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ABSTRACT

Using gravity description, we compute various static lengtales ofAl = 6 Chern Simons
plasma in a strongly coupled regime. For this, we considefifis compactification of the
type IIA supergravity down to four dimensions, and idenafi/the low-lying bosonic modes
up to masses corresponding to the operator dimension 3htergeith all the remaining"P3
invariant modes. We find the true mass gap, the Debye sciggemass and the corresponding
dual operators to be probed in the field theory side.
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1 Introduction

There has been great progress in understanding of AdS/CFé&spondence between string
theories and gauge theorigs[1]. In addition to the well kmauality between the type IIB
string theory on Ad§x S background ané\ = 4 super Yang-Mills (SYM) theory[1], the type
lIA version of AdS/CFTs correspondence is put forwarded recently. The theory nawkras
the ABJM model is the three dimension&l = 6 U(N)xU(N) superconformal Chern-Simons
theory with level k,—k) and proposed to be dual to the type IIA string theory on AdE P53
background[2]. Some test of this duality has been carri¢cdased on the integrabilities with
indication of some additional interesting structuré[35H,

The type Il1A supergravity description is dual to the laigplanar limit of the Chern-Simons
theory where one is takiny, k — o while holding the 't Hooft coupling\ = % fixed. Some
probes of response properties of the finite temperaturencBienons theory are studied recently
via theCPz invariant dimensional reduction of the type I1A supergtgd]. For the study of its
thermodynamic properties in the weak coupling regime, sfe|[].

In this note, we shall be concerned about the physics of tite femperature ABJM plasma
at strongly coupled regime and study its various statictlesgales. These are arising as spa-
tially decaying scales when local operators are insertedcatrtain point of the finite temper-
ature plasma. Among them, we are particularly interestetierntwo scales of true mass gap
my and Debye screening masp. The inverse of the longest possible correlation lengtlesca
is the definition of the true mass gap while the lowest inGieodd sect@ is called the De-
bye screening mass following the definition of Yang-Millagias[8, 9]. For tha/ =4 SYM
theory, these scales are identified at strong coupled remirRef [9]. It is argued there that
these scales are well representing the universal chastgrof various Yang-Mills theories.
For instance the ratiasip /my for the AL = 4 SYM theory and thé\s = 2 QCD are matching
with each other in the strong coupling limit, which suppatsh a picturé[9].

In this note, we shall compute these length scales of the ABli#gma using the descrip-
tion of black brane background, which has validity for thesgly coupled regime. For this
purpose, we consider th€P3 compactification of the type IIA supergravity down to four
dimensions[10] and identify all the low lying bosonic modgsto masses corresponding to
operator dimensiod = 3 together with all the remaininGP3 invariant higher dimensional
modes[6]. They are described by 4d scalar, vector and gragtuations in the bulk of the

lUnlike usual Chern-Simons theories, the ABJM theory hagtréy P and the time-reversdl symmetries.
The standard parity and time-reversal transformations®fABJM theory bring its levelk, —k) to (—k, k). To
define ouP andT, one further interchanges the U(N) and th@\) gauge fields together with yet further exchange
of all the matter fields with their adjoints, which bringslgsel back to’k, —k). The charge conjugatiddis defined
in the standard manner.



black brane background. For each gravity mode, one setgepwlue problem with specific
boundary conditions[11] and find mass (1/length) scales feigenvalues determined by nu-
merical analysis. We then identify the true mass gap, theyPehass and their dual operator
contents. Dynamic (non static) responses of the finite teatpe system are characterized by
equilibration time scales[12] and study of ABJM theory irsttespect will be of interest. Also
study of static scales in thé(1) charged plasma of the ABJM thedry[6] will be interesting in
many respect[13].

In Section 2, we introduce the field theory definition of sté&hgth (1/mass) scales in terms
of two point correlator of field theory operator. In Sectigm@ consider th€P; compactifica-
tion and identify the low-lying supergravity modes. In Sect4, we find a linearized fluctuation
equation for each mode, from which we determine length sdalenumerical analysis. The re-
sults are summarized in Table 2. Last section is devotedetdidtussion of the true mass gap
and the Debye mass. The relevant dual operator contentg iRtk 6 Chern-Simons theory
are constructed starting from chiral primary operatorhefABJM theory.

2 Field theory definition of static length scales

In this section, we are mainly interested in static corretalength scales of the finite tempera-
ture A = 6 Chern-Simons plasma. From the view point of the field themmg considers any
gauge invariant operat@(r) which has an operator dimensidn|f this operator is inserted at
some pointe.g. T = 0 of the finite temperature system, the perturbation is ireggrdecaying
exponentially at large distance once the longest posshlgth scale is finite. This characteris-
tic length scale is our concern in this note. More precisiegytcan be measured by the study
of spatial behaviors of static two-point correlator defitgd

(1) =(0'(n 0(0)), (2.1)

where the thermal expectation value is taken with respabitéinite temperature vacuum state.
We shall take the separation in tkgdirection without loss of generality. Generic features of
the above correlator can be understood as follows. To dédfmértite temperature field theory,
we use the Euclidean field theory where the Euclidean timection is circle compactified
with size = 1/T. We then consider a Minkowski field theory where #alirection is Wick-
rotated from the Euclidean field theory. The fictitious timenslation generator is taken as our
HamiltonianHy,. Let us introduce its eigenbasis by

Hy, [n) = €nn). (2.2)



Then the above correlator can be expanded as

Cxa) = Z e *4 | (n|0(0)) |*. (2.3)

At large distance, the lowest eigenvalue with nonvaniskimplitude(n| O(0)) basically
controls the behavior of the two point correlator. We shall thei-th lowest eigenvalue with
nonvanishing(n|O(0)) asy;. Projecting out the lowest nonvanishing contribution, omey
find the next decay mass sca@ieand so on. Below we shall consider various low dimensional
operators and compute length scales upgtasing the gravity description.

These scales of various operators with a definite dimens@albimportant characteristics
of the finite temperature field theory itself. Among them réhare two particularly interesting
length scales. One is the longest possible correlationthefoy all possible operators. The
inverse of this scale we call as the true massmgpThe other scale is defined as the longest
possible length scale within the CT odd sector to which therajors of charged excitation
belong. The inverse of this Debye length scale is called dsy®enassnp. This definition
agree with that of QCD or th@/ = 4 Super Yang-Mills theory|8,/9]. These two are particularly
important characteristic scales of a gauge theory plasma.

Finding these two scales in the strongly coupled regini® ef 6 Chern-Simons plasma will
be the subject of the subsequent sections where we use thgravgy description. Among the
low lying supergravity modes, we shall survey possible mig&ies of scales in order to find
the true mass gap and the Debye mass.

3 (CIP; compactification and the black brane background

The IIA supergravity compactified on the interid&P; space to the four dimensional spacetime
has been much studied some time agb[10]. Its four dimenkspeatra are all classified there,
which we shall explain to the extent we need for our purposie Bosonic spectra include
towers of 4d scalars, vectors and spin two gravitons. Theselassified by the symmetries
of U(1) x SU(4) where SU(4) is the symmetry possessed by(hg space and U(1) is from
the circle related to the 11d interpretation. The corredpanmassless U(1) charge counting
the DO brane is interpreted as di-baryon charge ofihe- 6 Chern-Simons theory[2]. For the
SU(4) representation, we use the standard Dynkin lahelsls). The SU(4) singlet denoted
by (000) is for theCIP3 invariant part of the spectra that form a consistent closetbs[6].

For the graviton modes we shall only consider the lowest ncodesponding to the 4d AdS
graviton fluctuation. There is of course massive gravitavetowhich is not neutral under the
SU(4) of CPs.



For the spin one, we shall consider the massless vector ntdd@90) and(101) repre-
sentations, whergl 0 1) corresponds to the adjoint representation of dimensioriladdition,
we shall consider massi? = 2 non-singlet gauge fields together with a singlet gauge field
with M2 = 12.

For scalars, the lowest modes consistb®1)*, (101)~ and(202)* with M? = —2. We
also consider non-singlet scalars wiif = 0 whose representations are listed in Table 1. There
are three singlet real scalars respectively with= 4,10 and 18. Therefore the whole singlet
spectra consist of one massless graviton, one masslessiamdassive vector fields and 3 real
scalars. Note that there is no fermionic singlet contridmsiat all. The full Lagrangian for
this consistent truncation of the 1IA compactification igaibed in [6fi. The summary of the
discussionis in Table 1.

spin 0 spin 1 spin 2
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Table 1: The low lying bosonic spectra up to the operator dimensione3peesented. The upper and
lower indices denote respectively the parity and the masarsg valueM?. The bosonic part of the
lowest\ = 6 super multiplet and the whole spectra@; singlet sector are presented in addition.

Turning off all the excited modes except the AdS gravity pidwet 4d action becomes

g = 16T[G /d“x\/_ R+6> (3.1)

where the 4d Newton constant is given/by[6]

1 N2
16nG4  12m/2An
Note also that we have scaled away the AdS curvature r&iiusing the scaling property of
the 4d action, which is possible even including all the remmaj modes.

(3.2)

2 For the compactification from the M-theory view point, sesoaRef. [14], in which the resulting spectra
involves extra modes not present in the type I1A compactifica
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We consider the well known black brane solution with a plasyanmetry, in which the
metric takes a form

Z
olsﬁ:z—l2 [h(z)dxﬁ+dx§+dx§+%} (3.3)
with
3
A
h(z) =1 (Z) . (3.4)

This black brane background is dual to the finite temperatersion of the ABJM theory. Due
to the quantum scale invariance of theory, this finite terajpee field theory depends on only
one dimensionful parameter which is the temperaiuréience the theory possesses only one
finite-temperature phase corresponding to high temperétuit. This temperature is identified
with the Hawking temperature of the black brane,

1 h 31

T=_—|H el
poe (z1)] iz,

(3.5)

We further set the only length scatg = 1 in the black brane metric d§z) = 1—Z>. This
corresponds to the mass unit®/3, which can be recovered whenever needed.

4 Static length scales

In this section, we shall find the static mass scales by amayinear fluctuation equations in
the black brane background. As explained in the previousmsedhere are various 4d bulk
modes up to spin 2, which are dual to field theory operatorgbihide scaling dimension.

We shall begin with the scalar mode whose equation takeothe f

0?d - M?® =0, (4.1)

which is defined for the interva € [0, 1] for our Euclidean black brane background. At the
boundaryz = 0 where the field theory is defined, the scalar field generahakies as

®=a(x) z3*A—|—b(X)zA—i—-~- (4.2)

where- - - denotes all the remaining powersofTheA here corresponds to the scaling dimen-
sion of the field theory operator dualda By a straightforward investigation, one finds

A:%<3+ \/9+4|v|2), (4.3)



with an exception o = 1. For this exception, one has
1
A:§<3—\/9+4M2> —1 (4.4)

with M2 = —2. To set up the eigenvalue problem, we consider the anBatzU (z)e 4,
which describes an exponentially decaying response ofdheanation. The equation farf(z)
becomes

z4(z—2u’)'+(z2k2—|v|2>uzo. (4.5)

Having a second order equation, one has in general two lineatependent solutions before
imposing boundary condition at the horizon. From the gdreemalysis, the terna(x) corre-
sponds to adding the source term

Slscs— / d3x a(x) O(x) (4.6)

to the field theory andb(x) is then interpreted as the expectation val@x) ) = b(x) where
the expectation is taken in the presence of the sourcedéxm For the scalar, we impose the
boundary condition at the horizon given by

h(2)U’(2)|,-1 =0, (4.7)

which Kills the logarithmically singular term at the horizoThis boundary condition insures
that the on-shell supergravity action does not receive auydary contribution at the horizon.
In addition the finiteness of each individual term[in {4.5nisured by the boundary condition.

For the eigenvalue problem, we shall further require themoiermato vanish by adjusting
k?, which will fix the static scales of our concern. We consider $ix lowest massdg? =
—2,—2,0,4,10,18 corresponding to operator dimensiahs- 1,2,3,4,5,6. The results are
presented in Table 2 in the unit oft# /3.

For massive vector modes, the Maxwell equation takes a form,

du(vAFY) = M2 /G(A' + V), (4.8)
with
3, [\/Q(A“-I— M) | = 0. (4.9)

The scalar fieldp is arising as a 4d Poincare dual to three form field streirgy and gets
absorbed into the massive gauge degree by the Higgs meuctj@hidVe use theb = 0 gauge
leading to the condition,

au<¢gA“> —0. (4.10)
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For the massless caseMf = 0, this condition does not follow from the equations of motio
but can be incorporated as a part of the gauge fixing condititmar boundary gauge fields in
general behave as

Ar=ag(x) Z 2 +bg(x) 2L+ (4.11)

wherepu = 0, 1,2 is for the boundary directions at= 0 and the dimension of the dual current
operator is given by

A:%<3+ \/1+4|v|2). (4.12)

For the length scales, we start with an ansaiz= 4,(z) e and consider the massive
case first. Turning on only, leads to a consistent equation

2(ha) + (2 -M?) 2 =0. (4.13)
Similarly turning on onlyAq leads to
Zhal + (k2 —M?) 4y =0. (4.14)

For the longitudinal mode, we turn on bodh andA4, which leads to the equation

k273

/
f(hﬂli) irr o N+ (P M?) A = 0, (4.15)
with
kZ

Therefore there are three independent modes for each reagsige field. In order to find the
eigenvalue mass scales, we require aggaito zero and impose the horizon boundary condition
where we discard the logarithmically singular teérm[11].niNdy suppose the solution for vector
and gravity modes behaves as

Smode= Cl(l—Z)B-I-Cz(l—Z)Bm 1-2)+--- (4.17)

near horizon region. We find th@t= 0 for @, A1, Ay, Gs while 3 = 1 for Ay, Gt. Then we
choose the boundary condition,

Smode(2)
(1-2)P

(1-2)] }/|z:l:0. (4.18)

We now turn to the case of massless gauge field. The longdldiode in[(4.15) is no
longer describing an extra degree and can be discarded byge dixing conditionsA; =0
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spin 0 spin 1 spin 2
A2 AO Al GS GT

.699401
A=1 2.82963
5.05667
1.71821| 1.49111 2.72176
A=2 3.93965| 3.85854  4.99591
6.17364| 6.12306  7.25013
2.72176| 2.56799  3.79539  1.46635 2.14858  3.6060%
A=3 499591 4.92662 6.07826  3.93809 4.79041  5.9693%
7.25013| 7.20491 8.33987  6.22908 7.11657  8.26276
3.72304
A=4 6.03029
8.30414
4.72364| 4.62907  5.85503  3.53049
A=5 7.05352| 6.99910 8.17063  6.00571
9.34436| 9.30618 10.4567  8.32808
5.72397
A=6 8.07028
10.3755

Table 2:The low lying decay mass scales up to operator dimension Brasented in the unitrdl /3.
We also include the mass scales for all the remaining SU¢yient modes oA =4, 5, 6.

anddy,/gA" = 0, while the equations i (4.1.3) ar{d (4.14) are for two transe degrees of the
massless gauge field. Nonetheless, one may evaluate digesweaising from[(4.15) foM? =
0. We find that the results precisely agree with those frontriresverse mode df (4.114). In fact
one may show that the equatidn (4.15) follows frém (#.14)H®y ¢hange of the gauge fixing
conditions toAg = 0 andd,,,/gA* = 0. Note also that the equatidn (4.15) for the massless case
agree precisely with the massless scalar equatiof fer3. This explains the full agreement
betweem = 3 scalar spectra anil= 2 spectra fog in Table 2.
With this setup, we consider the casedvf= 0, 2,12 which correspond to the dimensions
of current operatorA = 2, 3,5 respectively. The resulting eigenvalues are presentéahle 2.
Finally we consider the metric perturbation

ORy + 309w =0, (4.19)
which is describing the linear fluctuation of the masslesS/Agraviton. Near the boundary
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z= 0, the graviton fluctuation behaves as
80w = aw(X) 22 + b (x) 222+ (4.20)

whereA = 3 for our massless metric perturbation. The fidtgly is dual to the energy mo-
mentum tensor operator of the boundary field theory. Itsatperdimension that is protected
guantum mechanically is three as just stated. There aramependent physical modes, whose
detailed forms will be identified below. We shall use the énsa

For the tensor mode, we turn on ord, component, which leads to
/
h(z2 g()z) + (2K —2h) Gop = 0. (4.22)

The treatment of the scalar mode is more involved. We turGesn Gi1, G22, G.z and Giz,
which turns out to be consistent|15]. The Einstein equatiorply that

3(1-h
Goo = —% Goo; Gzz= ﬁ Goo, (4.23)

and

(4.24)

3(1—h) <z2goo)/ 18(1—h) G
2Z3B3+h) \ h ZF(3+h) 7%

wheregGyi, is the gauge freedom. Thug; can be set to zero by adjustiggy;. For our purpose,
we choose instead

2k G1z = —2—12(22 Gi1)' +

~3(1-h)
Gi11= h(3+h) Goo, (4.25)
such that
~36(1—h)
2k G1z = 23 +h) Goo- (4.26)
This leads to the equation
k? (3—h)
2 non o / _ 2_ K3 _
(20 (Gho+ - Goo) +2h(3—) Go-+ (27+9—510%— )(3+h>2 Goo=0. (4.27)
Further introducings = Goo/h, one is led to the equation,
Y 2 4h 2 _ _
<22h5> +2KS + o <h +18n 27)5_0, (4.28)

which will be the starting point of our analysis for the scaggaviton mode. For the length
scales, again we requildgy to vanish and impose the horizon boundary condition that the
logarithmically singular terms should be absent. The tesrke presented in Table 2.
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5 True mass gap and Debye mass

From the analysis of the last section, one finds that the lbvadge lies in the scalar sector of
A= 1. Thus we find

my = 0.699401 (4T /3). (5.1)

This scalar belongs to the parity even sector so that thegponding scalar operator belongs to
theCT even sector as expected generally@drinvariant theories. The corresponding operator
can be constructed using the scalars and fermighsy(;) of the ABJM theory, where upper
(lower) indicesl,J = 1,2, 3,4 label the SU(4) fundamental (anti-fundamental) represem.
The chiral primary operator df = 1 takes the form

of:trqw_%aftrqw (5.2)

which is traceless. This corresponds to the (101) repragentof 15 components.

For the Debye screening mass, one needs to identif¢iheigenvalue of each operator.
For the scalar and pseudo scalar, the corresponding opehatsC T = +1 and—1 respectively.
NamelyCT[®*] = +1 where the superscript denotes the parity of each modela8iyone has
CT[AS] = +1,CT[A]] =CT[A;] = 1 for the vector operators a@ [Gg) = —~CT|[Gr] = +1
for the energy momentum tensor. Therefore we conclude that

mp = 1.71821 (4nT/3), (5.3)

arising from theA = 2, parity-odd scalar mode. The corresponding operatorbeaonstructed
as follows. Let us first consider the chiral primary operator

Ot =1r (pgI @K cpg) @") — (trace part (5.4)

which has total 84 independent components. This corresptl= 2 operator of the€202)
representation, which is not the desired one since we atanigdor the operator of (101)
representation. The only remaining possibili@ IS

« 1
O} =tryy LpTJ—ZeSﬁtr TIPS (5.5)

which may be obtained fron@lJ by acting supercharges twice. This has all the desired piiepe
including the parity oddness and, with its help, one may eithie Debye screening mass.
Final comments are in order. The rafti/mg at strong coupling limit takes the value
2.45669 and its comparison with those of other Chern-Simoagantheories will be of inter-
est. In Ref.[[7], the thermal scalar mass scale is obtain¢ldenweak coupling regime of the

3We follow the spinor convention in Ref.|[4].
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ABJM field theory. Relating this scalar mass scale to our nsaates calls for a closer look.
Once introducing the scalar mass terms, one can also findatingegself-energy pafigo(0)
following the computation in [16]. Due to the difference mmetform of the classical (Chern-
Simons) kinetic term from that of th&/ = 4 SYM theory, the identification of the decaying
mass scale requires an additional work compared to thaedddbye mass of thé/ =4 SYM
theory[17]. After surveying possible mass scales, onedantify the weak coupling behaviors
of the Debye mass and, perhaps, the true mass gap if it doéschade any non perturbative
effects. We view this problem very interesting but it regsia separate study.
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