≃ 23/2πα′(D − 1) (β2 − β2
H)

− D−5
2(D−3)

√
D − 3 β

2
D−3

H

. (7.27)

36



The radius of the surface of the star agrees with the rough estimation of the scale of the

solution;

r0 =
23/2πα′(D − 1)√
(D − 3) (β2 − β2

H)
. (7.28)

The ADM mass and entropy become

M ≃ (2π)
3(D−3)

2 α′D−3(D − 2)(D − 1)
D−1
2

(D − 3)
D−1
2 Γ

(
D+1
2

)
GNβ2

H (β2 − β2
H)

D−5
2

, (7.29)

S ≃ (2π)
3(D−3)

2 α′D−3(D − 2)(D − 1)
D−1
2

(D − 3)
D−1
2 Γ

(
D+1
2

)
GNβH (β2 − β2

H)
D−5
2

. (7.30)

Next, we consider the low temperature limit. In the low temperature limit β → ∞,

we have ξ(β) → 1, and hence, we expand (7.13) around ξ(β) = 1. Then, we obtain

2
√
π Γ

(
D + 1

2

)
β2
H

β2
= (D − 1)(D − 3) Γ

(
D − 2

2

)√
1− ξ(β) . (7.31)

Then, ξ(β) is solved as

ξ(β) ≃ 1−
π Γ2

(
D−3
2

)
β4
H

4 Γ2
(
D−2
2

)
β4

. (7.32)

Then, the parameters of the solution, h0, D0 and rm are approximated at the leading

order as

h0 ≃
4 Γ2

(
D−2
2

)
β2

π Γ2
(
D−3
2

)
β2
H

, (7.33)

D0 ≃
2(D − 2) Γ2

(
D−2
2

)
β2

π Γ2
(
D−3
2

)
r2hβ

4
H

, (7.34)

rm ≃ r0 ≃ rh . (7.35)

At the leading order of the low temperature limit, f(r) and h(r) become

f(r) =
1

D − 1

β2
H

β2

r2

r2h
2F1

(
1,

D − 2

2
,
D + 1

2
,
r2

r2h

)
, (7.36)

h(r) =
4Γ2

(
D−2
2

)
β4

π Γ2
(
D−3
2

)
β4
H

(
1− r2

r2h

)
, (7.37)

The quantization condition can be estimated in a similar fashion to the case ofD = 4.

At the leading order of the low temperature limit, the effective mass is approximated as

meff = − β2
H

(2πα′)2

[
1− 1

D − 1

β2
H

β2

r2

r2h
2F1

(
1,

D − 2

2
,
D + 1

2
,
r2

r2h

)]
+O(β−2) . (7.38)
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The radial component of the metric behaves around the center r = 0 as

grr = 1−
4 Γ2

(
D−2
2

)
β2

(D − 1)π Γ2
(
D−3
2

)
r2hβ

2
H

r2 + · · · , (7.39)

and is of O(1) for r ≪ βH

β
rh but is suppressed as O(β−2) for r ≫ βH

β
rh. Thus, each of

quantities which concerns the quantization condition has the same behavior to the case

of D = 4, in the order estimation. The quantization condition is roughly estimated in a

similar fashion to the case of D = 4 as

β2
Hrh

2πα′β
∼ 1 . (7.40)

and hence, the size of the solution is approximately the same to the Schwarzschild radius,

r0 ≃ rh ∼ β , (7.41)

or equivalently, the temperature approaches the Hawking temperature in β → ∞.

Now, we calculate the ADM mass and entropy. By using (3.28), the ADM mass is

given by

M =

∫
dr rD−2ΩD−2

(β2
H + (D − 4)f(r)β2)D0

4(D − 3)πGN

√
h(r)

=
β3
Hr

D−1
0 D0ΩD−2

8(D − 1)(D − 3)πGNβ
√

h(r)

(
1 +

D − 4

h0

)
×
[
(D − 2) 2F1

(
1

2
,
D − 1

2
,
D + 1

2
, ξ(β)

)
+ (D − 4) (1− ξ(β)) 2F1

(
3

2
,
D − 1

2
,
D + 1

2
, ξ(β)

)]
. (7.42)

By taking ξ(β) → 1, and substituting (7.33)–(7.35), we obtain

M =
(D − 2)rD−3

h ΩD−2

16πGN

. (7.43)

Thus, we have reproduced the ADM mass of the Schwarzschild spacetime as is expected.

The entropy is calculated by using (2.20) as

S =
β3

4πGN

∫
dr rD−2ΩD−2f(r)h

−1/2(r)D0

=
β3
Hr

D−1
0

4(D − 1)πGN

√
h0

[
1

h0
2F1

(
3

2
,
D − 3

2
,
D + 1

2
, ξ(β)

)
+

ξ(β)

D + 1
2F1

(
3

2
,
D − 1

2
,
D + 3

2
, ξ(β)

)]
. (7.44)

38



By taking ξ(β) → 1, and substituting (7.33)–(7.35), we obtain

S =
(D − 3)βrD−3

h ΩD−2

16πGN

. (7.45)

By imposing the quantization condition, the temperature approaches the Hawking tem-

perature in the low temperature limit. Then, we reproduce the Bekenstein-Hawking

entropy up to the numerical coefficient,

S ∼ rD−2
h ΩD−2

4GN

. (7.46)

8 Conclusion and discussions

In this paper, we studied the transition between self-gravitating strings and black holes.

It is expected that black holes turn into bound states of strings at a temperature near

the string scale. Horowitz and Polchinski studied an effective field theory of winding

strings which is wrapping the Euclidean time circle, and showed explicitly that there

is a solution of such bound states slightly below the Hagedorn temperature. Near

the Hagedorn temperature, strings are bounded weakly by the self-gravitation and the

bound state can be described by the linearized gravity. However, gravitation becomes

very strong around the transition between black holes and strings, and hence, non-linear

effects of gravity should be taken into account.

In order to study details of the black hole–string transition, we have proposed a fluid

model of self-gravitating strings. Since the fluid is one of the most standard states with

local equilibrium, it is expected that strings near the Hagedorn temperature behave as

a fluid, at least approximately. In this paper, we first have shown that the stress-energy

tensor of winding strings in the Horowitz-Polchinski model approximately takes the

same form to perfect fluids. We have derived the stress-energy tensor in two different

ways. First, we have shown that the stress-energy tensor of the ground state of the

Horowitz-Polchinski model takes the form of the perfect fluid at the leading order of

the derivative expansion. Alternatively, we also have calculated the energy density and

pressure from the thermodynamic relations assuming that winding strings behave as

a perfect fluid. The results of these two methods agree with each other. Thus, the

stress-energy tensor of winding strings can be approximated by that of a perfect fluid.

The fluid distribution extends only in the region where the pressure is positive. Since,

the pressure of the fluid of winding strings becomes positive iff the local temperature

exceeds the Hagedorn temperature due to the gravitational blue-shift. Thus, the fluid of

winding strings localized in the region where the condensate of winding strings occurs.
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Next, we have considered the spacetime geometry of the fluid of winding strings.

For simplicity, we have ignored the coupling to the dilaton field. Then, we have solved

the Einstein equation for the stress-energy tensor of the winding string fluid. The

interior solution is obtained analytically for arbitrary dimensions, and has no singularity

by choosing the integration constant appropriately. We have taken the Schwarzschild

spacetime as the exterior vacuum solution and have considered the junction conditions

of these two solutions. The interface between these two solutions can be put in an

arbitrary position but outside the Schwarzschild radius.

In the solutions of the Horowitz-Polchinski model, physical configurations of strings

would be described by the ground state of the winding string field, which satisfies the first

quantization condition. In our fluid model, we do not consider the field equation of the

winding string field and hence, the quantization condition is not imposed automatically.

The quantization condition gives an additional constraint between the size of the star

and the temperature of the fluid. In the high temperature limit, or equivalently near

the Hagedorn temperature, the fluid has approximately the same size to the solution

of the Horowitz-Polchinski model, by imposing the quantization condition. The ADM

mass and entropy is also approximately the same to the Horowitz-Polchinski model.

We also have considered the low temperature limit. Although the Horowitz-Polchinski

model is expected to give a good description of strings only near the Hagedorn tempera-

ture, strings in bound states by the strong self-gravitation possibly have sufficiently high

local temperatures due to the gravitational blue-shift, even if the global temperature is

much lower than the Hagedorn temperature. In fact, our solution has a configuration

whose local temperature exceeds the Hagedorn temperature, even in the low tempera-

ture limit. By imposing the quantization condition, the size of the star approaches the

Schwarzschild radius in low temperature. Moreover the temperature and entropy of the

fluid are also approximately the same to the Schwarzschild black hole. Although the

geometry has no event horizon, the star of the winding string fluid approximately be-

haves as and is almost indistinguishable from a black hole from the viewpoint of fiducial

observers sufficiently away from the star.

As summarized above, we have constructed a solution of a star of winding strings.

Our solution is given at arbitrary temperatures below the Hagedorn temperature, and

varies smoothly under the change of the temperature. Winding strings are weakly

bounded by self-gravitation in the high temperature limit, and approaches the Schwarzschild

black hole in the low temperature limit. Thus, our solution gives a description of the

transition between black holes and strings.
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It would be surprising that our solution is still valid at arbitrarily low temperatures

though it is constructed as a bound state of winding strings. As there is the transi-

tion between self-gravitating strings and black holes, one would expect that models of

winding strings would be valid only in the self-gravitating string phase and break down

at the critical point. If this were the case, the black hole phase would be simply given

by the Schwarzschild solution. In this sense, it would be reasonable that Horowitz and

Polchinski focused only on the weakly bounded winding strings in the linearized gravity.

If the Horowitz-Polchinski solution is naively extrapolated to the critical point between

the self-gravitating string phase and black hole phase, the bound state of winding strings

would fall inside the Schwarzschild radius, and hence, the winding string picture might

be expected to break down around the critical point. However, our solution of the

winding string fluid does not break down at the critical point.

In this paper, we have taken non-linear effects of gravity into account and found

that the size of the bound state is slightly larger than the Schwarzschild radius in the

low temperature limit. Our solution is valid at arbitrarily low temperatures and gives

a description even in the black hole phase, contrary to the naive expectation. The

smoothness of the solution, as a function of the temperature, implies that the transition

between the self-gravitating strings and black holes takes place continuously, and there

is no discontinuity between two phases. In this sense, it might be inappropriate to call

it a phase transition, but a discontinuity might be found by taking corrections into

account.

Although the horizonless geometry which approximately the same to the Schwarzschild

black hole possibly turns into an exact black hole with the event horizon when the size of

the star is indistinguishable from the Schwarzschild radius, it may alternatively indicate

that real black holes have no exact event horizon. It is sometimes considered that such

geometries cannot be realized because of the Buchdahl theorem [21]. The Buchdahl

theorem states that no static configuration of the perfect fluid has the radius equal to

or less than 9/8 of the Schwarzschild radius. However, our solution can violate the

Buchdahl inequality. The Buchdahl theorem assumes that the energy density is non-

increasing outward and non-negative. Our solution does not satisfy these assumptions.

The assumption of the Buchdahl theorem is reasonable for fluids of ordinary matters

but is not necessarily satisfied by strings near the Hagedorn temperature. The negative

energy density comes from the condensate of winding strings, or equivalently, appears

because winding strings become tachyonic when the temperature effectively exceeds the

Hagedorn temperature. Effects of the winding string condensate are completely stringy
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and appear only near the string scale. However, these stringy effects possibly become

important even if the Hawking temperature is much lower than the string (or Planck)

scale because the local temperature is highly blue-shifted near black holes.

In this paper, we have ignored the coupling with dilaton field. It would be interesting

to see how the dilaton coupling will modify the results in this paper. Since the fluid of

winding strings couples with the dilaton, the exterior solution would also be modified

from the Schwarzschild spacetime. The fluid model itself is merely an approximation

and winding strings do not behave as a perfect fluid exactly. It would also be interesting

to see more precise behaviors of winding strings, though it is very difficult to solve the

original equations of motion of the winding string field. Even in the fluid model, several

issues are left to be studied in more detail. For example, the Horowitz-Polchinski model

has no normalizable solution for D ≥ 7, whereas we have not reproduced this non-

normalizability in our fluid model. There are several models related to this problem

including charged solutions. They are left for future studies.
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