arXiv:2403.10541v1 [hep-th] 8 Mar 2024

Contact SHIV SoS or Contact Structure Holographique at Intermediate coupling and bulk Viscosity, and Speed of Sound

Shivam Singh Kushwah^∗ and Aalok Misra^†

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

Abstract

Thermal QCD systems like strongly coupled QGP require not only a large ’t-Hooft coupling but also a finite gauge coupling [1]. Unlike almost all top-down holographic models in the literature, holographic large-N thermal QCD models based on this assumption, therefore necessarily require addressing this limit from M theory. In the context of strongly coupled (very large ‘t-Hooft coupling), bulk viscosity ζ of the type IIA-theory dual of thermal QCD-like theories was found to vary like 1 3 −c^2_s [2] (c_s being the speed of sound), and the same at weak coupling using kinetic theory and finite temperature field theory, was shown in [2] to vary like

(_1 3 − c^2_s

)_2 . In this paper, we not only show that at intermediate coupling, ζ varies like a linear combination of the strong and weak coupling results, but also observe that this behavior is related to the existence of Contact 3-Structures that exists only at intermediate coupling effected by the intermediate-N "MQGP" limit [3].

∗email-shivams_kushwah@ph.iitr.ac.in †email- aalok.misra@ph.iitr.ac.in

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 A brief review of M theory uplift inclusive of O(l^6_p) Corrections 6

3 Almost Contact 3-Structures Arising from G_2 Structure 20

4^1_3 − c^2_s up to O(l^6_p) from Scalar Modes of Metric Perturbations 23

5 Spectral function computation of ζ at intermediate coupling 32

6^ζ_η and [4] 42

7 Summary and Discussion 50

A Co-frames near ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2-patches 54

1 Introduction

QCD as a theory of strong interaction has a very interesting phase diagram. Below the deconfinement temperature T < T_c - known as the confining/hadronic phase where the degrees of freedom are hadrons. Above the deconfinement temperature, T > T_c, one has the Quark Gluon plasma phase where the degrees of freedom are quarks and gluons. Very recently in Relativistic Heavy Ion Collision (RHIC) experiments, very close contact with string theoretic results has been found. It was revealed that QGP behaves like an ideal fluid [5], in fact, the most ideal fluid found in any experiments so far, and hence often called as the most perfect fluid of nature. These findings make the hydrodynamic exploration of Quark Gluon Plasma (QGP) to be an obviously interesting enterprise.

Hydrodynamics explores the long wavelength or short frequency behavior of the fluid. The gauge/gravity duality [6–10] plays a central role in providing the possible tools to compute the transport coefficients for the strongly coupled large-N gauge theory plasmas via studying its gravity dual containing a black hole [11–16]. The transport coefficients such as shear viscosity, bulk viscosity, diffusion constant, conductivity, etc., encode the information about the interaction of QGP at long wavelengths. For example, the shear viscosity provides the information about the laminar interaction of the fluid, i.e., how the surface QGP particles interact with their nearest particles up to the length scale of mean free path, and the bulk viscosity explains how the particles interact with each other inside the bulk. The definitions of bulk viscosity and shear viscosity are given by the variation of the stress-energy tensor of the fluid. The variation of stress-energy tensor from equilibrium can be given as (considering only the spatial part) δT^{ij} = η ( ∇^iu^j + ∇^ju^i − 2 3 g^{ij}∇u ) + ζg^{ij}∇u, (1) where η ≡ Shear Viscosity, ζ ≡ Bulk Viscosity and u^i is the fluid velocity.

The trace of the stress-energy tensor carries the information about the pressure. In the rest frame, the fluid pressure, P̂, and the speed of the sound mode, c_s, is given by: .

P̂ = −1 3 T̂ i_i , c2_s = ∂P ∂ϵ . (2)

In recent years some very interesting results were found towards demystifying the behavior of QGP as a voyage of exploration of top-down holographic approach, such as the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy density follows a lower bound proposed by Kovtun, Son, and Starinets i.e., η s ≥^1_{4π} [17] which is satisfied by a large class of physical systems in nature. The QGP produced in RHIC experiments at the Brookhaven National Laboratory follows the aforementioned shear viscosity bound up to multiplicative numerical factors [18]. The bulk viscosity is an essential feature of non-conformal theories. For the conformal theories the bulk viscosity ζ = 0, and for the no-conformal theories ζ ≠ 0, in general. In [19] a general formula for the bulk viscosity is derived for softly broken conformal symmetry. In [20] another bound referred to as the Buchel bound about which we are concerned here is also explored. This bound says that the ratio of the bulk viscosity (ζ) to shear viscosity(η) has a lower bound related to the speed of sound mode (c_s). This is a dynamical bound since the speed of sound and the ratio of bulk viscosity to shear viscosity varies with temperature, but the bound is followed at arbitrary temperature by all theoretical set-ups of gauge theories that possesses a gravitational dual. Several backgrounds supporting this bound have been proposed in recent years [21–25]. The bound is saturated in a number of cases, including the compactification of the p-dimensional gauge theories on a kdimensional torus [26], the case of Little String Theory [27], and the p + 1-dimensional gauge theory plasma holographically dual to a stack of near-extremal D3-branes [21].

Recent endeavors of hydrodynamics of M-theoretic dual of large-N thermal QCD-like theories above deconfinement temperature, T > T_c, in the strong and weak coupling limits, have been explored. The results of these calculations for the compactified M-theoretic eleven dimensional background to five dimensional non-compact background (M_5 = (S^1 × R^3 ) × R_{>0} ) is:

• In the strong coupling limit, the bound is proportional to (^1_3 − c^2_s) [2, 28].

• In the weak coupling limit, the bound is proportional to (^1_3 − c^2_s)^2 [28]. Similar result is followed for pure QCD [29].

Kubo’s formula is a relation used to express the linear response of a quantity due to timedependent perturbation. The fluctuation can be introduced by adding perturbation in U(1) gauge field with the metric in the Dirac Born Infield (DBI) action. Kubo’s formula utilizes the two-point correlation function of the stress-energy tensor to derive the desired expression for the transport coefficients such as bulk viscosity, shear viscosity, etc. We can also get the susceptibilities using Kubo’s relation. A detailed analysis of deriving the susceptibilities is given in [30]. Kubo’s formula for bulk viscosity can be written as: ζ = 1 2 lim_{ω→0} lim_{k→0} ρ_{P P} (ω, k) ω (3) where ρ_{P P} ≡ Spectral function of the pressure-pressure correlator; ω ≡ frequency of the hydrodynamic mode.

Here the limits for ω, and k are the hydrodynamic limit for extracting the short frequency(ω), or long wavelength(λ, with k =^{2π}_λ ) behavior of the system. The spectral function is related to the imaginary part of the pressure-pressure retarded correlation function, ρ_{P P} = 2ImG^{P P}_R (ω).

Paper’s Organization

In Section 2, we will take a brief tour of the M-theory uplift inclusive of O(R^4) corrections of type IIB string theory dual to thermal QCD-like theories on the basis of literature developed in [31–34].

In Section 3, we review the basics of (Almost) Contact 3-Structures arising from G_2-structures (reviewing the basics of the same as well) as well as some relevant results of [3].

Section 4 has to do with obtaining the speed of sound from the EOM for a gauge-invariant combination of scalar modes of metric perturbations. We consider the bosonic part of eleven dimensional supergravity action inclusive of the O(R^4) corrections [32]. Utilizing the metric perturbation of the form (56), we can always decompose the equation of motion into the parts which do not contain the O(β ≡ l^6_p) corrections, i.e., EOM^{β0}_{MN} , and the part which receives O(β) corrections, i.e., EOM^β_{MN} . We write the metric of the non-compact part in the ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates. Then the EOM for the gauge-invariant combination of scalar modes of the metric perturbations, we find that r_h turns out to be an irregular singular point. Requiring the horizon to be a regular singular point of the EOMs for the scalar modes of metric perturbations (75), we find the expression relating the deviation of the square of the speed of

sound from its conformal value, ( 1 3 − c^2_s

)_{1 and 2} in terms of g_s (string coupling), M (the number

of fractional D3-branes in the type IIB dual of [33]), N (the number of color D3-branes in the type IIB dual of [33]), N_f (the number of flavor D7-branes in the same type IIB dual of [33]), and r_h (black-hole horizon radius).

In Section 5, we consider the DBI action for the D6-branes. Coupling the U(1)-gauge field to the pulled-back metric and the pulled-back NS-NS B-field, and solving the EOM for the U(1) gauge field A_t(Z) up to contribution of O(β) in the UV and IR. Considering the fluctuation introduced in the gauge field A_μ here μ = t, x_1, x_2, x_3 due to a particular gauge choice, using the DBI action we obtain the EOM for gauge field fluctuation. Via the gauge-invariant variables, E_{x1} , E_{x2} = E_{x3} = E_T , the EOM corresponding to the fluctuations in the direction Z, t, x_1 can be converted into a single EOM, and for x_2 or x_3 in terms of new variable E_T . Since in the limit q → 0, E_T and E_{x1} are same, and hence a single Schrödinger-like equation is obtained for all E_β with β = t, x_1, x_2, x_3. Writing the on-shell DBI action in terms of the gauge invariant variables E_β’s, we work out the retarded Green function G_{x1x1} in the zero-momentum limit i.e, q → 0, the imaginary part of which provides the spectral function R_{x1x1} . Using Kubo’s formula for the bulk viscosity in the form of retarded Green function we prove that the bulk viscosity at intermediate coupling is the linear combination of the results at weak (i.e.,

(_1 3 − c^2_s

)_2 ) and strong (i.e.,

(_1 3 − c^2_s ) ) coupling.

In Section 6, we use the formalism provided by Eling and Oz[4] where they derived a generic result for bulk-to-shear viscosity ratio for general background containing the scalar fields say Φ_i’s, and non-abelian gauge fields in gauge stress energy tensor in d + 1-dim gravitational action in Einstein frame. In [4] the formula for the bulk-to-shear viscosity ratio is obtained by establishing the focusing (or Raychaudhuri) equation for the background which contains the holographic dual to thermal states in strongly coupled d-dimensional theory: ζ η = c^4_sT^2 ∑ i ( dΦ^i dT + ρ^a dΦ_i dρ^a )_2| | | r=r_h , (4)

where, η ≡ shear viscosity, s ≡ entropy density, ρ^a ≡charge associated with with the gauge fields A^a_μ, and Φ_i ≡ Scalar fields. In the same work, Eling and Oz verify the formula for three broad situations of plasmas: (1) For N = 4 Super Yang-Mills theory, (2) Non-conformal branes, and (3) Holographic models of QCD-related theories. We use this formula to derive the relation between the^ζ_η ratio and g_s, M, N_f , N, and r_h. Consequently, we obtain the desired result for the bulk-to-shear viscosity ratio for the theories at intermediate ’t-Hooft coupling and find the same to be a linear combination of the results in the strong and weak coupling limits.

Section 7 has a summary and discussion of the results obtained in this paper. This also includes the relevance of Contact 3-Structures obtained in the intermediate-N MQGP limit (6) to obtaining the bulk-to-shear-viscosity ratio at intermediate coupling.

There is a single appendix on the coframes of the seven-fold M_7 = S^1_M ×_w (S^1_{thermal} ×_w M_5), M_5 being a non-Einsteinian generalization of T^{1,1}.

2 A brief review of M theory uplift inclusive of O(l^6_p) Corrections

Here we will take a brief review of the M-theory uplift including the O(R^4) corrections of type IIB string theory dual of thermal QCD-like theories. The thermal QCD like theories are the one which are UV conformal, IR confining, and having bi-fundamental quarks^1. The UV-complete type IIB string dual dual to these large N-thermal QCD-like theories was constructed in [33]. The M-theory uplift of this set-up without O(R^4) terms are in [34] and with inclusion of O(R^4) terms are constructed in [32]. We will take a brief detour of this construction here.

• Brane scenario of [33]: The brane scenario contains:

– N D3-branes filling the space-time located at the tip of the warped resolved conifold. – At the same tip of warped resolved conifold M spacetime filling D5 branes are encircling the vansihing crushed S^2 in addition to the North Pole (NP) associated to the resolved squashed S^2 of the radius a (resolution parameter), and space-time filling D5-branes on the tip of the conifold wrapping the earlier mentioned vanishing crushed S^2(θ_1, ϕ_1) and situated at the South Pole (SP) related to the resolved squashed S^2(θ_2, ϕ_2).

– Space-time filling flavour N_f The D7-branes surround the vanishing sqaushed S^3(θ_1, ϕ_1, ψ) and are situated at the North Pole linked to the squashed resolved S^2(θ_2, ϕ_2). They dive into the IR to the extent |μ_{Ouyang}|^23 , where |μ_{Ouyang}| represents the modulus of the Ouyang embedding corresponding with the Ouyang embedding related to the flavour D7-branes: ( 9a^2r^4 + r^6 )_{1/4} e^{i2 (ψ−ϕ1−ϕ2)} sin θ_1 2 sin θ_2 2 = μ_{Ouyang}. (5)

1The quarks transforming under the fundamental representation of color and flavor group are known as the bifundamental quark.

– The same number of flavor D7-brane is located at the South Pole associated with the blown up S^2(θ_2, ϕ_2) and wrapping the vanishing squashed S^3(θ_1, ϕ_1, ψ), and the same number of D5/D7-branes and D5/D7-branes ensuring the UV conformal behaviour in the UV region.

– The N_f flavor D7 and D7-branes infer the flavor gauge group SU(N_f ) × SU(N_f ) in the UV. Since there are no D7-branes in the IR region then the symmetry group SU(N_f ) × SU(N_f ) in the UV breaks down to SU(N_f ) in the IR region. This is equivalent to the chiral symmetry breaking.

– The above brane construction for type IIB dual set-up is summarized in the table (1):

S. No. Branes World Volume

1. N D3 R^{1,3} (t, x^{1,2,3}) × {r = 0}

2. M D5 R^{1,3} (t, x^{1,2,3}) × {r = 0} × S^2(θ_1, ϕ_1) × NP_S2_{a(θ2,ϕ2)}

3. M D5 R^{1,3} (t, x^{1,2,3}) × {r = 0} × S^2(θ_1, ϕ_1) × SP_S2_{a(θ2,ϕ2)}

4. N_f D7 R^{1,3} (t, x^{1,2,3}) × R_+ (r ∈ [|μ_{Ouyang}|^23 , r_{UV}]) × S^3(θ_1, ϕ_1, ψ) × NP_S2_{a(θ2,ϕ2)}

5. N_f D7 R^{1,3} (t, x^{1,2,3}) × R_+ (r ∈ [R_{D5/D5} − ϵ, r_{UV}]) × S^3(θ_1, ϕ_1, ψ) × SP_S2_{a(θ2,ϕ2)}

Table 1: Type IIB string dual brane set-up [33].

• Bulk picture of [33]: Here we go for a brief detour of bulk picture of type IIB dual set-up for thermal QCD like theories:

– In the gravity dual the IR confinement is caused by the deformation of the vanishing squashed S^3 in the conifold. On gravity dual side for QCD like theories this can be achieved via thermal background for T < T_c and black hole background for T > T_C .

– Due to the finite temperature and finite separation between D5 and D5-branes on the brane side, the conifold also requires a S^2-blow-up/resolution (with radius/resolution parameter a).

– As a consequence, we conclude that the string dual associated with thermal QCD-like theories includes a warped resolved deformed conifold in the large-N limit.

– Furthermore, the ten-dimensional warp factor and fluxes take the back-reaction effect into account.

– There are several advantages of the type IIB dual of [33] under the the intermediate-N MQGP limit^2[34], [3], g_s ∼ 1 O(1) , M, N_f ≡ O(1), N > 1, (g_sM^2)^{m1} (g_sN_f )^{m2} N < 1, m_{1,2} ∈ Z^+ ∪ {0}, (6)

as the Seiberg-like duality cascade comes to an end, the number of colors N_c in the IR equals M.

– To obtain Contact (3-) structure(s) and corresponding transverse SU(3) transverse 3-structures, N = 100 ± O(1) was explicitly picked out in [3]. Other set of values of (g_s, M, N_f ) will select another intermediate N.

– The lightest quark flavours corresponds when addressing the embedding of the flavour D7-branes in the vanishing-Ouyang-modulus limit (|μ_{Ouyang}| ≪ 1 in (5)), with N_f = 2 or 3 [35].

S. No. Parameterc Value chosen consistent with (6) Physics reason 1. g_s 0.1 QCD fine structure constant at EW scale 2. M 3 Number of colors after a Seiberg-like duality cascade to match real QCD 3. N_f 2 or 3 Number of light quarks in real QCD

Table 2: QCD-inspired values of g_s, M, N_f

From [33] the form of ten-dimensional type IIB supergravity solution is as follows:

ds^2 = 1 √ h ( −g_1dt^2 + dx^2_1 + dx^2 + dx^2_3 ) + √ h [ g^{−1}_2 dr^2 + r^2dM^2_5 ] , (7)

2The very-large-N MQGP limit with N ≫ 1, (^{gsM 2} ) m1 (gsNf )^{m2} N ≪ 1, m1,2 ∈ Z^+ ∪ {0}, was actually the MQGP limit that was originally suggested in [34].

where 10D warp factor h will be specified later, the black hole functions are denoted by g_i can be given as: g_{1,2}(r, θ_1, θ_2) = 1−^{r4h}_{r4} +O (_{gsM 2} N ) with O (_{gsM 2} N ) corrections are the source of (θ_1, θ_2), where r_h represents the black hole horizon. The compactified five dimensional metric found in (7) can be expressed as:

dM^2_5 = h_1(dψ + cos θ_1 dϕ_1 + cos θ_2 dϕ_2)^2 + h_2(dθ^2_1 + sin^2θ_1 dϕ^2_1) + +h_4(h_3dθ^2 + sin^2θ_2 dϕ^2) + h_5 cos ψ (dθ_1dθ_2 − sin θ_1sin θ_2dϕ_1dϕ_2) + +h_5 sin ψ (sin θ_1 dθ_2dϕ_1 + sin θ_2 dθ_1dϕ_2) , (8)

r > a, h_5 ∼^{(deformation parameter)2}

r^3 ≪ a^2 r^2 ∀r ≫ (deformation parameter) 2 3 . The h_i’s that occur in the compact five-dimensional metric (8) are:

h_1 = 1 9 + O ( g_sM^2 N ) , h_2 = 1 6 + O ( g_sM^2 N ) , h_4 = h_2 + a^2 r^2 , h_3 = 1 + O ( g_sM^2 N ) , h_5 ≠ 0, (9)

The non-extremal resolved warped deformed conifold implied by equations (8) and (9) includes a S^2-blowup (as h_4 − h_2 =^{a2}_{r2} ), a S^3-blowup (as h_5 ≠ 0), and squashing of a S^2 (as h_3 is not specifically unity). In the deep infrared, we obtain a warped squashed S^2(a)×S^3(ϵ), where ϵ is the deformation parameter. The horizon’s shape is warped squashed S^2×S^3. The ten-dimensional warp factor in the IR, which takes backreaction into account, is provided by: h(r, θ_{1,2}) =

L^4 r^4 [ 1 + 3g_sM^2_{eff} 2πN logr { 1 + 3g_sN^{eff}_f 2π ( logr + 1 2 ) + g_sN^{eff}_f 4π log ( sin θ_1 2 sin θ_2 2 )}] ,(10)

While M_{eff} /N^{eff}_f does not always equal M/N_f , we suppose the two are equal up to O (_{gsM 2} N ) .

Up to O(g_sN_f ) in the infrared (IR) [33]:

(a) ~F_3 = 2MA_1 ( 1 + 3g_sN_f 2π log r ) e_ψ ∧ 1 2 (sin θ_1 dθ_1 ∧ dϕ_1 − B_1 sin θ_2 dθ_2 ∧ dϕ_2) − 3g_sMN_f 4π A_2 dr r ∧ e_ψ ∧ ( cot θ_2 2 sin θ_2 dϕ_2 − B_2 cot θ_1 2 sin θ_1 dϕ_1 )

− 3g_sMN_f 8π A_3 sin θ_1 sin θ_2 ( cot θ_2 2 dθ_1 + B_3 cot θ_1 2 dθ_2 ) ∧ dϕ_1 ∧ dϕ_2, (b) H_3 = 6g_sA_4M ( 1 + 9g_sN_f 4π log r + g_sN_f 2π log sin θ_1 2 sin θ_2 2 ) dr r ∧ 1 2 ( sin θ_1 dθ_1 ∧ dϕ_1 − B_4 sin θ_2 dθ_2 ∧ dϕ_2 ) + 3g^2_s MN_f 8π A_5 ( dr r ∧ e_ψ − 1 2 de_ψ )

∧ ( cot θ_2 2 dθ_2 − B_5 cot θ_1 2 dθ_1 ) , (c) F_5 = 1 g_s [ d^4x ∧ dh^{−1} + ∗ ( d^4x ∧ dh^{−1} )] , (11)

with e_ψ = dψ + cos θ_1dϕ_1 + cos θ_2dϕ_2; the asymmetry factors A_i, B_i can be written as: A_i = 1 + O (_{a2} r^2 or a^2 log r

r or^{a2 log r}_{r2} ) + O (_{deformation parameter2}

r^3 ) , B_i = 1 + O

(_{a2 log r}

r or^{a2 log r}_{r2} or^{a2 log r}_{r3} ) + O (_{(deformation parameter)2}

r^3 ) . • Color-Flavor Length Scale’s Enhancement: An Infra-Red (IR) color-flavor enhancement associated with the length scale in the MQGP limit (6) with respect to a Planckian length scale in the Klebanov-Strassler(KS)’s model [36] even for O(1) M is obtained by incorporating terms higher order in g_sN_f in the RR and NS-NS three-form fluxes (11) and the next-to-leading order terms in N within the metric (9). This guarantees that quantum and stringy corrections are suppressed. This is partly discussed in [31].The following is a summary of the argument, which we also extend to the argument of suppression of loop/quantum corrections.

– Stringy/α^′ correction’s Suppression: The ten dimensional warp factor (10) near (19)/(20), where utilizing (4), the angular part can be ignore (as near (19)/(20)), | |log (sin (^θ1_2 ) sin (^θ2_2 )) | | ∼ log N < | log r| ∼ N 1/3):

h = 4πg_s r^4 [ N_{eff} (r) +

9g_sM^2_{eff} g_sN^{eff}_f 2 (2π)^2 log r ] , (12) where [33]

N_{eff} (r) = ∫ resolved warped deformed conifold base M_5

(F_5 + B_2 ∧ F_3) = N [ 1 + 3g_sM^2_{eff} 2πN ( log r +

3g_sN^{eff}_f 2π (log r)^2 )] , M_{eff} (r) = ∫ S^3 dual to e_ψ∧(Ω_{11} −B_1Ω_{22})

F̃_3

= M + 3g_sN_f M 2π log r + ∑ m≥1 ∑ n≥1 N^m_f M^nf_{mn}(r), N^{eff}_f (r) = 4πC_0 (ψ − ϕ_1 − ϕ_2)

= N_f + ∑ m≥1 ∑ n≥0 N^m_f M^ng_{mn}(r), (13)

where Ω_{ii} = sin θ_idθ_i ∧ dϕ_i, i = 1, 2;e_ψ = dψ + cos θ_1dϕ_1 + cos θ_2dϕ_2; . Generally in the IR region, f_{mn}(r) and g_{mn}(r) are proportional to positive integral powers of log r. Terms occurring in double summation in M_{eff} in (13) have higher order in g_sN_f in (11) and the next-to-leading order terms in (9). By means of r → re^{− 2π3gsM}eff , under Seiberg duality N_{eff} → N_{eff} − M_{eff} + N^{eff}_f , [37]. Thus, one anticipates a r = r_0 : N_{eff} (r_0) = 0 following a Seiberg-like duality cascade. Thus, the length scale of (7) in the IR is as follows^3:

L_(7_) ∼ N^{34}_f ( ∑ m≥0 ∑ n≥0 N^m_f M^nf_{mn}(r_0) ) ( ∑ l≥0 ∑ p≥0 N^l_f M^pg_{lp}(r_0)

) 1_4 (log r_0)^{14} L_{KS},(14)

where L_{KS} = (g_sM)^{14} √ α^′. The length scale for the MQGP limit (6), where M and N_f are of O(1), may have a color-flavor enhancement in the IR (arising from the logarithmic IR enhancement in the double series summation in (14)) as compared to KS, according to the relationship (14) and (15) - (4)^4. Consequently, L ≫ L_{KS}(∼ L_{Planck}) within the MQGP limit (6) implies that the stringy (α^′) corrections have been suppressed so we can rely on supergravity calculations with sub-dominant contributions arising from the higher derivative (type II l^6_s /M − theory l^6_p) corrections within the IR, regardless of N^{IR}_c = M = 3 and N_f = 2(u/d) + 1(s).

3Employing L = (4πgsN_{eff} )^{14} and h ∼^{L4}_{r4} .

4It would be simpler to deal with the type IIB side rather than its type IIA mirror in order to obtain an acceptable r0/r_h [2] since the mirror a la SYZ maintains the radial coordinate. Let’s define a effective number of three-brane charge first in order to move forward: N_{eff} (r) = ∫ M5 F^{IIB}_5 + ∫ M5 B^{IIB}_2 ∧ F^{IIB}_3 , (15)

where [33] gives the values of B^{IIB}_2 , F^{IIB}_3 , and F^{IIB}_5 . The base of the resolved warped-defomed conifold is essentially the

– At O(R^4), no perturbative quantum/loop corrections beyond one loop.:

The reasoning of [38], which states that perturbative corrections to this term beyond one loop in the zero-instanton sector are prohibited by a SL(2, Z) completion of the effective R^4 action, will now be summarised. It is possible to demonstrate that the entire effective R^4 action in Einstein’s frame has the following form:

S_R4 = (α^′)^{−1} [ Aζ(3)τ^{3/2}_2 + Bτ^{−1/2}_2 + Ce^{2πiτ} + · · · ] R^4 ≡ (α^′)^{−1}f(τ, τ̄)R^4, (16)

where, A, B are known numerical constants, τ = C_rmRR + ie^{−ϕ} ≡ τ_1 + iτ_2 (type IIB) and τ̄ can affect C. R^4 denotes the contractions that figure in (23) - (24); · · · indicates perturbative and nonperturbative possible corrections to the coefficient of R^4 The (α^′)^3 tree-level contribution is represented by the first term in (16), and the one-loop with respect to the first by the second. On the other hand, (16) needs to be invariant under transformations of SL(2, Z). The structure of τ → (aτ + b)(cτ + d)^{−1} (a, b, c, d ∈ Z : ad − bc = 1) is extremely strongly constrained. Given that the R^4 factor is already SL(2, Z)-invariant, f(τ, τ̄) has to be independently invariant as well, which suggests a sum over of all instantons and anti-instantons. According to [38], the following straightforward function satisfies these strong constraints: f(τ, τ̄) = ∑ Z∋(p,n)≠(0,0) τ^{3/2}_2 |p + nτ|^3 = 2ζ(3)τ^{3/2}_2 +

2π^2 3 τ^{−1/2}_2 + 8πτ^{1/2}_2 ∑ m≠0n≥1 | | | m n | | | e^{2πimnτ1} K1(2π|mn|τ2) = 2ζ(3)τ^{3/2}_2 +

2π^2 3 τ^{−1/2}_2

+4π^{3/2} ∑ m,n≥1 ( m n^3 )_{1/2} (e^{2πimnτ} + e^{−2πimnτ̄} ) ( 1 + ∞∑ k=1 (4πmnτ_2)^{−k} Γ(k − 1/2) Γ(−k − 1/2) ) , (17)

five-dimensional internal space M 5 , with coordinates (θi, ϕi, ψ). [2] illustrates this,

N_{eff} (r0) = N +

3gsM^2 log r 10r^4 { 18πr(gsN_f )^2 log N 1∑ k=0 ( 18a^2(−1)^k log r + r^2

) ( 108a2 log r 2k + 1 + r )

+5 ( 3a^2(gs − 1) + r^2 ) (3gsN_f log r + 2π)(9gsN_f log r + 4π) [ 9a^2gsN_f log ( e^2 r^3 ) + 4πr^2 ]} , = N [ 1 + 6π log r (3gsN_f log r + 2π) (9gsN_f log r + 4π) gsM^2 N ] + O [ gsM^2 N (gsN_f )^2 log N ] . Keep in mind that the presumption of tiny r0 is important in this case since it suggests that gsN_f | log r0| dominating other constant parts. Getting r0 by solving N_{eff} (r0) = 0 gives r0 ∼ r_h ∼ e^{−κrh (M,Nf ,gs )N} 1 3 , κr_h = 1 3(6π)^{1/3}(gsN_f )^{2/3}(gsM^2)^{1/3} .

where performing a perturbative expansion in^1_{τ2} of the non-perturbative instanton contribution of charge mn, one uses the asymptotic expansion for K_1(z) for large z in the last line of (17).

After the one-loop term, the perturbative terms in (17) come to an end. With an action proportional to |mn|, the non-perturbative terms take the form of a sum over single multiply-charged instantons and anti-instantons. In the final line of (17), the words enclosed in parenthesis denote the endless series of perturbative adjustments around the instantons with a mn charge. Thus, it is clear that perturbative corrections do not figure in the action up to O(R^4), i.e., S_R4 , beyond one loop in the zero-instanton sector. Using the previously cited argument of suppression of stringy/α^′-corrections, it follows that even the one-loop contribution will be repressed (since it doubles the R^4- contractions). This played a crucial in proving the "non-renormalization" in analogues of the components of chaos the Lyapunov exponent and butterfly velocity[39].

• Planckian and large-N suppression vs IR enhancement: In the ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2- coordinate patch, it was demonstrated in [32] that up to O(β), r = χr_h, χ ≡ O(1), and in the IR: f_{MN} ∼ β (log R_h)^m R^n_hN^{βN} , m ∈ {0, 1, 3} , n ∈ {0, 2, 5, 7} , β_N > 0, (18) where R_h ≡^{rh}_{RD5/D5} . Here, |R_h| ≪ 1. According to estimates from [2], | log R_h| ∼ N^13 , suggesting that there is a competition between infrared enhancement resulting from m, n ≠ 0 in (18) and Planckian and large-N suppression. Selecting an order: β ∼ e^{−γβ N γN} , γ_β, γ_N > 0 : γ_βN^{γN} > 7N^13 + (_m 3 − β_N ) log N (making sure the IR enhancement does not overwhelm Planckian suppression; to set a lower bound on γ_{β,N} /Planckian suppression, we took the O(β) correction to G^M_{yz} , which had the largest IR enhancement). One will have to go to a higher order in β if γ_βN^{γN} ∼ 7N^13 . Thus, the question of when one can truncate at O(β) is answered by this.

• M-Theory Uplift of [33]: The O(R^4) terms in eleven-dimensional supergravity action have been included in [32] to investigate the thermal QCD intermediate coupling regime. The type IIB setup was first built as a type IIA Strominger-Yau-Zaslow (SYZ) mirror, and the former was then raised to M-theory. The result of this process was the M-theory. A triple T-duality has been performed along a local special Lagrangian (sLag) T^3(x, y, z), where (x, y, z) are the toroidal equivalents of (ϕ_1, ϕ_2, ψ), to arrive at the type IIA SYZ mirror associated with type IIB setup. we can understand this within large N complex structure T^2-invariant sLag of [40] where the limit for large complex structures is been attained by guaranteeing the base B(r, θ_1, θ_2) (of a T^3(ϕ_1, ϕ_2, ψ)-fibration via B(r, θ_1, θ_2)) large [34], [31] T-dualization of all the color and flavor D-branes of type IIB setup results in color and flavor D6-branes. Applying the uplift of M-theory to all angles θ_{1,2}, ψ is comparable to [41] (which involves D5-branes encircling a resolved squashed S^2). Regardless of whether the delocalization is eliminated or not, this uplift maps to a true G_2 structure that satisfies the equations of motion. Additionally, working under the aforementioned vanishing-Ouyang-embedding’s-modulus limit (essentially limited to the first-generation quarks[+s quark]) from (5) makes it evident that one will have to work close to minuscule values of θ_{1,2}. We do, for example, work close to

(θ_1, θ_2) = ( α_{θ1} N^{1/5} , α_{θ2} N^{3/10} ) , α_{θ1,2} ≡ O(1). (19)

Furthermore, the somewhat different powers of N for the delocalized θ_{1,2} remind us that the resolved S^2(θ_2, ϕ_2) and vanishing S^2(θ_1, ϕ_1) in the two squashed S^2s are not at the ”same footing”. From the point of view of the on-shell action, the results up to O(^1_N ) become independent of the de-localization by replacing the O(1) de-localization parameters α_{θ1,2} with N^{1/5} sin θ_1 or N^{3/10} sin θ_2, respectively (as demonstrated in [32]). After that one might choose another de-localization via replacing sin θ_{1,2} with ( α̃_{θ1} N^{γθ}1 , α̃_{θ2} N^{γθ}2 ) , γ_{θ1} ≠ 1 5 , γ_{θ2} ≠ 3 10 , α̃_{θ1,2} ≡ O(1). (20)

The metric of [33] for M-theory uplift (at finite-but-large-N/intermediate coupling) can be defined as [34], [32],:

ds^2_{11} = e^{− 2ϕIIA3} [ 1 √ h(r, θ_{1,2}) ( −g(r)dt^2 + ( dx^1 )_2 + ( dx^2 )_2 + ( dx^3 )_2)

+ √ h(r, θ_{1,2}) ( dr^2 g(r) + ds^2_{IIA}(r, θ_{1,2}, ϕ_{1,2}, ψ) )] + e^{4ϕIIA3} ( dx^{11} + A^{F IIB1 +F IIB3 +F IIB5} IIA )_2

,(21)

where the type IIA dilaton profile is ϕ^{IIA}, the type IIB fluxes (F^{IIB}_{1,3,5}) are formed from type IIB fluxes (A^{F IIBi=1,3,5}_{IIA} ) by applying SYZ mirror to type IIB string dual [33], and g(r) = 1−^{r4h}_{r4} . The definition of T < T_c, the thermal gravitational dual for low temperature QCD, is as follows:

ds^2_{11} = e^{− 2ϕIIA3} [ 1 √ h(r, θ_{1,2}) ( −dt^2 + ( dx^1 )_2 + ( dx^2 )_2 + g̃(r) ( dx^3 )_2)

+ √ h(r, θ_{1,2}) ( dr^2 g̃(r) + ds^2_{IIA}(r, θ_{1,2}, ϕ_{1,2}, ψ) )] + e^{4ϕIIA3} ( dx^{11} + A^{F IIB1 +F IIB3 +F IIB5} IIA )_2 , (22)

with g̃(r) = 1 −^{r40}_{r4} . Noticing that in (21), t → x^3, x^3 → t, and then performing a Double Wick rotation in the new x^3, t coordinates produces (21); h(r, θ_{1,2}) is the ten dimensional warp factor[33, 34]. We can also express this as: −g^{BH}_{tt} (r_h → r_0) = g_x3_x3^{Thermal}(r_0) in the results of [42], [32] (Refer to [43] regarding Euclidean/black D4-branes in type IIA). The solitonic M3 brane’s spatial component will be taken [locally, it may be seen as a homologous sum of S^2_{squashed} wrapping around a solitonic M5-brane [44]]. in (22), where^{2r0}_{L2} [ 1 + O (_{gsM 2} N )] provides the very tiny M_{KK} and their world volume is given by R^2 (x^{1,2}) × S^1(x^3). We get the period of S^1(x^3) from very large^{2π}_{MKK} , where L = (4πg_sN)^{14} and r_0 signify the minuscule IR cut-off that characterises the thermal background,(see also [45]). Consequently, lim_{MKK→0} R^2 (x^{1,2}) × S^1(x^3) = R^3 (x^{1,2,3}) yields the recovery of 4D Physics. Regarding the thermal background associated with T < T_c, the working metric for g̃(r) in (22) will be set to unity.

We consider here the bosonic part of eleven dimensional supergravity action inclusive of O(R^4) corrections[32], S = 1 2κ^2_{11} [∫ M_{11} √ gR + ∫ ∂M_{11} √ hK − 1 2 ∫ M_{11} √ gG^2_4 − 1 6 ∫ M_{11}

C_3 ∧ G_4 ∧ G_4

+ (4πκ^2_{11})^{23} (2π)^43^2.2^{13} (∫ M d^{11}x √ g ( J_0 − 1 2 E_8 ) + 3^2.2^{13} ∫ C_3 ∧ X_8 + ∫ t_8t_8G^2R^3 + ·· )] − S^{ct},

(23)

where: J_0 = 3 · 2^8(R^{HMNK} R_{P MNQ}R_H^{RSP} R^Q_{RSK} + 1 2 R^{HKMN} R_{P QMN} R_H^{RSP} R^Q_{RSK} ), E_8 = 1 3! ϵ^{ABCM1N1...M4N4} ϵ_{ABCM} ′_{1N} ′_{1...M} ′_{4N} ′_4 R^{M ′1N ′1}_{M1N1} . . . R^{M ′4N ′4}_{M4N4} , , t_8t_8G^2R^3 = t^{M1...M8}_8 t^8_{N1....N8} G_{M1}^{N1P Q}G_{M2}^{N2}_{P Q}R^{N3N4}_{M3M4} R^{N5N6}_{M5M6} R^{N7N8}_{M7M8} ,

X_8 = 1 192 ( tr R^4 − 1 4 (tr R^2)^2 ) , κ^2_{11} =

(2π)^8l^9_p 2 . (24)

where the t_8 symbol can be defined as follows [32]: t^{N1 ...N8} 8 = 1 16 ( − 2 ( g^{N1N3} g^{N2N4} g^{N5N7} g^{N6N8} + g^{N1N5} g^{N2N6} g^{N3N7} g^{N4N8} + g^{N1N7} g^{N2N8} g^{N3N5} g^{N4N6} )

+8 ( g^{N2N3} g^{N4N5} g^{N6N7} g^{N8N1} + g^{N2N5} g^{N6N3} g^{N4N7} g^{N8N1} + g^{N2N5} g^{N6N7} g^{N8N3} g^{N4N1} ) −(N1 ↔ N2) − (N3 ↔ N4) − (N5 ↔ N6) − (N7 ↔ N8) ) , (25)

where the inverse metric is g^{NiNj} with (i, j = 1, 2, .., 8). The counter terms needed for holographic renormalization of (23) are represented by S^{ct}.

The on-shell bulk action we found for eleven dimensional supergravity can be written as: [46]:

S^{on−shell} = − 1 2 [ −2S^{(0)}_{EH} + 2S^{(0)}_{GHY} + β ( 20 11 SEH − 2 ∫ M11 √ −g^{(1)}R^{(0)} + 2SGHY − 2 11 ∫ M11 √ −g^{(0)}g^{MN}_{(0)} δJ0 δg^{MN}_{(0)} )] , (26)

where O(β^0) and O(β) contributions to the different terms occurring in (26) are indicated by superscripts ”(0)” and ”(1)”. The UV divergences of the terms found in (26) have the following form: ∫ M_{11} √ −gR | | |_{UV−divergent} , ∫ ∂M_{11} √ −hK | | |_{UV−divergent} ∼ r^4UV log r^{UV}, ∫ M_{11} √ −gg^{MN} δJ_0 δg^{MN} | | |_{UV−divergent} ∼ r^4_{UV} log r_{UV}

. (27)

We shown in [46] that the boundary terms: ∫ ∂M_{11} √ −hK | | |_{r=rUV} and ∫ ∂M_{11} √ −hh^{mn ∂J0}_{∂hmn} | | |_{r=rUV} , can be combined linearly in a suitable way to cancel above UV divergences (27).

Via the variation of action with respect to metric g_{MN} , and the three form potential C_{MNP} , we have following equation of motion as follows:

EOM_{MN} : R_{MN} − 1 2 g_{MN} R − 1 12 ( G_{MP QR}G^{P QR}_N − g_{MN} 8 G_{P QRS} G^{P QRS} )

= −β [ g_{MN} 2 ( J_0 − 1 2 E_8 ) + δ δg^{MN} ( J_0 − 1 2 E_8 )] , d ∗ G = 1 2 G ∧ G + 3^22^{13} (2π)^4 βX_8, (28)

where [47]: β ≡ (2π^2)^{13} (κ^2_{11})^{23} (2π)^4 3^22^{12}

∼ l^6_p. (29)

The symbols R_{MNP Q}, R_{MN} , R represent the elven-dimensional Riemann curvature tensor, the Ricci tensor, and the Ricci scalar in (23)/(28). The ansatz created to address (28) was as follows:

g_{MN} = g^{(0)}_{MN} + βg^{(1)}_{MN} , C_{MNP} = C^{(0)}_{MNP} + βC^{(1)}_{MNP} . (30)

The equations of motion associated with C_{MNP} can be described explicitly as:

β∂ (√ −g∂C^{(1)} ) + β∂ [(√ −g )_{(1)}

∂C^{(0)} ] + βϵ_{11}∂C^{(0)}∂C^{(1)} = O(β^2) ∼ 0[up to O(β)]. (31)

C^β_{MNP} = 0 has been shown in [32] to be a consistent truncation of O(β) corrections. By providing C_{zz} − 2C_{θ1z} = 0, |C_{θ1x}| ≪ 1, the M-theory uplift of [34], [31], where C_{MN} are the constants of integration appearing in the solutions to the equations of motion of h_{MN} and the delocalized toroidal coordinates T^3(x, y, z) that corresponds to some (r, θ_1, θ_2) = (⟨r⟩, ⟨θ_1⟩, ⟨θ_2⟩) can be expressed as [34]: dx = √ 1 6 + O ( g_sM^2 N ) h^{14} ( ⟨r⟩, ⟨θ_{1,2}⟩ ) ⟨r⟩ sin⟨θ_1⟩dϕ_1,

dy = √ 1 6 + a^2 r^2 + O ( g_sM^2 N ) h^{14} ( ⟨r⟩, ⟨θ_{1,2}⟩ ) ⟨r⟩ sin⟨θ_2⟩dϕ_2,

dz = √ 1 6 + O ( g_sM^2 N ) h^{14} ( ⟨r⟩, ⟨θ_{1,2}⟩ ) ⟨r⟩dψ, (32) where the 10-D warp factor is given in (10). Given this, O(R^4) adjustments are only made to the metric and have the following definition:

δg_{MN} = g^{(1)}_{MN} = g^{(0)}_{MN} f_{MN} (r). (33)

The M theory metric usually has the following form when O(R^4) improvements are applied:

g_{MN} = g^{(0)}_{MN} (1 + βf_{MN} (r)) . (34)

where [32] provides f_{MN} (r). The metric components (34) are calculated near the -coordinate patches ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2 where g_{rM} = 0, M ≠ r and decouple the M_5 = (S^1 ×_w R^3 ) × R_{>0} and the unwarped M̃_6(S^1_M ×_w T^{NE}) of SU(3) structure, where S^1_M, and T^{NE} is the M-theory circle and the non-Einsteinian deformation of T^{1,1} respectively.

• Conceptual Physics issues miscellanea:

– The validity regime of top-down holographic model and Λ_{QCD}: Of course, we are interested in finding out on what scales the novel top-down holographic model is expected to agree with QCD. The key idea that answers this question is that the radial coordinate’s range of change on the supergravity dual, which is equivalent to the energy scale in theories which are QCD like, can be given by: { r| N_{eff} (r) = ∫ M_5(θ_{1,2} ,ϕ_{1,2},ψ) (F5 + B2 ∧ C3) ≈ 0 } ∩ {r| M_{eff} ≡ O(1)}, where M_5(θ_{1,2}, ϕ_{1,2}, ψ) is the base of the non-Kähler resolved warped deformed conifold. We can possibly show that N_{eff} (r) ∼ N [ 1 + g_s^{gsM 2(gsNf )}_N log^3 r ] [48] in the IR (in which | log r| ≫ 1) in the MQGP limit. Estimated from (13), M [ 1 +^{3gsNf M log r}_{2π} ] ≡ O(1), or log r = −^{2π(−O(1)+M)}_{3gsMNf} ], and adding N_{eff} for N ∼ 10^2, N_f = 3, yields M ∼ O(1) that is comparable to the MQGP limit.

To understand the upper limit in energy on the QCD side, or r on the gravitational counterpart side, we need to understand the non-perturbative QCD scale, Λ_{QCD}, under the framework of the geometrical facts related to the top-down holographic model. Remember that SU(M + N) and SU(N) gauge couplings, g_{SU(M+N)} and g_{SU(N)} respectively satisfy [33]

4π^2 ( 1 g^2_{SU(M+N)} + 1 g^2_{SU(N)} ) e^{ϕIIB(r,θ10,θ20)} = π (35)

4π^2 ( 1 g^2_{SU(M+N)} − 1 g^2_{SU(N)} ) e^{ϕIIB(r,θ10,θ20)} ∼ 1 2πα^′ ∫ S^2(θ_1,ϕ_1)

B^{IIB}

∼ g_sM_{eff} (r)N^{eff}_f (r) log r | |_{r∈IR−UV interpolating region} . (36)

Recall that^r_{RD5/D5} ,^a_{RD5/D5} are in fact present anywhere as r, a, where √ 3a has been assumed to be R_{D5/D5}, and a denotes the resolution parameter associated to the blownup S^2 [48]. As a result, ‘Λ_{QCD} = R_{D5/D5} ∼ √ 3a”, meaning that non-perturbative QCD begins when the gauge couplings stated earlier grow very high near r = R_{D5/D5}.

– Scale hierarchy in the gravitational dual: An infrared cut-off indicates the far infrared boundary. r_0^5. The separation of D5 − D5 branes R_{D5/D5} serves an additional scale such that at energies larger than R_{D5/D5}, the D5 − D5 strings become massive. The gauge group energies lower than R_{D5/D5} gets reduced to SU(M + N) × SU(N) which is Klebanov-Strassler like; furthermore a U(1)^M is present to support massless strings that start and finish atop the same D5-brane. Calculations are usually carried out in the "near-horizon" limit, where a ten-dimensional warp factor h(r, θ_{1,2}) ∼^{L4}_{r4} (1 + f (r; N, M, N_f )), as well as in the UV (i.e. one removes the 1 that appears, for example, in the warp factor appearing in the Klebanov-Witten supergravity dual: h = 1 +^{L4}_{r4} ), where L ≡ (4πg_sNα^′)^{14} , and hence the UV cut-off r_{UV}^<∼ L. Thus, under our top-down holographic dual the gravitational counterparts of Λ_{QCD} and r_{UV} stay separated.

• Hierarchy t^2_8G^2R^3 < E_8 < J_0: We can verify the leading order in N contribution to J_0 in the following manner[32]:

J_0 = 1 2 R^{ϕ2rθ1r}R_{rψθ1r}R^{rϕ1r}_{ϕ2} R^ψ_{rϕ1r} − R^{ϕ2rθ1r}R_{ϕ1rθ1r}R^{rϕ1r}_{ϕ2} R^{θ1}_{rθ1r}, (37) 5There is another scale present in the type IIB holographic dual. This scale is provided by the D7-branes being embedded via the Ouyang’s embedding (5). The modulus corresponding to the Ouyang embedding parameter |μ|^{23} is used to measure the radial separation between the color D3-branes and the ‘deepest” embedded flavor D7-branes into the IR. This amount is equivalent to the lightest quark’s mass. As a result, the hierarchy might be improved by assuming that the IR is r ∈ [r0, |μ|^{23} ], the UV region is r ∈ [|μ|^{23} , R_{D5/D5}], and the IR-UV interpolating region is r ∈ [|μ|^{23} , R_{D5/D5}]

although, for instance, close to (19),

J_0 ∼ a^{10}

(_1

log N )_{8/3} M (_1 N )_{7/4} (9a^2 + r^2) (r^4 − r_h^4) log(r)Σ_1 ∑ n_1,n_2,n_3:n_1+n_2+n_3=6 κn1,n2,n3 a

2n_1 r2n_2 r2n3 h √ g_sN_f^{5/3}r^{16} (3a^2 − r^2)^8 (6a^2 + r^2)^7 α^3_{θ2} ∼ ( 1 N )_{7/4} , (38)

where Σ_1 is defined in (62), and ∑ n_1,n_2,n_3:n_1+n_2+n_3=6 κn1,n2,n3 a

2n_1 r2n_2 r2n3

h = −81a^8r^4 + 243a^8r_h^4 + 27a^6r^6 − 36a^6r^2r_h^4 + 15a^4r^8 − 27a^4r^4r_h^4 + a^2r^{10} − 2a^2r^6r_h^4. We can show for an arbitrarily small θ_{1,2} that

J_0 ∼ a^{10}

(_1

log N )_{8/3} M (_1 N )_{29/20} (9a^2 + r^2) (r^4 − r_h^4) log(r) √ g_sN_f^{5/3}r^{16} (3a^2 − r^2)^8 (6a^2 + r^2)^7 sin^3 θ_2 × (( 19683 √ 6 sin^6 θ_1 + 6642 sin^2 θ_2 sin^3 θ_1 − 40 √ 6 sin^4 θ_2 ) ∑ n_1,n_2,n_3:n_1+n_2+n_3=6

κ_{n1,n2,n3} a^{2n1} r^{2n2} r^{2n3}_h ) . (39)

Further, the variation of E_8: δE8 ∼ − 2 3 δg~_M~_N g^{N ′1Ñ} ϵ^{ABCM1 N1 ,,,M4N4} ϵ_{ABCM} ′_{1 N} ′_{1...M} ′_{4N} ′_4 R^{M ′1M̃}_{M1N1} R^{M ′2N ′2}_{M2 N2} R^{M ′3N ′3}_{M2 N2} R^{M ′4N ′4}_{M4 N4} + δg~_M~_N 3 [ 2ϵ^{ABCM1 Ñ ,,,M4N4} ϵ_{ABCM} ′_{1 N} ′_{1...M} ′_{4N} ′_4 g^{N ′1Ñ1} g^{M ′1M̃} D~_{N1} DM_1 ( R^{M ′2N ′2}_{M2N2} R^{M ′3N ′3}_{M2N2} R^{M ′4N ′4}_{M4N4} )

+ϵ^{ABCM1 N1 ,,,M4N4} ϵ_{ABCM} ′_{1 N} ′_{1 ...M} ′_{4N} ′_4 g^{N ′1Ñ1} g^{M ′1M̃} [D~_{N1} , DM_1 ] ( R^{M ′2N ′2}_{M2 N2} R^{M ′3N ′3}_{M2 N2} R^{M ′4N ′4}_{M4 N4} )

−2ϵ^{ABCM1 M̃,,,M4N4} ϵ_{ABCM} ′_{1 N} ′_{1 ...M} ′_{4N} ′_4 g^{N ′1Ñ} g^{M ′1L̃}D~_{L1} DM_1 ( R^{M ′2N ′2}_{M2 N2} R^{M ′3N ′3}_{M2N2} R^{M ′4N ′4}_{M4N4} ) ] , (40)

where [49] ϵ^{ABCM1 M2...M8} ϵ_{ABCM} ′_{1 M} ′_{2...M} ′_8 R^{M ′1M ′2}_{M1 M2} R^{M ′3M ′4}_{M3M4} R^{M ′5M ′6}_{M5M6} R^{M ′7M ′8}_{M7M8} = −3!8!δ^{M1}_{[M ′1} ...δ^{M8}_{M ′8 ]}R^{M ′1M ′2}_{M1M2} R^{M ′3M ′4}_{M3M4} R^{M ′5M ′6}_{M5M6} R^{M ′7M ′8}_{M7 M8} . (41)

To assess the contribution of E_8, eight out of eleven space-time indices need to be chosen with the proper anti-symmetrization. Taking the following:

R^{M1N1}_{M1N1} R^{M2N2}_{M2N2} R^{M3N3}_{M3N3} R^{M4N4}_{M4N4} , one sort of term that can be obtained with (41). Following extensive and painstaking computations, via the most dominant term in the MQGP limit it is then feasible to establish that the above generates a "^1_{N 2} " scaling for arbitrarily tiny θ_{1,2}, not restricted to (5) which is as follows:

E_8 ∋ R^{tx1}_{tx}1 R^{x2x3}_x2_x3 R^{rθ1}_{rθ1} ( R^{ψx10}_{ψx10} + R^{ϕ1ψ}_{ϕ1ψ} + R^{yz}_{ϕ2ψ} ) ∼ O ( 1 N^2 ) . (42)

An analogous analysis for the remaining sorts of summands in (41) yields a corresponding N dependency. Consequently,^{E8}_{J0} ∼^1_{N α} for any α > 0. In fact, the hierarchy that is achieved is claimed to be t^2_8G^2R^3 < E_8 < J_0 in [32]. Consequently, only the term ”J_0” is taken into account for calculation purposes in this study, which is similar to [3, 35, 46, 50, 51]^6.

3 Almost Contact 3-Structures Arising from G_2 Structure

In this section we briefly review what (Almost) Contact 3-Structures are and how they are obtained from G_2 structures. We also summarize the relevant results of [3].

Let M_7 be an odd-dimensional Riemannian manifold equipped with a metric g, assumed to admit an endomorphism J of the tangent bundle T M_7, a unit vector field R (with respect to the metric g) called the Reeb vector field, and a one form σ which satisfy J^2 = −1 + R ⊗ σ, σ(R) = 1.

M_7 is then said to admit an almost contact structure (J, R, σ) (ACS) and σ is called the contact potential [52]. The structure group of the tangent space reduces to U(n) × 1 where 2n + 1 is the dimension of M_7.

The ACS is said to be a contact structure if σ ∧ dσ.... ∧ dσ ≠ 0 ∀points ∈ M_7. A Riemannian manifold M_7 with an ACS (J, R, σ) has an almost contact metric structure (J, R, σ, g) (ACMS) if, g(Ju, Jv) = g(u, v) − σ(u)σ(v), ∀u, v ∈ Γ(T M_7). The fundamental two-form ω of the almost contact manifold is then defined as, ω(u, v) = g(Ju, v), ∀u, v ∈ Γ(T M_7) and satisfies σ ∧ ω ∧ .... ∧ ω ≠ 0. Almost contact 3-structures (AC3S) on a manifold M_7 are defined by three distinct ACSs

6See also [53], where some of the results in the context of holographic thermal QCD at intermediate coupling are discussed.

(J^α, R^α, σ^α), α = 1, 2, 3 on M_7 which satisfy [54], J^γ = J^αJ^β − R^α ⊗ σ^β = J^β J^α − R^β ⊗ σ^α R^γ = J^α(R^β = −J^β (R^α σ^γ = σ^α ∘ J^β = −σ^β ∘ J^α σ^α(R^β) = σ^β(R^α) = 0 where {α, β, γ} are cyclic permutation of {1, 2, 3}. An AC3S consisting of three contact structures satisfying (43), defines a 3-Sasakian geometry [55].

M_7 admitting AC3S must have dimensionality 4n+3, n ∈ Z^+, and the structure group reduces to Sp(n) × 1_3. An almost contact metric 3-structure (ACM3S) on a Riemannian manifold M_7 with metric g possesses AC3S satisfying, g(J^αu, J^αv) = g(u, v) − σ^α(u)σ^α(u), ∀u, v ∈ Γ(T M_7) for α ∈ 1, 2, 3. With J^α(u) = R^α ×_Φ u, Φ being the positive 3-form defining a G_2 structure (see footnote 7), one can see that with R^α.R^β = δ^{αβ}, R^1, R^2, (R^1 × R^2) provide AC3S.

Due to non-trivial M-theory four-form fluxes, M_7 is generically not Ricci-flat and hence does not possess G_2 holonomy, but usually possesses G_2 structure^7. Given that the adjoint of SO(7) decomposes under G_2 as 21 → 7 ⊕ 14 where 14 is the adjoint representation of G_2, one obtains four G_2-structure torsion classes:

τ ∈ Λ^1 ⊗ g^⊥_2 = W_1 ⊕ W_7 ⊕ W_{14} ⊕ W_{27} = τ_0 ⊕ τ_1 ⊕ τ_2 ⊕ τ_3, (43) g^⊥_2 being the orthogonal complement of g_2, the subscript a in W_a denoting the dimensionality of the torsion class W_a, and p in τ_p denoting the rank of the associated differential form. The four intrinsic G_2-structure torsion classes are given by [56]

τ_0 = 1 7 dΦ⌟ ∗_7 Φ,

τ_1 = − 1 12 dΦ⌟Φ = 1 12 Φ ∧ ∗_7dΦ,

τ_2 = 1 2 (d ∗_7 Φ⌟Φ − ∗_7d ∗_7 Φ) − 2τ_1⌟Φ = − ∗_7 d ∗_7 Φ + 4τ_1⌟Φ, τ_3 = ∗_7dΦ − τ_0Φ + 3τ_1⌟ ∗_7 Φ, where the contraction operator ⌟ is defined as: ⌟ : Λ^kT^∗ ⊗ Λ^lT^∗ → Λ^{l−k}T^∗, (44)

7If V is a seven-dimensional real vector space, then a three-form Φ is said to be positive if it lies in the GL(7; R) orbit of Φ0, where Φ0 is a three-form on R^7 which is preserved by G2-subgroup ofGL(7; R). The pair (Φ; g) for a positive 3-form Φ and corresponding metric g constitute a G2-structure.

with the convention e^{a1} ∧ ...e^{ak} ⌟e^{a1} ∧ ...e^{ak} ∧ ....e^{al} = e^{ak+1} ∧ ...e^{al} . The G_2-structure torsion classes τ_p’s of the seven-fold M_7 = S^1_M ×_w (S^1_{thermal} ×_w M_5), M_5 being a non-Einsteinian generalization of T^{1,1}, and close to the Ouyang embedding (5) of the flavor D7-branes in the parent type IIB dual in the limit of very-small-Ouyang-embedding parameter limit (|μ_{Ouyang}| ≪ 1) were worked out in [3]:

τ (M_7) = τ_1 ⊕ τ_2 ⊕ τ_3. (45)

It was further shown in [3] that in the N ≫ 1-MQGP limit (footnote 2) and the intermediate-N MQGP limit (6), the aforementioned closed M_7 supports Almost Contact 3-Structures (Lemma 2 of [3]): (J^α, R^α, σ^α), α = 1, 2, 3:

R^1 = √ G^{M 00}∂_x0 , R^2 = √ G^{M x10x10} ∂_x10 , R^3 = Φ^μ_{x0x10} √ G^{M 00}G^{M x10x10} ∂_μ = −G^{μν}_M √ G^{M 00}G^{M x10x10} ( e^{217} ) νx^0x^{10} ∂μ = −G μν Me^2_ν ∂_μ, (46)

where μ = m, x^0, x^{10}; m = θ_1, θ_2, x, y, z; σ^α = G^M_{mn}R^n_αdx^m implying

(σ^1, σ^2, σ^3) = (e^1, e^7, −e^2), (47)

where

e^1 = √ G^M_{x0x0} dx^0, e^7 = √ G^M_{x10x10} dx^{10}, (48)

and e^{2,3,4} are given in Appendix A, and the fundamental two-forms ω^α_Φ = dσ^α = i_Rα Φ. But M_7 supports Contact 3-Structures only in the latter limit (6) [Lemma 4 of [3]]: (σ^1, σ^2, σ^3) = (α_1e^1 + α_3e^3 + α_7e^7, β_1e^1 + β_4e^4 + β_7e^7, σ^3) , {α_{i=1,2,3}}, {β_{j=1,2,3}} ∈ R, with σ^3(R^1 ×_Φ R^2) = 1 with

(a) R^x_1 = α_3e^3_{θ1} G^M_{xθ1} ; R^y_1 = α_3(e^3_{θ2} G^M_{xθ1} − e^3_{θ1} G^M_{xθ2} ) G^M_{xθ1} G^M_{yθ2} ; R^z_1 = α_3(e^3_yG^M_{xθ1} − e^3_{θ1} G^M_{xy} ) G^M_{xθ1} G^M_{yz} ; R^{θ1}_1 = α_3(−e^3_{θ1} G^M_{xθ2} G^M_{yz} G^M_{xz} − e^3_{θ1} G^M_{xz} G^M_{xy} G^M_{zθ2} − e^3_xG^M_{xθ1} G^M_{yz} G^M_{zθ2} + e^3_yG^M_{xθ1} G^M_{xz} G^M_{zθ2} + e^3_zG^M_{xθ1} G^M_{xθ2} G^M_{yz} ) G^M_{xθ1} G^M_{xθ2} G^M_{yz} G^M_{zθ1} ; R^{θ2}_1 = α_3(e^3_{θ1} G^M_{xz} G^M_{xy} + e^3_xG^M_{xθ1} G^M_{yz} − e^3_yG^M_{xθ1} G^M_{xz} ) G^M_{xθ1} G^M_{xθ2} G^M_{yz} , (49)

(b) α_1 ∼ α_3 ∼ α_7; β_1 ∼ β_4 ∼ β_7 with ∼ implying equality up to O(1) terms, and R_2 = R_1(e^3 → e^4, α_3 → β_4).

The main result of [3] is that the four-parameter space X_{G2} (g_s, M, N_f ; N) [g_s ∈ (0, 1) and varying continuously; M, N_f , N varying in steps of 1 such that M, N_f are O(1) and^1_N ≪ 1] of M_7 supporting G_2 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_2 structure in the N ≫ 1 MQGP limit (footnote 2), 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 (6) and, e.g., by the QCD-inspired parameters M, N_f , g_s of Table 2.

4^1_3 − c^2_s up to O(l^6_p) from Scalar Modes of Metric Perturbations

In this section, using the eleven-dimensional supergravity action inclusive of O(R^4) corrections corresponding to our M-theoretic set-up dual to large-N thermal QCD-like theories, and utilizing the equations of motion corresponding to the metric variation of the action, we obtain the

deviation of the square of the speed of sound c_s from its conformal value (1/3), i.e., ( 1 3 − c^2_s )

in terms of g_s, M, N, N_f , and r_h.

As discussed towards the end of Sec. 2, the O(R^4) terms in the action (23) follow a hierarchy in large-N limit. Following that hierarchy, the contribution of J_0 term is dominant over E_8 and t^2_8G^2R^3 terms in the large-N limit [32]. So we retain only the J_0 contribution from the equations of motion (28), and hence R_{MN} − 1 2 g_{MN} R − 1 12 ( G_{MP QR}G^{P QR}_N − g_{MN} 8 G^2_4 ) = −β [ g_{MN} 2 J_0 + δJ_0 δg^{MN} ] . (50)

For generic spacetime with dimension D, the trace of the above equation can be given as: R ( 1 − D 2 ) − G^2_4 12 ( 1 − D 8 ) = β [ D 2 J_0 + g^{MN} δJ_0 δg^{MN} ] . (51)

As a result of metric upto O(R^4) (30) we have, R = R^{β0} + βR^β, G^2_4 = (G^2_4)^{β0} , J_0 = J^{β0}_0 , and g^{MN δJ0}_{δgMN} = ( g^{MN δJ0}_{δgMN} )_β0 the following relationship is implied for D = 11 by equation (51) from the O(β^0) and O(β) terms:

R^{β0} =

G^2_4 144 , J_0 = − 2 11 ( R^β + g^{MN} δJ_0 δg^{MN} ) . (52)

Now it is possible to express the equation of motion at O(β^0) and O(β) resulting from the substitution of (52) within the equation (50) as:

EOM^{β0}_{MN} : R^{β0}_{MN} − 1 2 g^{β0}_{MN} R^{β0} − 1 12 ( G_{MP QR}G^{P QR}_N )_β0 + ( 144 196 ) g^{β0}_{MN} R^{β0} = 0,

EOM^β_{MN} : R^β_{MN} + g^β_{MN} R^{β0} − 13 22 g^{β0}_{MN} R^β − 1 4 ( G_{MP QR}G_N~_P~_Q~_Rg^{P P̃ ,β}g^{QQ̃,β0} g^{RR̃,β0} )

= − [ − g^{β0}_{MN} 11 ( g^{P Q} δJ_0 δg^{P Q} )_β0 + ( δJ_0 δg^{MN} )_β0 ] . (53)

To calculate the O(R^4) contribution to the linearized Einstein’s equation in EOM^β_{MN}, the following will be used:

δJ0^{MQGP, IR} −−−−−−−−→ 3 × 2^8δR^{HMNK} R^{RSP}_H ( RP QNK R^Q_{RSM} + RP SQK R^Q_{MNR}

+2 [ RP MNQR^Q_{RSK} + RP NMQ R^Q_{SRK} ] )

≡ 3 × 2^8δR^{HMNK} χHMNK = −δg~_M~_N [ g^{MÑ} R^{HÑNK} χHMNK + g^{NÑ} R^{HMM̃K} χHMNK + g^{KM̃} R^{HMNÑ} χHMNK

+ 1 2 ( g^{HÑ} [DK_1 , DN_1 ]χ^{M̃ N1K1}_H + g^{HÑ} DM_1 DN_1 χ^{M1[N1M̃ ]}_H − g^{HH̃} D~_H DN_1 χ^{Ñ[N1M̃ ]}_H )] , (54)

where: χHMNK ≡ R^{RSP}_H [ RP QNK R^Q_{RSM} + RP SQK R^Q_{MNR} + 2 ( RP MNQR^Q_{RSK} + RP NMQR^Q_{SRK} )] . (55)

The linearized equations of motion of (53) for the metric perturbation defined as:

g^{β0}_{MN} = ( g^{β0}_{MN} )_{(0)}

+ ηh^{β0}_{MN} ; g^β_{MN} = ( g^β_{MN} )_{(0)} + ηh^β_{MN} , R^{β0}_{MN} = ( R^{β0}_{MN} )_{(0)} + ηδR^{β0}_{MN} ; R^β_{MN} = ( R^β_{MN} )_{(0)}

+ ηδR^β_{MN} (56)

where h^{β0}_{MN} ≠ h^β_{MN} , δR^{β0}_{MN} ≠ δR^β_{MN} and g^{(1)}_{MN} according to the definition in (30) is a synonym for g^β_{MN} . To denote the linear order perturbation in metric, Ricci tensor, and Ricci scalar we added a parameter η. Then ( g^{β0}_{MN} )_{(0)} , ( g^β_{MN} )_{(0)} , ( R^{β0}_{MN} )_{(0)}

, and ( R^β_{MN} )_{(0)} are metric, Ricci tensor without perturbation whereas h^{β0}_{MN} , h^β_{MN} , δR^{β0}_{MN} and δR^β_{MN} are the terms with linear order perturbation in metric, and Ricci tensor respectively. Via this parameter, we can identify Einstein’s perturbed and unperturbed equations of motion in the following way: In order to calculate the linearized equations of motion for EOM^{β0}_{MN} in (53), we must first compute R^{β0}_{MN} and R^{β0} via the metric g^{β0}_{MN} = ( g^{β0}_{MN} )_{(0)}

+ ηh^{β0}_{MN} . These should then be substituted in EOM^{β0}_{MN} of (53) in order to obtain the coefficient of η. Similar to this, we may use (56) to extract the linearized equations of motion from EOM^β_{MN} that appear in (53) and then extract the coefficient of η.

The h^{β0/β}_{MN} has a form that is analogous to [57]^8. h^{β0/β}_{vv} (r) = e^{−iwv+iqx1} g_{vv}(r)H^{β0/β}_{vv} (r), h^{β0/β}_{vx1} (r) = e^{−iwv+iqx1} g_x1_x1 (r)H^{β0/β}_{vx1} (r), h^{β0/β}_{x1x1} (r) = e^{−iwv+iqx1} g_x1_x1 (r)H^{β0/β}_{x1x1} (r), h^{β0/β}_{x2x2} (r) = e^{−iwv+iqx1} g_x2_x2 (r)H^{β0/β}_{x2x2} (r), (57) where H^{β0/β}_{vv} (r) = h^{β0/β}vv (r) g_{vv}(r) ; H^{β0/β}_{vx1} (r) = h^{β0/β}_{vx1} (r) g_x1_x1 (r)

; H^{β0/β}_{x1x1} (r) = h^{β0/β}_{x1x1} (r) g_x1_x1 (r)

; H^{β0/β}_{x2x2} (r) = h^{β0/β}_{x2x2} (r) g_x2_x2 (r)

, (58)

where g_{vv} (r), g_{vr}(r), g_{x1x1} (r) = g_{x2x2} (r) = g_{x3x3} (r), we have used the Eddington-Finkelstein ingoing coordinates to define these metric components which can be given as:

v = t + r_∗, r_∗ = ∫ √ G^M_{rr} (r) G^M_{tt} (r) dr. (59) Near ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2- coordinate patches the 11-dimensional metric is worked out where G^M_{rM} = 0, M ≠ r. Defining the two sub-manifolds as,

8Generically, we can always decompose the metric into three modes on the basis of rotational symmetry in x2-x3 plane [16]: i) Scalar modes (hvv , hvx_1 , hvr , hx_1,x_1 , hx_1r , hx_2x_2 = hx_3x_3 , hrr), ii) Vector modes (hvx_2 , hrx_2 , hx_1 x_2 ), and iii) Tensor mode (hx_2x_3 ). All the three modes are studied separately in thermal QCD context see [59]

1. the non-compact one M_5 = (S^1 ×_w R^3 ) × R_{>0} ,

2. the compact one, the unwarped M̃_6(S^1_M ×_w T^{NE}) of SU(3) structure wherein S^1_M is the M-theory circle and T^{NE} is the non-Einsteinian deformation of T^{1,1}

and decouple them. The non-compact five-dimensional part (M_5) of the metric (34) using Eddington-Finkelstein ingoing coordinates (59) can be written as:

ds^2 = g_{vv}dv^2 + g_{vr}dvdr + g_{x1x1} dx^2_1 + g_{x2x2} dx^2 + g_{x3x3} dx^2_3, (60)

on the other hand, close to the type IIA D6 flavor branes [58], (19) and (x̃, z̃) = (0, constant) - (x̃, ỹ, z̃) diagonalizing the T^3 sLag used to build the type IIA SYZ mirror, up to leading order in N:

g_{vv}(r) = − 3^{2/3}

√_1

N N^{2/3}_f r^2 ( 1 −^{r4h}_{r4} ) (2 log(N) − 6 log(r))^{2/3} 8π^{7/6} √ g_s − β ( b^8 (9b^2 + 1)^3 Σ_1 (6a^2 + r^2_h) 72^3 √ 3π^{13/6} (18b^4 − 3b^2 − 1)^5 √ g_s × (4374b^6 + 1035b^4 + 9b^2 − 4) M

(_1 N )_{11/4}

r^2 ( 1 −^{r4h}_{r4} ) log(r_h)(2 log(N)N_f − 6N_f log(r))^{2/3}(r − r_h)^2 log(N)^2N_f r^2_hα^3_{θ2} (9a^2 + r^2_h) ) ,

g_{vr}(r) = 1 4 ( 3 π )_{2/3} N^{2/3}_f √ 6a^2 + r^2 9a^2 + r^2

(2 log(N) − 6 log(r))^{2/3} ( 1 + β 2 (C_{zz} − 2C_{θ1z} + 2C_{θ1x}) ) ,

g_{x1x1} (r) = g_{x2x2} (r) = g_{x3x3} (r) =

3^{2/3}

√_1

N N^{2/3}_f r^2(2 log(N) − 6 log(r))^{2/3}

8π^{7/6} √ g_s −β ( b^8 (9b^2 + 1)^4 (39b^2 − 4) M

(_1 N )_{11/4}

r^2Σ_1 (6a^2 + r^2_h) (r − r_h)^2 log(r_h)(N_f (log(N) − 3 log(r)))^{2/3} 12^3 √ 6π^{13/6} (3b^2 − 1)^5 (6b^2 + 1)^4 √ g_s log(N)^2N_f r^2_hα^3_{θ2} (9a^2 + r^2_h) ) , (61)

where b =^{1√}_3 + ϵ, and

Σ_1 ≡ 19683 √ 6α^6_{θ1} + 6642α^2_{θ2} α^3_{θ1} − 40 √ 6α^4_{θ2} . (62)

The C^{(1)}_{MNP} = 0-truncation of (30), as demonstrated in [32], produces: C_{zz} − 2C_{θ1z} = 0, |C_{θ1x}| ≪ 1. (63) Therefore, there is no O(β) correction for g_{vr}.

Via employing the metric perturbation defined in (56), we can get the linearized equations of motion ”EOM^{β0}_{MN}” and ”EOM^β_{MN}”^9 at O(β^0) and O(β) respectively appearing in (53). For this utilize the unperturbed metric given in (61). The linearzied equations of motion are the O(η) contribution of the “EOM^{β0}_{MN}” and O(η) contribution of the “EOM^β_{MN}” and O(β) respectively.

The linearized equations of motion at O(β^0) for the metric perturbations specified in (56) are derived by reducing the complexity of ”EOM^{β0}_{MN} ” provided in (53) while keeping the terms of O(η). Therefore, using (53), (56) and (61)^{10}, the linearized equations of motion^{11} can be written into a single equation of motion via constructing the gauge invariant combination of metric perturbation [60].

In accordance with the rotational symmetry SO(2) in the x_2 − x_3 plane, we can write the gauge-invariant combination for scalar mode perturbations, as in our case [57]:

Zs(r) = −2Hx_2x_2 (r) ( q^2gvv^′(r) g^{x1x1} (r)gx_1x_1^′(r)

+ w^2gx_1x_1 (r) ) + 4qwgx_1 x_1 (r)Hvx_1 (r) + 2w^2 gx_1x_1 (r)Hx_1x_1 (r) +2q^2gvv(r)Hvv (r). (64) One can show that Z_s(r) satisfies [39]:

Z^{′′}_s (r) = l(r)Z^′_s(r) + m(r)Z_s(r). (65)

9EOM^{β0}_{MN} represents the equation of motion without O(β) correction, and EOM^β_{MN} are the equation of motion with O(β) correction where the indices M, N runs over v, r, x1, x2, x3.

10For ”EOM^{β0}_{MN} ”, we use O(β^0) involvement of the metric (61) whereas for “EOM^β_{MN} ”, we use O(β^0) plus O(β) correction of the metric (61) as per the need since “EOM^β_{MN} ” utilises R^{β0} , R^β etc. and in generic metric (61) has the form: gMN = g^{β0}_{MN} + βg^β_{MN} . 11Additionally we made the use of:

GrMNP G^{MNP} r = √_2

3 gs^{7/4}MN^{3/5 4} √ gs ( 108a^2 N_f log^2(r) + 72a^2N_f log(r) + N_f r + 4N_f r log(r) ) 27πα^2r^3α^2_{θ1} α^3_{θ2} b1(r)^2 | | | | |_( 63) ∼ 1 r^2N^{2/5} < R^{β0}_{rr} | | |_( 63) ∼ 1 N^{1/3}r^2 ,

where b1(r) =^{3gs7/4MNf} (^{r2−3a2})^{log2(r)} √ 2π5/4 r2αθ1 α2θ 2 .

where: l(r) = − i ( 135424i2^{2/3 3} √ 3π^{4/3} √ gs √_1 N 3√ N_f q^2w ( 2q^2 − 3w^2 ) − L1 − 81 √ 3πgsN_f^{5/3}r_hw^2 ( 529q^2 + 36w^2

)_3√ − log(r) )

8 √_1 N 3√ N_f r_hw(r − r_h)^2 ( −81 √ gsN_f^{4/3}r_h (529q^2 + 36w^2) (− log(r))^{4/3} + 33856i2^{2/3} (3π)^{5/6}

√_1 N q^2w ) ;

m(r) = − 1 8464

(_1 N )_{3/2} r_h^2w^2 (36w^2 − 529q^2 ) (r − r_h)^4 log^2(r) ( 8π^2N − 9gs^2M^2N_f log^2(r) ) { π^{5/3} √ gs

× ( −81^3 √ 23^{2/3} √ gs √ N N_f^{4/3} ( 1587q^2 − 36w^2 ) ( 36w^2 − 529q^2 ) (r − r_h)^4(− log(r))^{10/3}

+ 1 33856 2^{2/3}(3π)^{5/6}q^2w + 81iN_f^{4/3}r_h √ gsN (529q^2 + 36w^2 ) (− log(r))^{4/3} { 1058π^{5/6} N log(r) (√ 3π √ gsw^2 ( 36w^2 − 529q^2 )

+ log(r) ( √ 3π √ gs ( −1659q^2 w^2 + 1058q^4 + 108w^4 ) + 576i √ 1 N r_hw^3(r_h − r) ))

× [ 3√ 3w ( 135424 2^{2/3} π^{5/6} √ 1 N q^2 ( 2q^2 − 3w^2 ) + 81i^6 √ 3 √ gsN_f^{4/3}r_hw ( 529q^2 + 36w^2

)_3√

− log(r) )

+81i √ 3 √ gsN_f^{4/3}r_h ( −1515q^2 w^2 + 1058q^4 − 108w^4 ) (− log(r))^{4/3} ]} + 8954912i √ 3π^{5/6}q^2r_hw ( 2q^2 − 3w^2 ) (r − r_h) log^2(r) )} , (66)

where L_1 ≡ 81 √ 3πg_sN_f^{5/3}r_h (−1515q^2w^2 + 1058q^4 − 108w^4) (− log(r))^{4/3}; We will substitute

the dispersion relation [2],

w_3 = ( 1 3 + α g_sM^2 N + βα_β ) q_3 + ( − i 6 + β g_sM^2 N + ββ_β ) q^2_3 , (67)

where w_3 ≡^w_{2πT} , q_3 ≡^q_{2πT} , into (65)-(66).

Working up to O(q), one can show that l(r) = l_1(r)q +O(q^2), m(r) = m_0(r)+qm_1(r) where:

l_1(r) = − i √ 3π √ g_s √_1 N ( 3α^2g_s^2M^4 + 2 √ 3αg_sM^2N + N^2 ) 8r_h^2(r − r_h) log^2(r_h) ( 3αg_sM^2 + √ 3N )

− i √ 3π √ g_s √_1 N ( log(r_h) ( −9α^2g_s^2M^4 − 6 √ 3αg_sM^2N + 3N^2 ) − 3α^2g_s^2M^4 − 2 √ 3αg_sM^2N − N^2 ) 8r_h(r − r_h)^2 log(r_h) ( 3αg_sM^2 + √ 3N )

+ i √ 3π √ g_s √_1

N (log(r_h) + 2) ( 3α^2g_s^2M^4 + 2 √ 3αg_sM^2N + N^2 ) 16r_h^3 log^3(r_h) ( 3αg_sM^2 + √ 3N ) ;

m_0(r) =

382725

(_3 2 )_{2/3} g_sNN_f^{4/3}(− log(r_h))^{4/3}

33856^3 √ πr_h^2 − 729 (_3 2 )_{2/3} g_s^2M^2N_f^{4/3}(− log(r_h))^{4/3} ( 8464 √ 3π^2α − 4725g_sN_f log^2(r_h) ) 270848π^{7/3}r_h^2 ;

m_1(r) = 6√ π √ g_s √ N ( −1130679^3 √ 2^6 √ 3g_s^2M^2N_f^{4/3}r_h ( 2 √ 3β + 3iα ) (− log(r_h))^{10/3} − 256i^3 √ π ) 132352r_h^4 log^2(r_h) + 27g_s^2M^2 ( 267289ig_sN_f log^3(r_h) − 2800i √ 3π^2α ) 4276624π^{3/2}r_h^2 √ g_sN(r − r_h)^2 log^2(r_h) − 27g_s^2M^2 ( −2800i √ 3π^2α log(r_h) − 5600i √ 3π^2α + 267289ig_sN_f log^4(r_h) ) 8553248π^{3/2}r_h^3 √ g_sN(r − r_h) log^3(r_h) − 3i √ π √ g_sN 517r_h^2(r − r_h)^2 log^2(r_h) + 3i √ π √ g_sN 1034r_h^3(r − r_h) log^2(r_h) + 3i √ π √ g_sN 4r_h(r − r_h)^3 . (68)

As r = r_h turns out to be an irregular singular point, make an ansatz: Z_s(r) = e^{S(r)} : |S^′(r)|^2 >

S^{′′}(r) near r = r_h. Hence, S^′(r) =^{m(r)±}

√_{(m(r))2 +4l(r)}

2 = m_0 +^{(l1+m0m1)}_{m0} q + O(q^2),^{l1(r)}_{m0(r)} q + O(q^2).

We will consider the first root. Thus,

S^′(r) = 3i √ πgsN q 4(r − r_h)^3r_h − 3i √ π √ Nq √ gsN 517 √ Nr_h^2(r − r_h)^2 log^2(r_h) − iq ( 0.09 √ 3π^2αgs^2M^2N_f^{4/3} log(r_h) − 8.3gs^3M^2N_f^{7/3} log^4(r_h) − 0.05 × 2^{2/3 3} √ 3π^{7/3}r_h^3(− log(r_h))^{5/3} − 0.02 × 2^{2/3 3} √ 3π^{7/3}r_h^3(− log(r_h))^{2/3} ) 4.9 × π^{3/2} √ gsN_f^{4/3} √ Nr_h^2(r − r_h)^2 log^3(r_h) + 3igsq ( 16π^2 log(r_h) ( 1575 √ 3αgsM^2 + 517N ) + 50400 √ 3π^2αgsM^2 − 2405601gs^2M^2N_f log^4(r_h) ) 8553248π^{3/2} r_h^3 √ gsN(r − r_h) log^3(r_h) ≡ λ1 r^3_h(r − r_h) + λ2 r^2_h(r − r_h)^2 + λ3 r_h(r − r_h)^3

. (69)

Near N = 100, g_s = 0.1, N_f = 3, [2]

r_h = e^{−κrh N 1/3} , κ_{rh} = 0.3, (70) one notes that for a generic α = O(1), near r = r_h,^{λ1}_{r3h(r−rh)} ∼^{λ2}_{r2h(r−rh)2} ∼^{λ3}_{rh(r−rh)3} for M = O(1). Hence, S^′(r ∼ r_h) ∼^{λ1}_{(r−rh)} , implying r ∼ r_h is a regular singular point, which is not meaningful due to the^1_{(r−rh)3} term in m(r). We will hence, choose α for which the residue of the^1_{(r−rh)} -term, i.e., λ_1 = 0. This is effected via:

α ≈ 5.6g_sN_f (log r_h)^3. (71)

Given the decoupling of S^1_t ×_w R^3 × R_{>0} -metric and the unwarped S^1_M ×_w T^{NE}-metric, in (53), as discussed in [39],: ( g^{MN} δJ_0 δg^{MN} )_β0 = ( g^{μν} δJ_0 δg^{μν} )_β0 + ( g^{mn} δJ_0 δg^{mn} )_β0 , (72)

where μ, ν = v, x^{1,2,3}, r and m, n = θ_{1,2}, x/ϕ_1, y/ϕ_2, z/ψ, x^{10}. Further, in the intermediate-N MQGP limit (6) restricted to (5), it was observed in [39] that: ( g_{μν} g^{m̃ñ} δJ_0 δg^{m̃ñ} )_β0 | | |_( 6)∩(5) < ( g_{μν} g^{μ̃ν̃} δJ_0 δg^{μ̃ν̃} )_β0 | | |_( 6)∩(5) < ( δJ_0 δg^{μν} )_β0 | | |_( 6)∩(5)

. (73)

To estimate the contribution of the O(R^4) terms to the equations of motion of the metric fluctuations h^β_{μν} from (53), as in [39], one will hence consider only the linear fluctuations in g_{μν} g^{μ̃ν̃ δJ0}_{δgμ̃ν̃} +^{δJ0}_{δgμν} . The equations of motion up to LO in N, EOM_{μν} , μ, ν = v, x^{1,2,3}, r for h_{μν} s corresponding to the scalar modes of metric perturbations are:

EOM^β_{x1 x1} : 1 99 3^{5/6}N_f^{2/3}r_h(− log(r))^{2/3} { 2i^3 √ 2π^{2/3}βq ( −93α_β h^{β0}_{x1x1} (r) + 12α_β r_hh^β_{x1x1}^′(r) + 156α_β r_hh^{β0}_{x2x2}^′(r) + 12α_β h^{β0}_{x2x2} (r) − 12r_hh^β_{vx1}^′(r) + 27h^β_{vx1} (r)

−4r_hh^β_{x1x1}^′(r) + 31h^β_{x1x1} (r) − 52r_hh^β_{x2x2}^′(r) − 4h^β_{x2x2} (r) )} = 23680^3

√_2

3 π^{8/3}β(2qh^{β0}_{vx1} (r) + 15h^{β0}_{vv} (r))

6561N_f^{8/3}r_h^6(− log(r))^{8/3} ;

EOM^β_{x2 x2} : 1 99 3^{5/6}N_f^{2/3}r_h(− log(r_h))^{2/3} { 2i^3 √ 2π^{2/3}βq ( 78α_β r_hh^{β0}_{x1x1}^′(r) + 6α_β h^{β0}_{x1x1} (r) + 90α_β r_hh^{β0}_{x2x2}^′(r) − 87α_β h^{β0}_{x2x2} (r) − 78r_hh^β_{vx1}^′(r)

+27h^β_{vx1} (r) − 26r_hh^β_{x1x1}^′(r) − 2h^β_{x1 x1} (r) − 30r_hh^β_{x2x2}^′(r) + 29h^β_{x2x2} (r) )} = 4736^3

√_2 3 π^{8/3}β(r_h − r) ( 2q log^6(r_h)h^{β0}_{vx1} (r) + 9h^{β0}_{vv} (r)(− log(r_h))^{2/3} ) 59049N_f^{8/3}r_h^7(− log(r_h))^{26/3} ;

EOM^β_{x3 x3} : − 1 99 3^{5/6}N_f^{2/3}r_h(− log(r_h))^{2/3} { 2i^3 √ 2π^{2/3}βq ( 78α_β r_hh^{β0}_{x1x1}^′(r) + 6α_β h^{β0}_{x1x1} (r) + 90α_β r_hh^{β0}_{x2x2}^′(r) − 87α_β h^{β0}_{x2x2} (r) + 78r_hh^β_{vx1}^′(r)

−27h^β_{vx1} (r) + 26r_hh^β_{x1x1}^′(r) + 2h^β_{x1 x1} (r) + 30r_hh^β_{x2x2}^′(r) − 29h^β_{x2x2} (r) )} = 4736^3

√_2 3 π^{8/3}(r − r_h)(3h^{β0}_{vv} (r) + 2qh^{β0}_{vx1} (r))

59049N_f^{8/3}r_h^7(− log(r_h))^{8/3} ;

EOM^β_{rr} : π^{7/6} √ g_s √ N ( 12q^2 r_h^2h^β_{rr}(r) − 12r_h^2h^β_{x1x1}^{′′}(r) + 49r_hh^β_{x1x1}^′(r) − 52h^β_{x1 x1} (r) − 24r_h^2h^β_{x2x2}^{′′}(r) + 98r_hh^β_{x2x2}^′(r) − 104h^β_{x2 x2} (r) ) 9 2^{2/3 3} √ 3N_f^{2/3}r_h^4(− log(r_h))^{2/3} = − 32^3

√_2

3 π^{8/3}β ( h^{β0}_{vv} (r)(484242r_h − 78r) − 52q(r − 1378r_h)h^{β0}_{vx1} (r) + 117936r_h(h^{β0}_{x2 x2} (r) + h^{β0}_{x3x3} (r)) ) 177147N_f^{8/3}r_h^7(− log(r_h))^{8/3} ;

EOM^β_{vv} : 1 99 3^{5/6}(− log r)^{2/3}N_f^{2/3}r_h { 2i^3 √ 2π^{2/3}βq ( 99α_β h^{β0}_{vv} (r) + 2 [ 156α_β h^{β0}_{x1x1}^′(r) + 33α_β h^{β0}_{x1x1} (r) + 312α_β h^{β0}_{x2x2}^′(r)

−66α_β h^{β0}_{x2x2} (r) + 156h^β_{vx1}^′(r) − 66h^β_{vx1} (r) + 52h^β_{x1x1}^′(r) + 11h^β_{x1x1} (r) + 104h^β_{x2 x2}^′(r) − 22h^β_{x2x2} (r) ] + 33h^β_{vv} (r) )}

= 208^3 √ 2/3π^{8/3}β ( 3h^{β0}_{vv} (r) + 2qh^{β0}_{vx1} (r) ) 59049N_f^{8/3}r_h^6(− log(r_h))^{8/3} ;

EOM^β_{x1 r} : 1 9 3^{5/6}(− log r)^{5/3}N_f^{2/3}r_h^3 { ( π 2 )_{2/3} β ( 24i √ 3π √ g_s log r √ Nqh^β_{x1x1} (r) + 24i √ 3π √ g_s log r √ Nqr_hh^β_{x2x2}^′(r)

+48i √ 3π √ g_s(− log r)^{2/3} √ Nqh^β_{x2x2} (r) + 61 log rr_h^2h^β_{vx1}^′(r) − 12 log rr_h^3h^β_{vx1}^{′′}(r) + 16 log rr_hh^β_{vx1} (r) )}

= − 128^3 √ 2π^{19/6}α_β β √ g_s √ Nq ( 95h^{β0}_{x2 x2} (r) + 107h^{β0}_{x3 x3} (r) ) 2187 3^{5/6}N_f^{8/3}r_h^8(− log(r_h))^{8/3} ;

EOM^β_{vr} : − 1 33N_f^{2/3}r_h^3(− log(r_h))^{2/3} { 2i^3 √ 2 3 π^{7/6} √ g_s √ Nq ( 15α_β βr_hh^{β0}_{x1x1}^′(r) + 24α_β βh^{β0}_{x1x1} (r) + 30α_β βr_hh^{β0}_{x2x2}^′(r) + 48α_β βh^{β0}_{x2x2} (r)

+15r_hh^β_{vx1}^′(r) + 35h^β_{vx1} (r) + 5r_hh^β_{x1x1}^′(r) + 8h^β_{x1x1} (r) + 10r_hh^β_{x2x2}^′(r) + 16h^β_{x2x2} (r) )} = 3848^3 √ 2π^{19/6} √ g_s √ Nβ ( 3h^{β0}_{vv} (r) + 2qh^{β0}_{vx1} (r) ) 59049 3^{5/6}(−log r_h)^{8/3}N_f^{8/3}r_h^8 ;

EOM^β_{vx1} : iβq ( r_h ( 8400π^2α_β Nh^{β0}_{vx1}^′(r) + h^β_{vx1}^′(r) ( 267289 √ 3g_s^2M^2N_f log^3(r_h) + 2800π^2N ) + 8400π^2Nh^β_{vv}^′(r) ) − 25200π^2 Nh^β_{vv} (r) )

6300 2^{2/3}3^{5/6}π^{4/3}NN_f^{2/3}r_h(− log(r_h))^{2/3} = − 512^3

√_2 3 π^{8/3}βq ( h^{β0}_{x2x2} (r)(97r_h − 2r) + h^{β0}_{x3x3} (r)(10r + 97r_h) ) 19683N_f^{8/3}r_h^7(− log(r_h))^{8/3}

(74)

Up to LO in | log r_h|, using (70), the left hand sides of (74) are negligible as compared to the right hand sides, and the latter yield:

EOM_x1_x1 : 2qh^{β0}_{vx1} (r) + 15h^{β0}_{vv} (r) = qO ( r^5_h (− log r_h)^2 ) ; EOM_x2_x2 : 2q log^6(r_h)h^{β0}_{vx1} (r) + 9h^{β0}_{vv} (r)(− log(r_h))^{2/3} = qO ( r^5_h (− log r_h)^2 ) ; EOM_x3_x3 : 3h^{β0}_{vv} (r) + 2qh^{β0}_{vx1} (r) = qO ( r^5_h (− log r_h)^2 ) ; EOMrr : h^{β0}_{vv} (r)(484242r_h − 78r) − 52q(r − 1378r_h)h^{β0}_{vx1} (r) + 117936r_h (h^{β0}_{x2 x2} (r) + h^{β0}_{x3 x3} (r)) = √ NO ( r^2_h (− log r_h)^2 ) ; EOM_{vv/vr} : 3h^{β0}_{vv} (r) + 2qh^{β0}_{vx1} (r) = qO ( r^5_h (− log r_h)^2 ) ; EOM_x1_r : 95h^{β0}_{x2 x2} (r) + 107h^{β0}_{x3 x3} (r) = qO ( r^5_h (− log r_h)^2 ) ; EOM_{vx}1 : h^{β0}_{x2 x2} (r)(97r_h − 2r) + h^{β0}_{x3x3} (r)(10r + 97r_h) = qO ( r^5_h (− log r_h)^2 ) ; (75)

One therefore sees that in the q → 0 limit, (75) is solved for

h^{β0}_{vv} (r ∼ r_h) ∼ r^{μvv +5} (− log r)^{νvv} ;

h^{β0}_{x2x2} (r ∼ r_h), h^{β0}_{x3x3} (r ∼ r_h) ∼ r^{μT T +1} (− log r)^{νT T} , μ_{vv,RR}, ν_{vv,T} ∈ R, (76) T ≡ x^2/x^3, ∀α_β = O(1). The values of μ_{vv,T T} , ν_{vv,T T} , h^{β0}_{x1x1} , h^{β0}_{vx1} are determined from the EOMs for h^{β0}_{μν} . Thus, 1 3 − c^2_s = 5.6

(g_sM^2) (g_sN_f )| log r_h|^3 N − O(1)β, (77)

implying thereby (dropping terms of O

(_1

N^2 ) , O(β^2), ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2 ∼ (g_sM^2) (g_sN_f )| log r_h|^3 N β. (78)

Using the hierarchy in eleven-dimensional supergravity action as regards the O(R^4) corrections in it, we solved the equations of motion corresponding the scalar modes of the metric perturbation and obtained the general solution under the limit q → 0, which provided us the

required relationship between hydrodynamical factors ( 1 3 − c^2_s ) and ( 1 3 − c^2_s

)_2 in terms of g_s,

M, N, N_f , and r_h upto O(R^4).

5 Spectral function computation of ζ at intermediate coupling

In this section via the DBI action for D6-brane working in the gauge A_Z = 0 with A_t as the only non-zero component of the gauge field, we establish the required Schödinger like equation for the perturbed gauge fields Ã_μ which in the limit q → 0, can be redefined as a single variable

Ẽ_T , T ≡transverse. Calculating the respective Green function will provide the required spectral function for the computation of bulk viscosity using Kubo’s formula.

The DBI action for the D6 brane is given as:

S_{D6} = −T_{D6} ∫ d^7ξ e^{−ϕIIA} √ det {g + B + F }, (79)

with 2πα^′ = 1. Here the worldvolume directions of the D6 brane are denoted by the coordinates: {t, x_1, x_2, x_3, Z, θ_2, ỹ}, with {t, x_1, x_2, x_3}^{12} as the usual Minkowski coordinate, Z as the newly defined radial direction and two angular coordinate θ_2, ỹ; Z is related the the usual radial coordinate r as r = r_he^Z and ỹ is the local value for the angle ϕ_2 (See sections 3 and 4 of arXiv:1707.02818 for details).

In the above, ϕ_{IIA} is the type IIA dilaton which is the triple T-dual version of type IIB dilaton. The pullback metric and the pullback of the NS-NS B field on the world volume of the D6 brane are denoted as g and B in (79). F is the field strength for a U(1) gauge field A_μ, where the only nonzero component of the same is the temporal component A_t. In the gauge A_Z = 0, the only nonzero component of F is F_{Zt} = −F_{tZ} . Combining together the symmetric g field and the anti-symmetric B field as G = g + B and expanding the DBI action up to quadratic order in A, we get: S_{D6} = T_{D6} 4 ∫ d^7ξ e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G ( G^{μα}G^{βγ} F_{αβ} F_{γμ} − 1 2 G^{μν} G^{αβ}F_{μν} F_{αβ} ) . (80)

The second term in (80), is coming because of the anti-symmetric B field in G. As none of the fields in the DBI action depends on the angular coordinates ỹ, the integrand in equation (80) is independent of the same. Also, we choose to work around a particular small value of θ_2 in the large N limit as given by: θ_2 =^α_{N 3/10} , for α ∼ O(1) constant. Hence, the upshot is that the integration over θ_2 and ỹ is trivial and we denote Ω_2 as the factor one get after the integration over θ_2 and ỹ, such that:

S_{D6} = T_{D6} 4 Ω_2 ∫ d^4x dZ e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G ( G^{μα}G^{βγ} F_{αβ} F_{γμ} − 1 2 G^{μν} G^{αβ}F_{μν} F_{αβ} ) . (81)

The equation of motion for the temporal gauge field A_t(Z) as obtained from the above lagrangian in (81) is given as: ∂_Z ( e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G G^{tt}G^{ZZ} ∂_Z A_t(Z) ) = 0. (82)

In the large-Z limit or equivalently the UV, the LO and NLO O(R^4) terms are given by: β 45i3^{2/3}b^{10} (9b^2 + 1)^3 M_{UV}e^{4Z} ( −19683 √ 6α^6_{θ1} − 6642α^2_{θ2} α^3_{θ1} + 40 √ 6α^4_{θ2} ) log^3(r_h)A_t^′(Z) 16 √ 2π^{5/2} (3b^2 − 1)^5 (6b^2 + 1)^3 g_s^{3/2}N^{23/20}N^{UV}_f α^5_{θ2} log^4(N) ×(g_sN^{UV}_f log(N) − 3g_sN^{UV}_f log(r_h) − 3g_sN^{UV}_f Z + 4π), (83)

12Unlike section 2, we will not be using the Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates in sections 3 and 4.

and the NLO term is: β 45i3^{2/3}b^{10} (9b^2 + 1)^4 M_{UV}e^{3Z} ( −19683 √ 6α^6_{θ1} − 6642α^2_{θ2} α^3_{θ1} + 40 √ 6α^4_{θ2} ) (6a^2 + r_h^2) log^3(r_h)A_t^′(Z) 8 √ 2π^{5/2} (3b^2 − 1)^5 (6b^2 + 1)^4 g_s^{3/2}N^{23/20}N^{UV}_f α^5_{θ2} (9a^2 + r_h^2) log^4(N)

×(g_sN_f (log N − 3Z + log(16)) − 3g_sN_f log(r_h) + 4π). (84)

Both are proportional to^{MUV}_{N UVf N 23/20} . We choose the UV-profiles of M and N_f to be such that the

same is negligible as both M_{UV} and N^{UV}_f are vanishingly small in the UV. So, it is the NNLO

term in a large-Z expansion that figures at O(R^4). One thus obtains the following EOM up to O(β): r_h^2e^{2Z} ( A^{(0)}_t^′(Z) + βA^{(1)}_t^′(Z) ) (g_sN_f (log N − 3Z) − 3g_sN_f log(r_h) + 4π)

+r_h^2e^{2Z} A^{(0)}_t^′(Z) (C_{zz} − 2C_{θ1z} + 2C_{θ1x}) (g_sN_f (log N − 3Z) − 3g_sN_f log(r_h) + 4π) = constant

(85)

The solution to (85) is:

A^{(0)}_t (Z) + βA^{(1)}_t (z)

= c^{β0}_1 + βc^β_1 − ( C̃β^0 + βC̃β ) e^− 2 3 (_{4π} gsNf +log N ) Ei (_2 3 ( log N − 3Z − 3 log(r_h) +^{4π}_{gsNf} )) 6g_sN_f = ( C^{β0} + βC^β ) e^{−2Z} Z + c^{β0}_1 + βc^β_1 + O ( 1 Z^2 ) , (86)

where g_s, N_f , r^2_h have been absorbed into C^{β0, β}.

Similarly, the EOM in the small-Z limit or equivalently the IR, can be shown to be: ( i^{10} √ N r_h^2At^′(Z) ( gsN_f ( log N ( 173Z^2 + 184Z + 96 ) − 216Z(2Z + 1) ) − 3gsN_f ( 173Z^2 + 184Z + 96 ) log(r_h) + 4π ( 173Z^2 + 184Z + 96 )) 192 √ 23^{5/6}π^{3/2}gs^{3/2}α^2_{θ2} )

×(A^{(0)}_t^′(Z) + βA^{(1)}_t^′(Z)) −β ( i √ 9b^2 + 1^{10} √ N r_h^2 (Czz − 2C_{θ1z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) (gsN_f log(N) − 3gsN_f log(r_h) + 4π)

8^3 √ 3π^{3/2} √ 12b^2 + 2gs^{3/2}α^2_{θ2} + i^{10} √ Nr_h^2 ( 6b^2 log N + log N

)_4 (Czz − 2C_{θ1 z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) 16 √ 2^3 √ 3π^{3/2} (6b^2 + 1)^{13/2} (9b^2 + 1)^{7/2} gs^{3/2} log N^4α^2_{θ2} × [ − ( 11664b^8 + 5508b^6 + 1161b^4 + 114b^2 + 4 ) ( 9b^2 + 1

)_2

(gs log NN_f − 3gsN_f log(r_h) + 4π) + 18 ( 54b^5 + 15b^3 + b

)_2 gsN_f

+6 ( 54b^4 + 15b^2 + 1

)_2 (

108b^4 + 27b^2 + 2 ) gsN_f ]) A^{(0)}_t^′(Z) = constant. (87)

One hence obtains the following IR-valued A_t(Z):

A_t(Z ∈ IR) = 11.2i √ g_sα^2_{θ2} ( c^{(0)}_1 + βc^{(1)}_1 ) 10√ NN_f r_h^2 log(r_h) − 23iπ^{3/2} √ g_sZ^2α^2_{θ2} ( c^{(0)}_1 + βc^{(1)}_1 ) 6 √ 2^6 √ 3^{10} √ NN_f r_h^2 log(r_h) + 2i √ 2π^{3/2} √ g_sZα^2_{θ2} ( c^{(0)}_1 + βc^{(1)}_1 ) 6√ 3^{10} √ NN_f r_h^2 log(r_h)

+ c^{(0)}_2 + βc^{(1)}_2 . (88)

Let’s now consider the perturbation of the gauge field A about the nonzero background A_t as: Â_μ(x, Z) = δ^t_μA_t(Z) + Ã_μ(x, Z), (89)

where the fluctuation Ã_μ only exist along the directions μ = {t, x_1, x_2, x_3} due to the particular gauge choice and depends only on the radial variable Z. Including the perturbations in the lagrangian of the DBI action (79), one get: L = e^{−ϕIIA} √ det {g + B + F + F̃ }, (90)

with F̃ as the field strength for the gauge field fluctuations. Now defining G̃ = g + B + F and again expanding the above lagrangian upto quadratic order in the gauge field fluctuation one get: L = − 1 4 e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ ( G̃^{μα}G̃^{βγ}F̃_{αβ}F̃_{γμ} − 1 2 G̃^{μν}G̃^{αβ}F̃_{μν}F̃_{αβ} ) . (91)

Writing the field strength F̃ in terms of the gauge field fluctuation Ã_μ and after doing some simplifications in terms of the interchange of indices, one can write the above lagrangian as: L = e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ { (G̃^{μα}G̃^{βγ} − G̃^{μβ}G̃^{αγ} )∂_{[γ}Ã_{μ]} − 1 2 G̃^{[αβ]}G̃^{μν} ∂_{[μ}Ã_{ν]} } (∂_αÃ_β) = ∂_α [ e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ { (G̃^{μα}G̃^{βγ} − G̃^{μβ}G̃^{αγ} )∂_{[γ}Ã_{μ]} − 1 2 G̃^{[αβ]}G̃^{μν} ∂_{[μ}Ã_{ν]} } Ã_β ]

− Ã_β∂_α [ e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ { (G̃^{μα}G̃^{βγ} − G̃^{μβ}G̃^{αγ} )∂_{[γ}Ã_{μ]} − 1 2 G̃^{[αβ]}G̃^{μν} ∂_{[μ}Ã_{ν]} }] . (92)

The second line in equation (92) is a total derivative term and equating the last line to zero for any arbitrary Ã_β gives the equation of motion for the gauge field fluctuation: ∂_α [ e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ { (G̃^{μα}G̃^{βγ} − G̃^{μβ}G̃^{αγ} )∂_{[γ}Ã_{μ]} − 1 2 G̃^{[αβ]}G̃^{μν} ∂_{[μ}Ã_{ν]} } (93)

To derive the equation of motion for the gauge field fluctuation, we first need to write down the fluctuating field as the following Fourier decomposed form:

Ã_μ(t, x_1, Z) = ∫ d^4k (2π)^4 e^{−iwt+iqx1}Ã_μ(w, q, Z), (94) where we assume the fluctuation to have momentum along x_1 direction only. Now, the equation (93) has a free index {β} and for β = {t, x_1, x_2, x_3, Z}, one get a total of five equation of motion. Out of these five equations, two corresponding to β = x_2, x_3 are equivalent. Hence the four independent equations are given as:

(For β = Z) : wG̃^{tt}(∂_ZÃ_t) − qG̃^{x1x1} (∂_ZÃ_{x1} ) = 0

(For β = t) : ∂_Z ( e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ G̃^{tt}G̃^{ZZ} ∂_ZÃ_t ) − e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ G̃^{tt}G̃^{x1x1} ( wqÃ_{x1} + q^2Ã_t ) = 0 (For β = x_1) : ∂_Z ( e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ G̃^{x1x1}G̃^{ZZ} ∂_ZÃ_{x1} ) − e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ G̃^{tt}G̃^{x1x1} ( wqÃ_t + w^2Ã_{x1} ) = 0 (For β = x_2 or x_3) : ∂_Z ( e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ G̃^{x2x2}G̃^{ZZ} ∂_ZÃ_{x2} ) − e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ G̃^{x2x2} ( q^2G̃^{x1x1} + w^2G̃^{tt} ) Ã_{x2} = 0

(95)

Now, we define the following gauge invariant variables: E_{x1} = qÃ_t + wÃ_{x1} and E_{x2} = E_{x3} = E_T = wÃ_{x2/x3} . With these new variable the first three equations in (95) for β = {Z, t, x_1} can be cast into a single second order equation involving E_{x1} . Even more obviously, the fourth one for β = x_2/x_3, can be rewritten in terms of the new variable E_T . Moreover, in the zero momentum limit (q → 0), it can be shown that the equation involving E_{x1} is the same as the one involving E_T , given as: ∂_Z ( e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ G̃^{x2x2}G̃^{ZZ} ∂_Z E_T ) − e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ G̃^{x2x2} ( w^2G̃^{tt} ) E_T = 0 (96)

Equation (96) can be rewritten as: ∂_Z [ P (Z)∂_Z E_T (Z) ] + Q(Z)w^2E_T (Z) = 0, (97) where P (Z) = e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃G̃^{ZZ}G̃^{x2x2} , Q(Z) = −e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃G̃^{x2x2}G̃^{tt}. One can show:

P (Z) = 10√ N r_h^3e^{−Z} ( e^{4Z} − 1 ) ( −gsN_f log ( r_h^6e^{4Z} ( e^{2Z} + 3 )) + 2gs log NN_f + 8π ) 8 √ 2^3 √ 3π^{3/2}gs^2α^4_{θ2} √ (rh^2e^{2Z} (6b^2 +e^{2Z} )−(9b^2 +e^{2Z} )At^′(Z)^2 ) gsα4θ 2 (9b^2 +e^{2Z} ) − 1 32 √ 2^3 √ 3π^{5/2} (1 − 3b^2)^5 (6b^2 + 1)^4 N^{23/20} N_f α^3_{θ2} log^4(N) (r_h^3e^{2Z} (6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) − r_h (9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) At^′(Z)^2)^2 × { r_h^3e^Z ( 1 − e^{4Z} ) ( 9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) √ r_h^2e^{2Z} (6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) − (9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) At^′(Z)^2 gsα^4_{θ2} (9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) [ −N_f { log ( 9e^{−2Z} ( gsM^2(c1 + c2 log(r_h)) N + 1 √ 3 )_2 + 1 )

+6(log(r_h) + Z) } + 8π gs + 4N_f log ( 4 √ N α_{θ1} α_{θ2} )][ 45 ( 9b^2 + 1

)_4 b^{10}Me^{−Z} ( e^Z − 2 ) ( 19683 √ 6α^6_{θ1} + 6642α^2_{θ2} α^3_{θ1} − 40 √ 6α^4_{θ2} ) log^3(r_h) × ( r_h^2e^{2Z} ( 6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) − ( 9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) At^′(Z)^2 ) + 2π ( 3b^2 − 1

)_5 (

6b^2 + 1

)_4

N^{5/4}N_f r_h^4α^3_{θ2} ( 6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) log^4(N) × (Czz − 2C_{θ1 z} + 2C_{θ1x}) ]} β = P_β0 (Z) + βP_β (Z);

Q(Z) = N^{11/10} r_h^4e^{5Z} ( 6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) ( −gsN_f ( log (_{9a2e−2Z} rh 2 + 1 ) + 6(log(r_h) + Z) ) − 4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) + 8π )

2^3 √ 3 √ 2π √ gs (e^{4Z} − 1) α^2_{θ2} (9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) √_r h 2 e2Z (6b2 +e2Z )−(9b2 +e2Z )At′ (Z)2 9b2 +e2Z +β ( 1 4^3 √ 3 √ 2π √ gs (e^{4Z} − 1) α^2_{θ2} (9b^2 + e^{2Z} )^2 (_{rh2 e2Z} (6b^2 +e^{2Z} )−(9b^2 +e^{2Z} )At^′ (Z)^2 9b2 +e2Z )_{3/2} { N^{11/10} r_he^{5Z} ( 6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) (Czz − 2C_{θ1z} + 2C_{θ1 x})

× ( r_h^2e^{2Z} ( 6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) − 2 ( 9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) At^′(Z)^2 ) ( −gsN_f [ log ( 9a^2e^{−2Z} r_h^2 + 1 ) + 6(log(r_h) + Z) ] − 4gsN_f log ( 4 √ N α_{θ1} α_{θ2} ) + 8π )}

− 1 8 √ 2π^{3/2} (3b^2 − 1)^5 (6b^2 + 1)^4 √ gsN_f r_h (e^{4Z} − 1) α^5_{θ2} (9a^2 + r_h^2) (9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) log^4(N) √_r h 2e2Z (6b2 +e2Z )−(9b2 +e2Z )At ′(Z)2 9b2 +e2Z { 9 3^{2/3}b^{10} ( 9b^2 + 1

)_4 M ( 1 N )_{3/20} e^{6Z} ( 19683 √ 6α^6_{θ1} + 6642α^2_{θ2} α^3_{θ1} − 40 √ 6α^4_{θ2} ) ( 6a^2 + r_h^2 ) ( 6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) ( −6e^Z + 3e^{2Z} + 2e^Z ( e^Z − 2 ))

log^3(r_h) ( −gsN_f [ log ( 9a^2e^{−2Z} r_h^2 + 1 ) + 6(log(r_h) + Z) ] − 4gsN_f log ( 4 √ N α_{θ1} α_{θ2} ) + 8π )}) = Q_β0 + βQ_β , (98)

Defining a new variable Ẽ_T (Z) = √ P (Z)E_T (Z), one can write the above equation as the following Schr´’odinger like form: ( ∂^2_Z + V_{ET} )~ E_T = 0, (99)

where the potential term V_{ET} is given as: V_{ET} = 1 4 ( 1 P ∂P ∂Z )_2 − 1 2 1 P ∂^2P ∂Z^2 + w^2 Q P . (100)

Also, using the equation of motion we get the following on-shell DBI action for the D6 brane: S^{on−shell} D6 = T_{D6} 4 Ω_2 ∫ d^4xe^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ { (G̃^{μZ}G̃^{βγ} − G̃^{μβ}G̃^{Zγ} )∂_{[γ}Ã_{μ]} − 1 2 G̃^{[Zβ]}G̃^{μν} ∂_{[μ}Ã_{ν]} } Ã_β

= T_{D6} 2 Ω_2 ∫ d^4x [ e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ { (G̃^{tZ} )^2Ã_t(∂_ZÃ_t) − G̃^{tt}G̃^{ZZ}Ã_t(∂_ZÃ_t)

− G̃^{xx}G̃^{ZZ}Ã_x(∂_ZÃ_x) − G̃^{yy}G̃^{ZZ}Ã_y(∂_ZÃ_y) − G̃^{zz}G̃^{ZZ}Ã_z(∂_ZÃ_Z ) }]| | | Z_∞

Z_h . (101)

As the above on-shell action has to be evaluated on the boundary (Z = Z_∞), where F_{tZ} = −F_{Zt} = 0, we must set G̃^{tZ} = 0 and √ −G̃ has to be replaced by √ −G. So the boundary value of the on-shell action is given as: S^{on−shell} D6 = − T_{D6} 2 Ω_2 ∫ d^4x [ e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃G̃^{ZZ} { G̃^{tt}Ã_t(Z, −k)∂_ZÃ_t(Z, k) + G̃^{xx}Ã_x(Z, −k)∂_ZÃ_x(Z, k)

+ G̃^{yy}Ã_y(Z, −k)∂_ZÃ_y(Z, k) + G̃^{zz}Ã_z(Z, −k)∂_ZÃ_Z (Z, k) }]| | | Z_∞ . (102)

Using the first equation in (95), the above action can be rewritten in terms of the gauge invariant variables E_{x1} , E_{x2} and E_{x3} as: S^{on−shell} D6 = − T_{D6} 2 Ω_2 ∫ d^4x [ e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃G̃^{ZZ}G̃^{x1x1} { E_{x1} (Z, −k)∂_Z E_{x1} (Z, k) w^2 −^{q2}_{1−e−4Z} + 1 w^2 E_{x2} (Z, −k)∂_Z E_{x2} (Z, k) + 1 w^2 E_{x3} (Z, −k)∂_Z E_{x3} (Z, k) }]| | | |_{Z∞} . (103)

Defining E_{x1} (Z, k) = E_0(k)^{Ek(Z)}_{Ek(Z∞)} , we get in the zero momentum limit for the x_1 component of the gauge field: F = − T_{D6} 2 Ω_2 w^2 [ e^{−ϕIIA} √ −G̃ G̃^{ZZ}G̃^{x1x1} ( ∂_Z E_k(Z) E_k(Z) )]| | | |_{Z→∞} (104)

The x_1 component of the retarded Green’s function in the zero momentum limit is defined as:

G^R_{x1x1} (w, q = 0) = −2w^2F. (105)

Finally the spectral function is given as:

R_{x1x1} = ρ(T ≠ 0, w) = −2ℑmG^R_{x1x1} (w, q = 0). (106)

P (Z) = 5√ N r_h^6e^{2Z} ( e^{4Z} − 1 ) ( −gsN_f [ log (_{9a2e−2Z} rh2 + 1 ) + 6(log(r_h) + Z) ] − 4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) + 8π )

8 √ 2^3 √ 3π^{3/2}gs^2α^4_{θ2} √_{5√N rh6e6Z} (rh^2 e^{2Z} (6b^2 +e^{2Z} )−(9b^2 +e^{2Z} )At^′ (Z)^2 ) gs α4θ 2 (9b^2 +e^{2Z} ) − βN^{2/5}r_h^{14}e^{10Z} ( e^{4Z} − 1 ) ( 6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) (Czz − 2C_{θ1 z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) ( −gsN_f [ log (_{9a2 e−2Z} rh2 + 1 ) + 6(log(r_h) + Z) ] − 4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) + 8π )

16 √ 2^3 √ 3π^{3/2}gs^3α^8_{θ2} (9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) (_{5√N rh6e6Z} (rh^2 e^{2Z} (6b^2 +e^{2Z} )−(9b^2 +e^{2Z} )At^′(Z)^2 ) gs α4θ 2 (9b^2 +e^{2Z} ) ) 3/2

= 10√ N r_h^2e^{2Z} ( −gsN_f log ( r_h^6e^{4Z} ( e^{2Z} + 3 )) + 2gsN_f log(N) − 4gsN_f log (α_{θ1} ) − 4gsN_f log (α_{θ2} ) + 4gsN_f log(4) + 8π ) 8 √ 2^3 √ 3π^{3/2}gs^{3/2}α^2_{θ2} + 3^{2/3}β^{10} √ N N_f r_h^2e^{2Z} log(r_h) (Czz − 2C_{θ1 z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) 8 √ 2π^{3/2} √ gsα^2_{θ2} ;

Q(Z) = N^{6/5}r_h^4e^{8Z} ( 6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) ( −gsN_f [ log (_{9a2 e−2Z} rh2 + 1 ) + 6(log(r_h) + Z) ] − 4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) + 8π )

2^3 √ 3 √ 2πgs (e^{4Z} − 1) α^4_{θ2} (9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) √_{5√Nrh 6e6Z} (rh^2e^{2Z} (6b^2 +e^{2Z} )−(9b^2 +e^{2Z} )At^′ (Z)^2) gsα4θ 2 (9b^2 +e^{2Z} )

+ βN^{11/10} r^3_he^{5Z} ( 6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) (Czz − 2C_{θ1 z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) ( r_h^2e^{2Z} ( 6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) − 2 ( 9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) At^′(Z)^2

) √ (_{rh} 2_e2Z (_{6b}2_{+e}2Z )_−(_{9b}2_{+e}2Z )_{At}′_{(Z)}2 ) gsα4θ 2 (9b^2 +e^{2Z} )

4^3 √ 3 √ 2π (e^{4Z} − 1) (r_h^3e^{2Z} (6b^2 + e^{2Z} ) − r_h (9b^2 + e^{2Z} ) At^′(Z)^2)^2 × ( −gsN_f [ log ( 9a^2e^{−2Z} r_h^2 + 1 ) + 6(log(r_h) + Z) ] − 4gsN_f log ( 4 √ N α_{θ1} α_{θ2} ) + 8π )

= N^{11/10} ( −gsN_f [ log (_{9a2 e−2Z} rh 2 + 1 ) + 6(log(r_h) + Z) ] − 4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) + 8π ) 2^3 √ 3 √ 2π √ gsα^2_{θ2} − βN^{11/10} (Czz − 2C_{θ1z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) ( −gsN_f [ log (_{9a2e−2Z} rh 2 + 1 ) + 6(log(r_h) + Z) ] − 4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) + 8π ) 4^3 √ 3 √ 2π √ gsα^2_{θ2} . (107)

One can show: 1 4 ( P^′(Z) P (Z) )_2 − 1 2 P^{′′}(Z) P (Z) = ( −4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) + 6gsN_f (log(r_h) + Z) + 3gsN_f − 4gsN_f log(4) − 8π

)_2 ( −4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) − 6gsN_f (log(r_h) + Z) + 4gsN_f log(4) + 8π

)_2

+ 2 ( −4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) + 6gsN_f (log(r_h) + Z) + 6gsN_f − 4gsN_f log(4) − 8π )

2gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) − 6gsN_f (log(r_h) + Z) + 4gsN_f log(4) + 8π

+ 9gs^2N_f^2 log(r_h) (Czz − 2C_{θ1 z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) ( −4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) + 6gsN_f log(r_h) + 6gsN_f Z − 3gsN_f − 4gsN_f log(4) − 8π ) 4 (gs log NN_f − 2gsN_f log (α_{θ1} ) − 2gsN_f log (α_{θ2} ) − 3gsN_f log(r_h) − 3gsN_f Z + gsN_f log(16) + 4π)^3 β. (108)

Similarly,

w^2 Q(Z) P (Z) = 4πgsNw^2e^{−2Z} r_h^2 + 4πgsNw^2 e^{−2Z} (Czz − 2C_{θ1z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) ( 2gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) − 6gsN_f log(r_h) − 3gsN_f Z + gsN_f log(16) + 4π )

r_h^2 ( −6gsN_f (Z + log r_h) + 4gsN_f log (_{4√N} αθ1 αθ2 ) + 4gsN_f log(4) + 8π

) β. (109)

Performing now a small-N^f_{UV}-expansion, one obtains: V~_{ET} = − 9βgs^2N_f^2 log(r_h) (Czz − 2C_{θ1 z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) 32π^2 + 9gs^2N_f^2 log(r_h) 16π^2 + 3gsN_f 4π − 1 +e^{−2Z} ( βgsNw^2 (Czz − 2C_{θ1 z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) ( −9gs^2N_f^2 log^2(r_h) − 12πgsN_f log(r_h) + 16π^2 ) 8πr_h^2 + 4πgsNw^2 r_h^2 ) (110)

The Schr´’odinger-like EOM:

Ẽ^{′′}_T (Z) + V_{ẼT} (Z)Ẽ_T (Z) = 0, (111)

with V~_{ET} (Z) = A + Be^{−2Z} , is given by:

Ẽ_T (Z) = c_1J_{−i}√_A (√ Be^{−Z} ) + c_2J_i^√_A (√ Be^{−Z} ) , c_{1,2} ∈ C . (112)

Writing A = A^{β0} , B = B^{β0} + βB^β, expanding up to O(β), and then performing a small-N_f and then a large-Z expansion, the LO terms in Ẽ_T (Z) are:

Ẽ_T (Z) =

3^4

√_1 Bβ0 gsN^f_{UV}e^{Z/2} ( 3 + 8π(c1 + c2) sin (√ B^{β0} e^{−Z} +^π_4 )) 64 √ 2π^{3/2} + √ 2 π 4 √ 1 B^{β0} (c1 − c2)e^{Z/2} sin (√ B^{β0} e^{−Z} − π 4 )

+β (_1 256 +^i_{256} ) B^β (_1 Bβ0 )_{7/4} e^{−Z/2}N1 √ 2π − B^β (_1 Bβ0 )_{3/4} (c1 − c2)e^{−Z/2} sin (√ B^{β0} e^{−Z} +^π_4 ) √ 2π , (113)

where

N1 ≡ 24(−1)^{3/4}B^{β0} (c1 + c2)gsN^f_{UV} ( cos (√ B^{β0} e^{−Z} ) − sin (√ B^{β0} e^{−Z} )) − (128 − 128i)B^{β0} (c1 − c2) sin (√ B^{β0} e^{−Z} + π 4 ) .(114)

One thus obtains: ℑm d dZ (_{ẼT (Z)} √ P (Z) ) Ẽ_T (Z)/ √ P (Z)

= 3ℑm β^B β √ 1 Bβ 0 gsN fUV e−2Z csc2 (√_{Bβ0 e−Z − π} 4 ) N2 (c1−c2 )2 256π + 3ℑm ( √_{Bβ0 gs N f} UVe−Z csc2 (√_{Bβ0 e−Z − π} 4 )( 3 sin (√_{Bβ0 e−Z + π} 4 ) +8π(c1+c2) )

c1−c2 )

128π , (115)

where N2 ≡ 3 √ 2(c1 − c2) (√ B^{β0} + e^Z ) cos (√ B^{β0} e^{−Z} ) + 3 √ 2(c1 − c2) ( e^Z − √ B^{β0} ) sin (√ B^{β0} e^{−Z} )

+4π ( c1^2 − c2^2 ) e^Z ( 3 sin ( 2 √ B^{β0} e^{−Z} ) + 1 ) + 2(c1 − c2) ( e^Z cos ( 2 √ B^{β0} e^{−Z} ) + 2 √ B^{β0} ) csc (√ B^{β0} e^{−Z} − π 4 )

× ( 3 + 8π(c1 + c2) sin (√ B^{β0} e^{−Z} + π 4 )) . (116)

In the w → 0-limit and retaining terms only linear in w,

lim_{w→0} 3ℑm ( √_{Bβ0 gsN f} UVe−Z csc2 (√_{Bβ0 e−Z − π} 4 )( 3 sin (√_{Bβ0 e−Z + π} 4 ) +8π(c1 +c2) )

c1 −c2 )

128π = 3 (_{3√} 2 + 8π(c1 + c2) ) gs √ NN^f_{UV}we^{−ZUV} 64 √ π(c1 − c2)r_h ;

lim_{w→0} 3ℑm β^B β √ 1 Bβ 0 gs N fUVe−2Z csc2 (√_{Bβ0 e−Z − π} 4 ) N2 (c1 −c2)2 256π = ℑm 9β (√ 2 + 4π(c1 + c2) ) gsN^f_{UV}we^{−Z} (Czz − 2C_{θ1 z} + 2C_{θ1 x}) ( 9gs^2N^f_{UV}^2 log^2(r_h) + 12πgsN^f_{UV} log(r_h) − 16π^2 )

2048π^{5/2} (c1 − c2)r_h

√_1 gsN . (117)

Hence,

lim_{w→0} ( ρ(T ≠ 0) ω − ρ(T = 0, w) w )

= κ̃1 e^{ZUV} N^{3/5}N^f_{UV}r_h ( 8π − gsN^f_{UV} log r_h ) √ gs + κ̃2e^{ZUV} N^f_{UV}N^{3/5} (Czz − 2C_{θ1 z} + 2C_{θ1x}) ( 64π^3 − 16 √ gsN^f_{UV}π^2 log r_h + 27g^3_s N^f_{UV}(log r_h)^3 ) . (118) As r_h ∼ e^− 3√N 3 3 √ 6πgsM2/3Nf 2/3 ≡ e−κrh N 1/3 . (119) For N_f = M = 3, g_s = 0.1, one obtains κ_{rh} ≈ 0.3. Also, assuming N^f_{UV} ∼ N^{−α}N^f , α_N f > 1/3, (118) may be rewritten as:

lim_{w→0} ( ρ(T ≠ 0) ω − ρ(T = 0, w) w )

= κ_1 e^{ZUV} N^{3/5}N^f_{UV}r_h (log r_h)^3 √ g_sN + κ_2 e^{ZUV} N^f_{UV}N^{3/5}r_h (C_{zz} − 2C_{θ1z} + 2C_{θ1x}) (log r_h)^3 κ^3_{rh} N β. (120)

As e^{ZUV} ∼ N^{1/N>4} , N_{>4} being an integer greater than four, choose: N^f_{UV} ∼ N^{−3/5−1/N>4} . Further, C_{zz} − 2C_{θ1z} = 0, |C_{θ1x}| ≪ 1 if one considers the self-consistent truncation wherein the O(R^4) corrections to C_{MNP} in M-theory dual are set to zero [32]. We hence |C_{θ1x}| ∼ κ^3_{rh} . Therefore, using (78),

lim_{w→0} ( ρ(T ≠ 0) ω − ρ(T = 0, w) w ) = κ̂_1 r_h (log r_h)^3 N + κ̂_2 r_h (log r_h)^3 N β, i.e., ζ = C_1(r_h; g_s, M, N_f , N) ( 1 3 − c^2_s ) + C_2(r_h; g_s, M, N_f , N) ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2 . (121)

Hence using the Kubo’s formula for the bulk viscosity for computing the spectral function R_{x1x1} , we obtained the result that the speed-of-sound dependence of the bulk viscosity for largebut-finite-N thermal QCD-like theories at intermediate coupling dual to M theory with higher derivative (quartic in curvature), is a linear combination of the dependences on the speed of sound in the strong and weak coupling limits.

6^ζ_η and [4]

In the last stage of this journey of hydrodynamical studies of large-but-finite-N thermal QCDlike theories dual to M-theory, here we consider the Eling and Oz’s results [4] to compute the bulk-to-shear viscosity ratio. Using the formula (122), with the M-theory three-form potential C_3 given in terms of B^{IIA}_{NS NS} (and dx^{10} corresponding to the M-theory circle), by considering the most dominant and sub-dominant components of C_3/B^{IIA}_2 in the near horizon limit/IR, after an appropriate angular regularization, we will show that one obtains the bulk-to-shear-viscosity ratio upto terms quartic in curvature in the M-theory action. Then, using (138) or its elevendimensional generalization (150), retaining only the most dominant aforementioned C_3/B^{IIA}_2 component, we again work out the shear-to-bulk-viscosity ratio up to O(R^4). In all computations, we will show that one obtains the speed-of-sound dependence of the abovementioned ratio to be given as linear combination of weak and strong coupling results.

Now [4], ζ η = c^4_sT^2 ∑ i ( dΦ^i dT )_2| | |_{r=rh} . (122)

Further, from [34], near (5) effected via (19),

B^{IIA}_{θ1θ2} = − M √ NN_f g^2_s log(r) (36a^2 log(r) + r) 4πrα_{θ1} α_{θ2} ; B^{IIA}_{θ1x} = −

3 3^{2/3}MN^{7/20}N_f g^{7/4}s log(r) √ 2π^{5/4}α^3_{θ1} ; B^{IIA}_{θ2x} = − √ 3^4 √ πμ^2_{def}^4 √ N^4 √ g_s r^3

; B^{IIA}_{θ1y} = 4√ πN^{3/20}α_{θ2}^4 √ g_s √ 3α_{θ1} ;

B^{IIA}_{xy} = − 2 √_2 3 ( 3^{2/3} − 3

)_{10}√ Nα_{θ2} α^2_{θ1}

; B^{IIA}_{θ1z} =

9 3^{2/3}M^{20}

√_1

N N_f g^{7/4}s log(r) 4 √ 2π^{5/4}α_{θ1} ;

B^{IIA}_{θ2z} = −

9 3^{2/3}g_s^{7/4}M

(_1 N )_{7/20}

N_f α^2_{θ1} log(r) 128 √ 2π^{5/4}α_{θ2}

; B^{IIA}_{xz} = −

2N^{2/5} 3α^2_{θ1} ;

B^{IIA}_{yz} = −

3^6 √ 3 (_1 N )_{3/10} α_{θ2} √ 2 ; B^{IIA}_{xy} = − 2 √_2 3 ( 3^{2/3} − 3

)_{10}√ Nα_{θ2} α^2_{θ1}

. (123)

Near (119), one hence sees that B^{IIA}_{θ1θ2} and B^{IIA}_{θ1x} are the most dominant components. The corresponding kinetic term will be given as: ∫ √ −g_5 √ g_6 ( G^{rθ1θ2x10} G_{rθ1θ2x}10 + G^{rθ1xx10} G_{rθ1xx}10 )

= ∫ √ −g_5 √ g_6 [ g^{rr}g^{x10x10} ([ g^{θ1θ1} g^{θ2θ2} − (g^{θ1θ2} )^2 ] G_{rθ1θ2x}10 + [ g^{θ1x}g^{θ2θ1} − g^{θ1θ1} g^{θ2x} ] G_{rxθ1x}10 ) G_{rθ1θ2x}10

+g^{rr}g^{x10x10} ([ g^{θ1θ1} g^{xx} − (g^{θ1x})^2 ] G_{rθ1xx}10 − [ g^{θ1θ2} g^{xθ1} − g^{θ1θ1} g^{xθ2} ] G_{rθ1θ2x}10 ) G_{rθ1xx}10 ]

≈ ∫ √ −g_5 √ g_6g^{rr}g^{x10x10} [ g^{θ1θ1} g^{θ2θ2} − (g^{θ1θ2} )^2 ] ( ∂_rB^{IIA}_{θ1θ2}

)_2

. (124)

Noting that: √ g_6 = −

M (r^2 − 3a^2) N^2_f g^2_s csc^2 (θ_2) csc^3 (θ_1) log^2(r)(3 log(r) − log(N)) 6 √ 6π^2r^2 − βM (r^2 − 3a^2) (C_{zz} − 2C_{θ1z})N^2_f g^2_s csc^2 (θ_2) csc^3 (θ_1) log^2(r)(log(N) − 3 log(r)) 12 √ 6π^2r^2

, (125)

and, the LO-in-N terms in the product of the inverse metric components is given below: g^{rr}g^{x10x10} [ g^{θ1θ1} g^{θ2θ2} − (g^{θ1θ2} )^2 ] ∼ 6√ πN^{3/2} g^{3/2}s csc^2 (θ1) ( 49 sin^2 (θ2) csc^2 (θ1) − 81 ) 3188646 6^{2/3}M^4 log^4 (r_h) (c2 log (r_h) + c1)^2 (N_f (log(N) − 3 log (r_h)))^{2/3} × ( 81^3 √ 3 sin^4 (θ2) csc^4 (θ1) ( −729 √ 6 sin (θ1) + 243 √ 6 sin (3θ1) + 162 cos (2θ1) + 82 cos (2θ2) − 244 )

−2 ( 49 sin^4 (θ2) csc^4 (θ1) − 49 sin^2 (θ2) csc^2 (θ1) + 81 ) ) + 3√ 2^6 √ πβN^{3/2}g^{7/2}s sin^4 (θ2)

19683 3^{2/3}gs^{13/2} M^4 log^4(r_h)(c1 + c2 log(r_h))^2(N_f (log N − 3 log(r_h)))^{2/3} β × ( (C_{θ1 z} − Cyz) √ gs csc^2 (θ2) ( 49 csc^4 (θ1) − 130 csc^2 (θ2) csc^2 (θ1) + 81 csc^4 (θ2) ) − 81^3 √ 3C_{θ1 z}(1) √ gs (81 cos (2θ1) − 49 cos (2θ2) − 32) csc^6 (θ1) ) . (126)

Now, P ∫_π 0 dθ_2 ∫_π 0 dθ_1 √ g_6g^{rr}g^{x10x10} [ g^{θ1θ1} g^{θ2θ2} − (g^{θ1θ2} )^2 ]

= lim_{ϵ1,2→0+} ∫_{π−ϵ2} ϵ_2 dθ_2 ∫_{π−ϵ1} ϵ_1 dθ_1 √ g_6g^{rr}g^{x10x10} [ g^{θ1θ1} g^{θ2θ2} − (g^{θ1θ2} )^2 ]

= − ∫_{π−ϵ2} ϵ_2 dθ_2 ∫_{π−ϵ1} ϵ_1 dθ_1 c_2 √ NN_f^2g^4_s csc^5 (θ_1) csc^2 (θ_2) ( 49 sin^2 (θ_2) csc^2 (θ_1) − 81 ) Ω_1

6377292^6 √ 23^{2/3}π^{11/6}g_s^{7/2}M(c_1 + c_2 log(r_h))^2(N_f (log(N) − 3 log(r_h)))^{2/3}

= T − 566820 + ( 6642.ϵ_2 +

9841.5

ϵ_2

+ 1.1691 × 10^6 ) log(ϵ_1) − 3159.33ϵ_2 −

4871.53

ϵ_2

, (127) where

Ω_1 ≡ ( −98 sin^4 (θ_2) csc^4 (θ_1) + 98 sin^2 (θ_2) csc^2 (θ_1)

+81^3 √ 3 sin^4 (θ_2) csc^4 (θ_1) ( −729 √ 6 sin (θ_1) + 243 √ 6 sin (3θ_1) + 162 cos (2θ_1) + 82 cos (2θ_2) − 244 ) − 162 ) , (128) and T ≡ 1 ϵ^{10}_1 ϵ_2 { ϵ^8_1 ( −7776.9ϵ^2 − 1.3 × 10^6ϵ_2 − 10935 ) + ϵ^6_1 ( −7074ϵ^2 − 10^6ϵ_2 − 6561 )

−1.2 × 10^7ϵ^9_1ϵ_2 − 6.8 × 10^6ϵ^7_1ϵ_2 − 2.8 × 10^6ϵ^5_1ϵ_2 + ϵ^4_1(−5292.ϵ_2 − 440977)ϵ_2

+2.3 × 10^6ϵ^3_1ϵ_2 + 254597ϵ^2_1ϵ_2 + 92730.6ϵ_2 } . (129)

We choose our regularization of (127) as T = 0 implying:

ϵ_2 = −

5.2 × 10^{−15}

ϵ^2_1 − 8.4 × 10^{−14} ϵ_1

+ 1.2 × 10^{−14} + 10^{−13}O(ϵ_1). (130)

One can show that ( 6642.ϵ_2 +^{9841.5}_{ϵ2} + 1.1691 × 10^6 ) log(ϵ_1) − 3159.33ϵ_2 −^{4871.53}_{ϵ2} | | (130)

= #O (ϵ^2_1 log ϵ_1), which in

the ϵ_1 → 0-limit, we set to zero. Thus, P ∫_π 0 dθ_2 ∫_π 0 dθ_1 √ g_6g^{rr}g^{x10x10} [ g^{θ1θ1} g^{θ2θ2} − (g^{θ1θ2} )^2 ]

= − 566820c_2 √ NN_f^2g^4_s 6377292^6 √ 23^{2/3}π^{11/6}g_s^{7/2}M(c_1 + c_2 log(r_h))^2(N_f (log(N) − 3 log(r_h)))^{2/3}

. (131)

Now, − ∫_{π−δ2} δ2 dθ2 ∫_{π−δ1} δ1 dθ1 [ β √ N √ gs sin^2 (θ2) csc^3 (θ1)^3 √ N_f (log N − 3 log(r_h))

59049^6 √ 23^{2/3}π^{11/6}MN_f log^2(r_h)(c1 + c2 log(r_h)) × ( (C_{θ1 z} − Cyz) csc^2 (θ2) ( 49 csc^4 (θ1) − 130 csc^2 (θ2) csc^2 (θ1) + 81 csc^4 (θ2) ) − 81^3 √ 3C_{θ1 z} (81 cos (2θ1) − 49 cos (2θ2) − 32) csc^6 (θ1) ) ]

= β √ N √ gs − 864δ1 6(Cθ 1 z −Cyz ) δ23 + 2080δ1 4(Cθ 1 z −Cyz ) δ2 +11907 3 √ 3πCθ1z δ18 1889568^6 √ 2^3 √ 9π^{5/6}MN_f log^2(r_h)(c1 + c2 log(r_h)) 3√ N_f (log N − 3 log(r_h)). (132)

The regularization of (132) is: −^{864δ1 6(Cθ1 z −Cyz)} δ_2^3 +

2080δ_1^4(C_{θ1 z} −C_{yz}) δ_2 + 11907 3√ 3πC_{θ1z} δ_1^8

= C_2, (133) i.e.,

δ_2 =

2^3

√_2 π δ^2_1^3 √ (|C_{θ1z} − C_{yz}| + C_{θ1z} − C_{yz} ) 3^{7/9}7^{2/3}

. (134)

As c^4_s =

(_1 3 − c^2_s

)_2

−^2_3

(_1 3 − c^2_s ) +^1_9 , one hence obtains^{13}: ζ η = (4π)^{3/2} (2π)^3 g^{11/3}_s M^{7/9}N^{1/9}N^{10/9}_f c^4_s r^2_h L^2 [ 2.03N^2_f |c_2| + 3.6 × 10^{−5}

C_2 c_2 β ]

= (4π)^{3/2} (2π)^3 g^{11/3}_s M^{7/9}N^{1/9}N^{10/9}_f r^2_h L^2 [ 2.03N^2_f |c_2| + 3.6 × 10^{−5}

C_2 c_2 β ] [( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2 − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s ) + 1 9 ] , (135)

i.e., up to O(β) and choosing C_2 = c_2, ζ η = (4π)^{3/2} (2π)^3 g^{11/3}_s M^{7/9}N^{1/9}N^{10/9}_f r^2_h L^2 [ 2.03N^2_f |c_2| { − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β0 + 1 9 }

+ 2.03N^2_f |c_2| {( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2 − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β + 3.6 × 10^{−5} [ − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β0 + 1 9 ]} β ] . (136)

One notes from (136) that, as expected,^ζ_η → 0 as one turns off the non-conformality by setting M and N_f to zero. Near the QCD-inspired values of g_s, M, N_f , N of Table 2, (136) yields, ζ η = 31.6 r^2_h L^2 [ 18.3 |c_2| { − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β0 + 1 9 }

+ 18.3 |c_2| {( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2 − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β + 3.6 × 10^{−5} [ − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β0 + 1 9 ]} β ] . (137)

From [4], assuming C_{θ1θ2x}10 = B^{IIA}_{θ1θ2} to be the only scalar in the M-theory uplift and then working in the gauge r = C_{θ1θ2x}10 ζ η = ( 1 3A^′(C_{θ1θ2x}10 )

)_2

, (138)

where [2], A ≡ e^− 2ϕIIA(Cθ 1θ2x10 ) 3 √ h(C_{θ1θ2x}10 )

. (139)

13Use is made of: ∫_{2π} ϕ1 =0 dϕ1 ∫_{2π} ϕ2=0 dϕ2 ∫_{4π} ψ=0 dψ ∫_{2π} x10 =0 dx 10 = 4π (2π)^3.

Using e^{− 2ϕ} IIA 3 = (_3 π )_{2/3} Σ^{2/3}_1 4 64^{πa2 gsNf} ( a rh − 1√ 3 ) ( 9a2 +C2 θ1θ2x10 ) (gsΣ1 ) + 1 − 1 32π^{7/3} (3b^2 − 1)^5 (6b^2 + 1)^3 g^2_s N_f r_h^4α^3_{θ2} log^4(N) ( 9b^2r_h^2 + C^2_{θ1 θ2 x10}

)_2 Σ1^{4/3}

× { 9^3 √ 3b^{10} ( 9b^2 + 1

)_3 βM ( 1 N )_{5/4} rΣ2(C_{θ1 θ2x}10 − 2r_h) log^3(r_h) ( 6gsN_f log(N) ( 9b^2r_h^2 + C^2_{θ1 θ2x}10 ) + 8π [ b^2r_h^2 ( 27 − 8 (√ 3 − 3b ) gsN_f )

+3C^2_{θ1 θ2x}10 ] − 3gsN_f ( 9b^2r_h^2 + C^2_{θ1 θ2 x}10 ) log ( 9b^2C^4_{θ1 θ2 x}10 r_h^2 + C^6_{θ1θ2 x}10 ) )_2} ;

h = 2 √ π √ gs √ N 3gs M 2 log(r) − gsNf log(N ) 8π + 3gsNf ( log(C θ1 θ2 x10 )+ 12 ) 2π +1

4πN + 1

C^2_{θ1θ2 x10}

, (140)

where

Σ_1 ≡ −N_f log ( 9b^2C^4_{θ1θ2x}10 r_h^2 + C^6_{θ1θ2x}10 ) + 8π g_s + 2N_f log(N);

Σ_2 ≡ ( 19683 √ 6α^6_{θ1} + 6642α^2_{θ2} α^3_{θ1} − 40 √ 6α^4_{θ2} ) . (141)

So, (140) yields,

A(C_{θ1θ2x}10 ) = 1 2 log (_3 π )_{2/3} Σ^{2/3}_1 4 64^{πb2} ( b−^1√_3 ) g_sN_f r_h^2 ( 9b^2r_h^2+C^2_{θ1θ2x10} ) (g_sΣ_1) + 1 − 3g_sM^2 log(C_{θ1θ2x}10 )Σ_1 64π^2N

+ 1 2 log ( C^2_{θ1θ2x10} 2 √ π √ g_s √ N ) − 3 3^{2/3} (9b^2 + 1)^3 βb^{10}M

(_1 N )_{5/4} rΣ_2(C_{θ1θ2x}10 − 2r_h) log^3(r_h)

8π^{5/3} (3b^2 − 1)^5 (6b^2 + 1)^3 N_f r_h^4α^3_{θ2} log^4(N) (9b^2r_h^2 + r^2)^2 (g_sΣ_1)^2 × ( 6g_sN_f log(N) ( 9b^2r_h^2 + C^2_{θ1θ2x}10 ) + 8π [ b^2r_h^2 ( 27 − 8 (√ 3 − 3b ) g_sN_f ) + 3r^2 ]

−3g_sN_f ( 9b^2r_h^2 + C^2_{θ1θ2x}10 ) log ( 9b^2C^4_{θ1θ2x}10 r_h^2 + C^6_{θ1θ2x}10 ) )_2

. (142)

Writing^1 ( A^′_{β0} (C_{θ1 θ2x10} )+βA^′_β (r)

)_2 = 1 ( A^′_{β0} (C_{θ1 θ2x10} )

)_2 − 2

A^′_β (C_{θ1 θ2x10} )

(A_β0 (C_{θ1 θ2x}10 ))^3 β, we see that up to LO in N,

1 ( A^′_{β0} (C_{θ1θ2 x}10 = r_h)

)_2 LO

= r_h^2 (_{32π} (3b−^√3)b^2 gsNf (gs Nf (−18b^2 +2 log N−3)−gsNf log((9b^2 +1)rh^6)+8π) (9b^2 +1)(gsΣ1 )(6(9b^2 +1)gs log NNf −3(9b^2 +1)gsNf log((9b^2 +1)rh^6)+64π(3b−^√3)b^2 gsNf +24(9πb^2 +π)) −

2(6b^2 +1)gs Nf (9b^2 +1)(gsΣ1 ) + 1

)_2

+ 3gsM^2r_h^2(−gs log NN_f + 24gsN_f log(r_h) + 8π)

32π^2N

(_{32π} (3b−^√3)b^2 gsNf (gs Nf (−18b^2 +2 log N−3)−gsNf log((9b^2 +1)rh^6)+8π) (9b^2 +1)(gsΣ1 )(6(9b^2 +1)gs log NNf −3(9b^2 +1)gsNf log((9b^2 +1)rh^6)+64π(3b−^√3)b^2 gsNf +24(9πb^2 +π)) −

2(6b^2 +1)gs Nf (9b^2 +1)(gsΣ1 ) + 1

)_3

+O ( 1 N^2 ) . (143)

Performing a large-| log r_h| expansion, ( 1 ( A^′_{β0} (C_{θ1 θ2x10} =r_h)

)_2

)_{LO} = ∑ n=1 C_n(r_h,N,N_f ,g_s) (log r_h)^n , near N =

100, g_s = 0.1, N_f = 3, r_h ∼ e^{−0.3N 1/3} , one sees that by truncating the sum at (O(1))^2 number of

terms, ( 1 ( A^′_{β0} (C_{θ1 θ2x10} =r_h)

)_2 )_{LO}| | | | |_{b∼ 1O(1)} = 0 up to LO in N. Up to NLO in N, one sees that

1 ( A^′_{β0} (C_{θ1θ2 x}10 = r_h)

)_2 NLO

= 3gsM^2r_h^2(−gs log NN_f + 24gsN_f log(r_h) + 8π)

32π^2N (_{8π} (3b−^√3)b^2 gsNf (gs Nf (−18b^2 +2 log N−3)−6gs Nf log(rh)+8π) (9b^2 +1)^{( gsΣ1}_2^)(gsNf (3(9b^2 +1) log N+32π(3b−^√3)b^2 )−9(9b^2 +1)gsNf log(rh)+12(9πb^2 +π))

− (^{6b2 +1})^{gsNf} (9b^2 +1)^{( gsΣ1}_2^) + 1 )_3 . (144)

One can show that 1 + 8π ( 3b − √ 3 ) b^2gsN_f ( gsN_f ( −18b^2 + 2 log N − 3 ) − 6gsN_f log(r_h) + 8π ) (9b^2 + 1) (_{gs Σ1} 2 ) ( gsN_f ( 3 (9b^2 + 1) log N + 32π ( 3b − √ 3 ) b^2 ) − 9 (9b^2 + 1) gsN_f log(r_h) + 12 (9πb^2 + π) )

− ( 6b^2 + 1 ) gsN_f (9b^2 + 1) (_{gsΣ1} 2 ) = ξ (log r_h)^{2/3}

, ξ ≡ O(1). (145)

One hence sees: ( ζ η )_β0 ∼ (g_sM^2)(g_sN_f )r^2_h (log r_h)^3 N ∼ r^2_h ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β0

, (146)

consistent with the result (121).

One similarly sees: ( ζ η )_β ∼ − O(10)^{−2})b^{12}βg_s^2M^2

(_1 N )_{7/4} √

N_f Σ_1 √ − log(r_h) [g_sN_f (−18b^2 + 2 log(N) − 3) − 6g_sN_f log(r_h) + 8π] ( b +^{1√}_3

)_5

(6b^2 + 1)^3 κ^3_A′_{β0} ϵ^4α^3_{θ2} log^4(N)(g_sN_f log(N) − 3g_sN_f log(r_h) + 4π)^3 × [{ −g_sN_f ( 3 ( 9b^2 + 1 ) log(N) + 32π ( 3b − √ 3 ) b^2 ) + 9 ( 9b^2 + 1 ) g_sN_f log r_h } − 12 ( 9πb^2 + π )] (1 3 − c^2_s )_2

↓ Table2 O(10^{−13})β ( 48213α^6_{θ1} + 6642α^2_{θ2} α^3_{θ1} − 98α^4_{θ2} ) κ^3_A′_{β0} ϵ^4α^3_{θ2} ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2 (147)

where b =^{1√}_3 + ϵ, Σ_1 ≡ ( 19683 √ 6α^6_{θ1} + 6642α^2_{θ2} α^3_{θ1} − 40 √ 6α^4_{θ2} ) . One may replace^{Σ1}_{κ3A′} β0 ϵ^4α^3_{θ2} by:

1 π^2 ∫_π 0 ∫_π 0 dθ_1dθ_2 { 48213.3N^{3/10} ( −^{sin(θ2)}_{500} + sin^6 (θ_1) csc^3 (θ_2) + 0.14 sin^3 (θ_1) csc (θ_2) )}

κ^3_A′_{β0} ϵ^4

= lim_{ϵβ →0}+ ∫_π 0 dθ_1 ∫_{π−ϵ}β_2 ϵ_β dθ2 { 48213.3N^{3/10} ( −^{sin(θ2)}_{500} + sin^6 (θ_1) csc^3 (θ_2) + 0.14 sin^3 (θ_1) csc (θ_2) ) }

κ^3_A′_{β0} ϵ^4

= lim_{ϵβ →0}+^{N 3/10} (^{32637.ϵ2β −65045.3ϵ2β log(ϵβ )+47333.3})

ϵ^2_β

κ^3_A′_{β0} ϵ^4ϵ^2_β ⇓ N ∼ 100 O(10^{−13})βΣ_1

κ^3_A′_{β0} ϵ^4α^3_{θ2} → 10^{−8} κ^3_A′_{β0} ϵ^4ϵ^2_β

. (148)

Now,^{r2h}_{L2} | | |_{Table 2} ∼^{e−0.3N1/3} √ 4πg_sN N=100,g_s=0.1

−→ 10^{−3}. Hence,

O(10^{−13}) ∫_π 0 ∫_π 0 dθ_1dθ_2 { 48213.3N^{3/10} ( −^{sin(θ2)}_{500} + sin^6 (θ_1) csc^3 (θ_2) + 0.14 sin^3 (θ_1) csc (θ_2) ) }

κ^3_A′_{β0} ϵ^4 ∼ 10^{−5} κ^3_A′_{β0} ϵ^4ϵ^2_β r^2_h L^2

, (149)

and one regularizes (149) by choosing ϵ_β , ϵ :^{10−5}_{ϵ2β ξ3/2ϵ4} ∼ O(1).

If one considers the full D=11 metric then the expression for the entropy becomes:^{e3A(rh)√g6(rh)}_4 , implying ζ η = 1 ( 3A^′(r_h) +^{g′6(rh)}_{g6(rh)}

)_2 . (150) For c_2 ∼ g_s √ NN_f log N ξ_2M √ | log r_h| ∼ g_s √ N_f | log r_h| ξ_2M

, (151)

where ξ_2 is defined via:

N(−2 log(N) + 6 log(r_h) + 9) 2 √ 3g_sM^2(log(N) − 3 log(r_h))(c_1 + c_2 log(r_h)) + −6 log(N) log(r_h) + 8 log(N) + 18 log^2(r_h) − 9 log(r_h) 4 log(N) log(r_h) − 12 log^2(r_h) ∼ √ Nξ_2 (− log(r_h))^{3/2} √ g_s^2M^2N_f

, (152)

g^′_6(r_h) g_6(r_h) ∼ ξ_2 √ N r_h √ (g_sM^2)(g_sN_f )| log r_h|

> A^′(r_h). (153)

Now,

A^′(r_h) + g^′_6(r_h) 2g_6(r_h) ≈ ( g^′_6(r_h) 2g_6(r_h)

)_β0

+ β (A^′(r_h))^β + O(β^2), (154)

implying 1 ( A^′(r_h) +^{g′6(rh)}_{2g6(rh)}

)_2 = 1 [(_{g′} 6(r_h) 2g_6(r_h) )_β0 ]2 − β 2 (A^′(r_h)) [(_{g′} 6(r_h) 2g_6(r_h)

)_β0 ]3 + O(β^2)

= ξ_3

(g_sM^2)(g_sN_f )| log r_h|^3 N + ξ_2| log r_h|^{5/2}Σ_1 3^{11/6}π^{5/3}N^{3/4}N^{1/2}_f (log N)^8α^3_{θ2} β. (155)

Now, from (148),^{Σ1}_{α3θ2} →^{104 N 3/10}_{ϵ2β} , choosing ξ_2 ∼^{g6s}_{κξ2} , κ_{ξ2} ∼ O(1) and regularizing via^{14} :

M^2N^{3/2}_f √ κ_{rh} N^{1/3} N^{1/4+3/10+1/2} e^{−2κrh N 1/3} (log N)^8ϵ^2_β ∼ O(1), (156)

with^{104}

κ_{ξ2} 3^{11/6}π^{11/3} ∼ O(1), one obtains: ζ η = (g_sM^2)(g_sN_f )| log r_h|^3 N r^2_h L^2

(ξ_3 + βξ_4) . (157)

14Near QCD-inspired values of gs, M, N_f of Table 2 (implying κr_h ≈ 0.3 (70)) and N = 100 (156) implies ϵ_β ∼ 10^{−5}.

One hence sees from (146), (147) or (157) ζ η = r^2_h L^2 [ χ_1 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β0 + χ_2 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2]

, (158) ( (_1 3 − c^2_s

)_2 ≡ O(β)) in conformity with (121).

In short via results of [4], we found out that turning off the non-conformality, i.e. choosing M and N_f to zero, results in^ζ_η → 0 as expected. Working in the gauge r = C_{θ1θ2x}10 = B^{IIA}_{θ1θ2} and in the intermediate-N MQGP limit (6), we establish the relation of the ratio^ζ_η and the deviation

of the square of the speed of sound from its conformal value - ( 1 3 − c^2_s ) - both from a five-

dimensional perspective with delocalized angular values, as well as the full eleven-dimensional

perspective. We find that the ratio^ζ_η is the linear combination of ( 1 3 − c^2_s ) (the strong coupling

result) and ( 1 3 − c^2_s

)_2 (the weak coupling result). From a Math perspective, using the results

of [3], the aforementioned behavior is tied up to the existence of Contact 3-Structures in the intermediate-N limit (6).

7 Summary and Discussion

In an endeavor to go towards the study of hydrodynamical properties of strongly interacting Quark Gluon Plasma via top-down holographic QCD, recent pieces of literature have explored several hydrodynamical features of strongly coupled plasmas like shear-viscosity-to-entropy-density ratio, bulk-viscosity-to-shear-viscosity ratio, etc., in different coupling limits. In this paper, we answer the question what the bulk-to-shear-viscosity ratio of thermal QCD-like theories will be at intermediate coupling effected via finite-N M-theory dual having incorporated higher derivative corrections (quartic in the curvature) in the latter.

• The linearized equation of motion of the gauge invariant combination Z_s(r) (64) up to O(η), resulted in the differential equation (65),

Z^{′′}_s (r) = l(r)Z^′_s(r) + m(r)Z_s(r). (159)

Utilizing the dispersion relation (67) of [2] it turns out that r = r_h is an irregular singular point due to the presence of^1_{(r−rh)3} in the m(r). Hence we have chosen α for which the residue of the^{λ1}_{r3h(r−rh)} -term vanishes. From solutions of the equations of motion of h^{β0}_{μν} in the limit q → 0, we worked the deviation of the square of the speed of sound from its

conformal value, ( 1 3 − c^2_s ) in terms of g_s, M, N, N_f , and logr_h, i.e. 1 3 − c^2_s = 5.6

(g_sM^2) (g_sN_f )| log r_h|^3 N − O(1)β, (160)

(dropping terms of O

(_1

N^2 ) , O(β^2), and ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2 ∼ (g_sM^2) (g_sN_f )| log r_h|^3 N β. (161)

• Utilizing the Schrödinger-like equation of motion (99) obtained from the DBI action of D6-brane via introduction of the perturbation in the U(1) gauge field, we formed the onshell DBI action. Using the fact that the gauge field strength vanishes at the boundary, i.e. F_{Zt} = −F_{tZ} = 0, under the zero-momentum limit we obtained the retarded Green function, the imaginary part of which provides the spectral function for the Kubo’s formula. Using Kubo’s formula,

lim_{w→0} ( ρ(T ≠ 0) ω − ρ(T = 0, w) w )

= κ_1 e^{ZUV} N^{3/5}N^f_{UV}r_h (log r_h)^3 √ g_sN + κ_2 e^{ZUV} N^f_{UV}N^{3/5}r_h (C_{zz} − 2C_{θ1z} + 2C_{θ1x}) (log r_h)^3 κ^3_{rh} N β. (162)

Since e^{ZUV} ∼ N^{1/N>4} , where N_{>4} is an integer greater than four, choose: N^f_{UV} ∼ N^{−3/5−1/N>4} . Taking, C_{zz} − 2C_{θ1x} = 0, |C_{θ1x}| << 1 under a self-consistent truncation of C_{MNP} within the O(R^4) corrections to M-theory dual [32], the above expression does not receive O(R^4) corrections. So via (77) and (78), we have proved that the bulk viscosity at intermediate ’t-Hooft coupling for our M-theoretic background is the linear combination of the factor appearing in the strong

(_1 3 − c^2_s ) , and weak coupling limits

(_1 3 − c^2_s

)_2 , i.e.

ζ = C_1(r_h; g_s, M, N_f , N) ( 1 3 − c^2_s ) + C_2(r_h; g_s, M, N_f , N) ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2 . (163)

• We used the Eling and Oz’s proposal [4] for computing the^ζ_η ratio using the scalar fields.

For simplicity, we have chosen the most dominant components of C_{MNP} (C_3 = B^{IIA} ∧ dx^{10}) in eleven dimensions near r_h (119) which are B^{IIA}_{θ1θ2} and B^{IIA}_{θ1x} ; B^{IIA}_{θ1θ2} contributes most dominantly to the kinetic terms. Choosing the proper angular regularization (130), we obtained the familiar result in (136) that if one switches off the non-conformality by taking

M, and N_f to zero, we get^ζ_η → 0. Analysing close to QCD-inspired values from Table(2), ζ η = c^4_sT^2 √ g_6g^{rr}g^{x10x10} [ g^{θ1θ1} g^{θ2θ2} − (g^{θ1θ2} )^2 ] ( dC_{θ1θ2x}10 dT )_2| | | r=r_h ↓ near (19)

(4π)^{3/2} (2π)^3 g^{11/3}_s M^{7/9}N^{1/9}N^{10/9}_f r^2_h L^2 [ 2.03N^2_f |c_2| { − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β0 + 1 9 }

+ 2.03N^2_f |c_2| {( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2 − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β + 3.6 × 10^{−5} [ − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β0 + 1 9 ]} β ]

↓ Table2

= 31.6 r^2_h L^2 [ 18.3 |c_2| { − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β0 + 1 9 }

+ 18.3 |c_2| {( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2 − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β + 3.6 × 10^{−5} [ − 2 3 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_β0 + 1 9 ]} β ] . (164)

Assuming C_{θ1θ2x}10 = B^{IIA}_{θ1θ2} to be the only scalar in the M-theory uplift, since B^{IIA}_{θ1θ2} component of the NS-NS B-filed is the most dominating term, and hence then working in the gauge r = C_{θ1θ2x}10 , ζ η = (1/(3A^′(C_{θ1θ2x}10 )))^2 , from a D = 5 perspective, or 1 ( 3A^′(r_h) +^{g′6(rh)}_{g6(rh)}

)_2 from D = 11 perspective

= r^2_h L^2 [ χ^{(5) or (11)} 1 ( 1 3 − c^2_s ) + χ^{(5) or (11)} 2 ( 1 3 − c^2_s )_2] . (165)

Therefore, the bulk to shear viscosity ratio for the M-theoretic dual thermal QCD like theories which are UV conformal, IR confining, and having bi-fundamental quarks follows the linear combination of the bulk to shear viscosity ratio at strong and weak ’t-Hooft coupling limits.

• The aforementioned results depend crucially on taking the interemdiate-N MQGP limit of (6) and it was precisely in this limit that the closed seven-fold M_7 (which supports a G_2 structure, appearing in the M-theory dual of thermal QCD-like theories at intermediate coupling) which is a warped product of the M-theory circle and a non-Kähler six-fold with the latter itself being a warped product of the thermal circle with a non-Einsteinian deformation of T^{1,1}, was shown in [3] to support Contact 3-Structures (C3S). The deep connection between the existence of C3S and the speed-of-sound dependence of^ζ_η at intermediate coupling can be understood as follows. Noting that,

Near (19) : G^2(r ∈ IR) ∼

(_1 N )_{19/10} √ g_sN_f^{2/3}| log r|^{14}3 − (_1 N )_{11/10} √ g_s(N_f | log r|)^{2/3} ; globally : G^2(r ∈ IR) ∼ sin^4 (θ_1) ( 2187 sin^6 (θ_1) + 270 √ 6 sin^2 (θ_2) sin^3 (θ_1) + 50 sin^4 (θ_2) ) csc^2 (θ_2) √ g_sNN_f^{2/3}| log r|^{14/3} − sin^6 (θ_1) √ g_sN sin^2 (θ_2) (N_f | log r|)^{2/3}

, (166)

and, R(r ∈ IR) ∼ 1 (r − r_h)r_hN^{8/3}_f (| log r_h|)^{11/3}

, (167)

one sees that:

R > G^2. (168) Now, Ricci scalar (essentially the Eintein-Hilbert term in the D = 11 supergravity action) can be written in terms of the four G_2-structure torsion classes [61] as follows:

R(M_7(r, θ_1, θ_2, ϕ_1, ϕ_2, ψ, x^{10})) = 12d^†W_7 + 21 8 W^2_1 + 30|W_7|^2 − 1 2 |W_{14}|^2 − 1 2 |W_{27}|^2.

(169)

Apart from (168), using also, e.g., G_{rMNP} G^{MNP}_r | |_( 6) < R^β 0 rr | | (6) , one drops flux-dependent contributions at O(β^0), and using J_0 > E_8 > t^2_8G^2R^3 drop the flux-dependent contributions at O(β) in the D = 11 supergravity action. One hence sees that the dynamics in the intermediate-N limit (6) will be given predominantly by the G_2- structure torsion classes (W_{7,14,27}) and hence the Contact structure arising from the same, and not the four-form fluxes.

Acknowledgements

SSK is supported by a Junior Research Fellowship (JRF) from the Ministry of Human Resource and Development (MHRD), Govt. of India. AM is partly supported by a Core Research Grant number SER-1829-PHY from the Science and Engineering Research Board, Govt. of India. We thank G. Yadav for useful discussions and collaboration on [39] which was the precursor of this work.

A Co-frames near ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2-patches

The coframes e^{2,3,4} ∈ e^{a=1,...,7} diagonalizing M_7 = S^1_M ×_w (S^1_{thermal} ×_w M_5), M_5 being a non- Einsteinian generalization of T^{1,1}, near ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2-coordinate patches, are given by the following expressions:

e^2 = κ^2_{1;β0} csc^2 (θ_2) + κ^2_{,β0} r^6 sin^{61} (θ_2) sin^{64} (θ_1)

g_s^6 log N^3M^3N_f^3 log^3(r)

+ κ^2_{1;β} 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q

sin^72 (θ_2)

× [ dθ_1 ( κ^2_{θ1 ,1;β0}^{gs7/4 log NMNf} (^{0.25a2 −0.06r2} )^{sin(θ1 ) csc(θ2 ) log(r)} r2 + κ^2_{θ1;2;β}^4 √ β √ C(1)zz Cq gs 7/4 log NMNf (1.8a2+2.5r2) csc(θ2 ) log(r) r2 √_{sin(θ1 )} )

4√ N

+dθ_2 κ^2_{θ2 ,1;β}0 g_s^{7/4}MN_f sin^2 (θ_1) csc^2 (θ_2) log(r) ( 3a^2 log(r) + 0.08r ) 4√ Nr + κ^2_{θ2;2;β} 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q g_s^{21/4} M^3N_f^3 sin^92 (θ_1) csc^6 (θ_2) log^3(r) ( a^2r^2 log(r) + r^3 ) N^{3/4}r^3

+dx κ^2_{x,1;β}0 sin^2 (θ1) csc (θ2) + κ^2_{x;2;β} 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q g_s^{7/2}M^2N_f^2 log^2(r) sin^{92} (θ_1) csc^5 (θ_2) ( 3.6a^2r log(r) + 4.8r^2 ) √ Nr^2

+dy 1 − κ^2_{y,1;β}0 g_s^{7/2}M^2N_f^2 sin^4 (θ_1) csc^4 (θ_2) log^2(r) ( 3a^2 log(r) + 0.08r

)_2 √ Nr^2 − κ^2_{y;1;β} 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q

sin^32 (θ_1)

+dz κ^2_{z,1;β}0 sin (θ2) − κ^2_{z;1;β} 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q sin (θ_2)

sin^32 (θ_1) ]

e^3 = √ κ^3_{1;β0} csc^2 (θ_2) + κ^3_{2;β0} r^6 sin^{61} (θ_2) sin^{64} (θ_1)

g_s^6 log N^3M^3N^{311/10} N_f^3 log^3(r)

− κ^3_{1;β}^4 √ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q √ sin (θ_1) csc^2 (θ_2)

× [ dθ_1 ( κ^3_{θ1 ;1;β0}^{4gs 7/4 log NMNf} (^{0.2a2 −0.1r2} )^{sin(θ1 ) csc(θ2) log(r)}

N 3/20 r2 + κ 3 θ1;1;β 16. 4 √ β √ C(1)zz Cq gs 7/4 log NMNf (1.56a2−0.522r2) csc(θ2) log(r) sin 3 2 (θ1 ) r2 )

4√ N

+ dθ_2 ( κ^3_{θ2 ;1;β0}^{gs7/4 MNf sin2 (θ1 ) csc2(θ2 ) log(r)}(^{0.0005a2 log(r)+0.000014r}) 20√ N r + κ^3_{θ2 ;1;β}^{16 4} √ β √ C(1)zz Cq gs7/4MNf sin 5 2 (θ1 ) csc2 (θ2 ) log(r)(2.7a2 log(r)+0.081r) r )

4√ N

+dy 1 − κ^3y;1;β^0

gs7/2M 2 Nf 2 sin4(θ1 ) csc4 (θ2 ) log2 (r)(4.32a2 log(r)+0.064r)

r − κ^3_{y;1;β}^{16. 4} √ β √ C(1)zz Cq gs7/2M 2 Nf 2 sin 9 2 (θ1 ) csc4 (θ2 ) log2 (r)(−7a2 log(r)−0.1r) 5√ N r √ N

+dx ( κ^3_{x;1;β0} sin^2 (θ_1) csc (θ_2) − κ^3_{x;1;β}^4 √ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q sin^52 (θ_1) csc (θ_2) ) + dz ( κ^3_{z;1;β0} sin θ_2 + κ^3_{z;1;β}^4 √ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q √ sin θ_1 sin θ_2 )]

(A1) e^4 = κ^4_{1;β0} csc^2 (θ_2) − κ^4_{2;β0} r^6 sin^{61} (θ_2) sin^{64} (θ_1) g_s^6 log N^3M^3N_f^3 log^3(r)

− κ^4_{1;β} 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q sin^72 (θ_2)

× [ dθ_1^4 √ N κ^4_{θ1 ;1;β}0 ( 0.006a^2 r^2 − 0.002r^4 ) csc (θ_1) g_s^{7/4} log NMN_f (0.02a^4 − 0.01a^2 r^2 + 0.002r^4) log(r)

+ κ^4_{θ1;1;β} 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q csc^3 (θ_2) g_s^{15/4} log N^3M^2N_f^2 √ sin (θ_1) log^2(r)

+dθ_2 κ^4_{θ2;1;β}0 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q^4 √ N csc^2 (θ_2) g_s^{15/4} log N^2M^2N_f^2 sin^32 (θ_1) log^2(r)

− κ^4_{θ2;2;β0} r^{10} sin^{127}2 (θ_1) sin^{59} (θ_2) √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q g_s^{25/4} log N^3M^{3 4} √ NN_f^3 (0.022a^4 − 0.015a^2 r^2 + 0.002r^4) log^3(r)

+dx κ^4_{x;1;β}0 ( 0.033a^4 − 0.02a^2r^2 + 0.004r^4 ) sin^2 (θ_1) 0.022a^4 − 0.015a^2 r^2 + 0.002r^4

− κ^4_{x;1;β} 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q √ N g_s^{7/2} log N^2M^2N_f^2 sin^32 (θ_1) log^2(r)

+dy κ^4_{y;1;β}0 π^{5/2}r^9 sin^{57} (θ_2) sin^{66} (θ_1) ( 9.54a^2 log(r) + 0.265r ) g_s^8 log N^5M^4N_f^4 (0.022a^4 − 0.015a^2r^2 + 0.002r^4) log^4(r)

+ κ^4_{y;1;β} 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q √ sin (θ_1) csc^4 (θ_2) g_s^2 log N^2MN_f log(r)

+dz 1 − √ N κ^4_{z;1;β}0 r^{20} sin^{118} (θ_2) sin^{128} (θ_1) g_s^{39/2} log N^{10}M^{10}N_f^{10} (0.022a^4 − 0.015a^2 r^2 + 0.002r^4)^2 log^{10}(r)

+ κ^4_{z;1;β} 4√ β √ C^{(1)}_{zz} C_q √ sin (θ_1) g_s^{7/2} log N^2M^2N_f^2 log^2(r) ]

(A2)

In (A1) - (A2), C^{(1)}zz is a constant of integration appearing in the solution of the O(R^4) correction f_{zz} to the MQGP metric component g_{zz}, and C_q is a constant that appeared in the Jacobi nome q = ∑_∞ j=0 q_j (_L 2 )_{4j+1}

, q_j ∈ Z^+, L ≡ −1 + C_qβ^{1/8} ( C^{(1)}zz )_{1/4} sin^{1/4} θ_1, C_q ∈ C being a constant, relevant to the “Kiepert algorithm” [62] used to solve a quintic to effect the aforementioned diagonalization in [32]. In (A1) - (A2), κ^{a=1,...,6}_{θ1,2/x/y/z;1;β} ≪ 1. Except for e^4, however, all the rest have an IR-enhancement factor involving some power of log r appearing in the contributions picked up from the O(R^4) terms. These contributions also receive near-Ouyang-embedding enhancements around small θ_{1,2} - which also provide the most dominant contributions to all the terms of the action. Further, κ^a_{1;β0} ≫ 1 but are accompanied by IR-suppression factors involving exponents of r along with the aforementioned near-Ouyang-embedding enhancements around small θ_{1,2}.

References

[1] M. Natsuume, [arXiv:hep-ph/0701201 [hep-ph]].

[2] A. Czajka, K. Dasgupta, C. Gale, S. Jeon, A. Misra, M. Richard and K. Sil, Bulk Viscosity at Extreme Limits: From Kinetic Theory to Strings, JHEP 07, 145 (2019)[arXiv:1807.04713 [hep-th]].

[3] A. Misra and G. Yadav, (Almost) Contact (3) (Metric) Structure(s) and Transverse SU(3)

Structures Associated with M-Theory Dual of Thermal QCD at Intermediate Coupling, [arXiv:2211.13186[hep-th]].

[4] C. Eling and Y. Oz, “A Novel Formula for Bulk Viscosity from the Null Horizon Focusing Equation,” JHEP 1106, 007 (2011) [arXiv:1103.1657 [hep-th]].

[5] J. Adams et al. [STAR], Nucl. Phys. A 757 (2005), 102-183 doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.085 [arXiv:nucl-ex/0501009 [nucl-ex]].

[6] J. M. Maldacena, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998), 231-252 doi:10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a1 [arXiv:hep-th/9711200 [hep-th]].

[7] S. S. Gubser, I. R. Klebanov and A. M. Polyakov, Phys. Lett. B 428 (1998), 105-114 doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00377-3 [arXiv:hep-th/9802109 [hep-th]].

[8] E. Witten, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998), 253-291 doi:10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a2 [arXiv:hep-th/9802150 [hep-th]].

[9] J. Polchinski and M. J. Strassler, [arXiv:hep-th/0003136 [hep-th]].

[10] O. Aharony, S. S. Gubser, J. M. Maldacena, H. Ooguri and Y. Oz, Phys. Rept. 323 (2000), 183-386 doi:10.1016/S0370-1573(99)00083-6 [arXiv:hep-th/9905111 [hep-th]].

[11] C. P. Herzog, Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003), 024013 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.68.024013 [arXiv:hepth/0302086 [hep-th]].

[12] C. P. Herzog, JHEP 12 (2002), 026 doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2002/12/026 [arXiv:hepth/0210126 [hep-th]].

[13] G. Policastro, D. T. Son and A. O. Starinets, JHEP 12 (2002), 054 doi:10.1088/1126- 6708/2002/12/054 [arXiv:hep-th/0210220 [hep-th]].

[14] G. Policastro, D. T. Son and A. O. Starinets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 (2001), 081601 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.081601 [arXiv:hep-th/0104066 [hep-th]].

[15] P. Kovtun, D. T. Son and A. O. Starinets, JHEP 10 (2003), 064 doi:10.1088/1126- 6708/2003/10/064 [arXiv:hep-th/0309213 [hep-th]].

[16] G. Policastro, D. T. Son and A. O. Starinets, From AdS / CFT correspondence to hydrodynamics, JHEP 09, 043 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0205052 [hep-th]].

[17] P. Kovtun, D. T. Son and A. O. Starinets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 (2005), 111601 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.111601 [arXiv:hep-th/0405231 [hep-th]].

[18] P. Romatschke and U. Romatschke, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 (2007), 172301 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.172301 [arXiv:0706.1522 [nucl-th]].

[19] A. Yarom, JHEP 04 (2010), 024 doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2010)024 [arXiv:0912.2100 [hep-th]].

[20] A. Buchel, Phys. Lett. B 663 (2008), 286-289 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2008.03.069 [arXiv:0708.3459 [hep-th]].

[21] J. Mas and J. Tarrio, JHEP 05 (2007), 036 doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2007/05/036 [arXiv:hepth/0703093 [hep-th]].

[22] A. Buchel and C. Pagnutti, Nucl. Phys. B 816 (2009), 62-72 doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2009.02.022 [arXiv:0812.3623 [hep-th]].

[23] T. Springer, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009), 046003 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.79.046003 [arXiv:0810.4354 [hep-th]].

[24] I. Kanitscheider and K. Skenderis, JHEP 04 (2009), 062 doi:10.1088/1126- 6708/2009/04/062 [arXiv:0901.1487 [hep-th]].

[25] J. R. David, M. Mahato and S. R. Wadia, JHEP 04 (2009), 042 doi:10.1088/1126- 6708/2009/04/042 [arXiv:0901.2013 [hep-th]].

[26] P. Benincasa and A. Buchel, Phys. Lett. B 640 (2006), 108-115 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2006.07.043 [arXiv:hep-th/0605076 [hep-th]].

[27] A. Parnachev and A. Starinets, JHEP 10 (2005), 027 doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2005/10/027 [arXiv:hep-th/0506144 [hep-th]].

[28] A. Czajka, K. Dasgupta, C. Gale, S. Jeon, A. Misra, M. Richard and K. Sil, Mod. Phys. Lett.

A 35 (2020) no.27, 2030012 doi:10.1142/S0217732320300128 [arXiv:1807.07950 [hep-th]].

[29] G. D. Moore and O. Saremi, JHEP 09 (2008), 015 doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2008/09/015 [arXiv:0805.4201 [hep-ph]]

[30] P. Kovtun and A. Shukla, JHEP 10 (2018), 007 doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2018)007 [arXiv:1806.05774 [hep-th]].

[31] K. Sil and A. Misra, On Aspects of Holographic Thermal QCD at Finite Coupling, Nucl.

Phys. B 910, 754 (2016) [arXiv:1507.02692 [hep-th]].

[32] A. Misra and V. Yadav, On M-Theory Dual of Large-N Thermal QCD-Like Theories up to O(R^4) and G-Structure Classification of Underlying Non-Supersymmetric Geometries, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 26, 10 (2022) [arXiv:2004.07259 [hep-th]].

[33] M. Mia, K. Dasgupta, C. Gale and S. Jeon, Nucl. Phys. B 839 (2010), 187-293 doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.06.014 [arXiv:0902.1540 [hep-th]].

[34] M. Dhuria and A. Misra, JHEP 11 (2013), 001 doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2013)001 [arXiv:1306.4339 [hep-th]].

[35] V. Yadav, G. Yadav and A. Misra,(Phenomenology/Lattice-Compatible) SU(3) MχPT HD up to O(p^4) and the O (R^4)-Large-N Connection, JHEP 2108 (2021) 151 [arXiv:2011.04660 [hep-th]].

[36] I. R. Klebanov and M. J. Strassler, Supergravity and a confining gauge theory: Duality cascades and chi SB resolution of naked singularities, JHEP 08, 052 (2000) [arXiv:hepth/0007191 [hep-th]].

[37] P. Ouyang, Holomorphic D7-branes and flavored N = 1 gauge theories, Nucl. Phys. B 699, 207(2004) [arXiv:hep-th/0311084].

[38] M. B. Green and M. Gutperle, Effects of D instantons, Nucl. Phys. B 498, 195 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9701093].

[39] G. Yadav, S. S. Kushwah and A. Misra, Pole-Skipping and Chaos in Too MUCH Hot QCD|, [arXiv:2311.09306 [hep-th]].

[40] M. Ionel and M. Min-Oo, Cohomogeneity One Special Lagrangian 3-Folds in the Deformed and the Resolved Conifolds, Illinois Journal of Mathematics, Vol. 52, Number 3 (2008).

[41] M. Becker, K. Dasgupta, A. Knauf and R. Tatar, Geometric transitions, flops and nonKahler manifolds. I., Nucl. Phys. B 702, 207 (2004) [hep-th/0403288].

[42] V. Yadav and A. Misra, M-Theory Exotic Scalar Glueball Decays to Mesons at Finite Coupling, JHEP 09, 133 (2018) [arXiv:1808.01182 [hep-th]].

[43] M. Kruczenski, D. Mateos, R. C. Myers and D. J. Winters, Towards a holographic dual of large-N_c QCD, JHEP 0405 (2004) 041 [arXiv:hep-th/0311270].

[44] M. Dhuria and A. Misra, Transport Coefficients of Black MQGP M3-Branes, Eur. Phys. J.

C 75, 16 (2015) [arXiv:1406.6076[hep-th]].

[45] R. Argurio, A. Armoni, M. Bertolini, F. Mignosa and P. Niro, Vacuum structure of large N QCD_3 from holography, JHEP 07, 134 (2020) [arXiv:2006.01755[hep-th]].

[46] G. Yadav, V. Yadav and A. Misra, M cTEQ (M chiral perturbation theory-compatible deconfinement Temperature and Entanglement entropy up to terms Quartic in curvature) and FM (Flavor Memory), JHEP 10 (2021) 220, arXiv:2108.05372 [hep-th].

[47] K. Becker and M. Becker, JHEP 07 (2001), 038 doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2001/07/038 [arXiv:hep-th/0107044 [hep-th]].

[48] A. Czajka, K. Dasgupta, C. Gale, S. Jeon, A. Misra, M. Richard and K. Sil, Bulk Viscosity at Extreme Limits: From Kinetic Theory to Strings, JHEP 1907, 145 (2019) [arXiv:1807.04713 [hep-th]].

[49] A. A. Tseytlin, R**4 terms in 11 dimensions and conformal anomaly of (2,0) theory, Nucl.

Phys. B 584, 233-250 (2000)doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00380-1 [arXiv:hep-th/0005072 [hep-th]].

[50] G. Yadav, Deconfinement temperature of rotating QGP at intermediate coupling from Mtheory, Phys. Lett. B 841 (2023) 137925 [arXiv:2203.11959 [hep-th]].

[51] A. Misra and G. Yadav, Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) no.10, 106013 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.108.106013 [arXiv:2308.05033 [hep-th]].

[52] S. Sasaki, On differentiable manifolds with certain structures which are closely related to almost contact structure, i, Tohoku Math. J. (2) 12 (1960) 459; S. Sasaki and Y. Hatakeyama, On differentiable manifolds with certain structures which are closely related to almost contact structure, ii, Tohoku Math. J. (2) 13 (1961) 281.

[53] G. Yadav, Aspects of Thermal QCD Phenomenology at Intermediate Gauge/’t Hooft Coupling from String/M-Theory, (HD) Gravity Islands, and Multiverse, [arXiv:2310.06042 [hepth]].

[54] Y.-Y. Kuo, On almost contact 3-structure, Tohoku Math. J. (2) 22 (1970) 325.

[55] T. Kashiwada, On a contact 3-structure, Mathematische Zeitschrift 238 (2001) 829.

[56] J. Held, Ph.D. thesis, Non-Supersymmetric Flux Compactifications of Heterotic String- and M-theory , 2012.

[57] K. Sil, Pole skipping and chaos in anisotropic plasma: a holographic study, JHEP 03, 232 (2021) [arXiv:2012.07710 [hep-th]].

[58] V. Yadav, A. Misra and K. Sil, Eur. Phys. J. C 77, no.10, 656 (2017) [arXiv:1707.02818 [hep-th]].

[59] K. Sil and A. Misra, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) no.11, 618 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-016- 4444-7 [arXiv:1606.04949 [hep-th]].

[60] P. K. Kovtun and A. O. Starinets, Quasinormal modes and holography, Phys. Rev. D 72, 086009 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0506184 [hep-th]].

[61] R. L. Bryant, Some remarks on G(2)-structures, arXiv:math/0305124 [math-dg]. [62] Beyond the Quartic Equation, R. B. King, Birkhäuser (1996).