arXiv:1910.01690v1 [hep-th] 3 Oct 2019

Thermalization in the D1D5 CFT

Shaun Hampton^1 and Samir D. Mathur^2

Department of Physics, The Ohio State University, Columbus, OH 43210, USA

Abstract

It is generally agreed that black hole formation in gravity corresponds to thermalization in the dual CFT. It is sometimes argued that if the CFT evolution shows evidence of large redshift in gravity, then we have seen black hole formation in the CFT. We argue that this is not the case: a clock falling towards the horizon increases its redshift but remains intact as a clock; thus it is not ‘thermalized’. Instead, thermalization should correspond to a new phase after the phase of large redshift, where the infalling object turns into fuzzballs on reaching within planck distance of the horizon. We compute simple examples of the scattering vertex in the D1D5 CFT which, after many iterations, would lead to thermalization. An initial state made of two left-moving and two right-moving excitations corresponds, in gravity, to two gravitons heading towards each other. The thermalization vertex in the CFT breaks these excitations into multiple excitations on the left and right sides; we compute the amplitudes for several of these processes. We find secular terms that grow as t^2 instead of oscillating with t; we conjecture that this may be a feature of processes leading to thermalization.

1hampton.197@osu.edu 2mathur.16@osu.edu

1 Introduction

The AdS/CFT correspondence [1, 2, 3] gives a remarkable map between gravity in AdS space and a CFT without gravity. In this correspondence, black hole formation in gravity is expected to map to thermalization in the dual CFT [3]. But when does the black hole form on the gravity side, and what exactly is thermalization in the CFT?

Consider an object falling towards the horizon of a black hole. As it gets closer and closer to the horizon, its redshift becomes larger and larger. It is sometimes said that this large redshift in gravity is the signal of black hole formation, and if we see the corresponding redshift in the CFT, then we would be seeing thermalization in the CFT [4]. We will argue that this is not the case: redshift is different from thermalization. We will then perform a weak coupling computation in the CFT which we argue gives a signal for actual thermalization, albeit in a very simplified setting since we take parameters of the theory where the black hole is very small.

1.1 Redshift versus thermalization

Consider the Poincare patch geometry created by a stack of D3 branes

ds^2 = (1 + Q r^4

)^{−1}[−dt^2 + dy_idy_i] + (1 + Q r^4

)^{−1}(dr^2 + dΩ^2_5) (1.1)

where y_i, i = 1, . . . 3 are coordinates along the D3 branes. The directions y_i are not compactified, so they describe an infinite plane. An object falling towards r → 0 feels an increasing redshift, and the redshift diverges at r → 0. Thus we have a situation with no black hole, but where we do have a diverging redshift. The question is: should we call the corresponding process in the CFT a process of thermalization?

Let the infalling object be a string that is oscillating in some particular mode with a frequency ω; here ω remains a constant in the rest frame of the string. We can imagine these oscillations as the ticking of a ‘clock’ as the clock falls towards r = 0.

Our clock ticks more and more slowly as it gets towards r = 0 in the metric (1.1), or as it gets near the horizon of a black hole in a black hole geometry. But the clock is still intact as a clock, because it is still ticking at the regular intervals. The clock has not been ‘destroyed’: a destroyed clock would not tick at regular intervals.

Now consider the dual CFT. The states in the CFT are in an exact 1-1 correspondence with the states in the gravity theory; this is after all just the idea of AdS/CFT duality. The oscillating string in the gravity picture maps to a complicated set of gluons, but these gluons must be in a state that exhibits the same periodic oscillations, after we separate out the effect of the infall towards r = 0. As long as the state has these well defined oscillations, we would argue that it has not thermalized. Thus if we find the CFT description of the phenomenon of gravitational redshift, then we have not obtained thermalization in the CFT.

To summarize, redshift is a slowdown of evolution: it happens in gravity, and maps to a similar slowdown in the CFT [5]. But redshift, however large, is a phenomenon distinct from thermalization. Thermalization involves a randomization over accessible states with similar energies, such that the characteristic features on the initial state – like a periodic oscillation – get obliterated.

1.2 Black hole formation in the fuzzball paradigm

Clearly, part of the difficulty we are facing in finding the dual of black hole formation is that we are not addressing what happens to the infalling object after it actually reaches the horizon radius r = r_h. That is, we are describing the increasing redshift as the infalling object approaches the horizon, but we are not addressing (i) how the CFT is supposed to describe the process of actually reaching the horizon r = r_h or (ii) if there is a CFT analogue of the classically predicted behavior of smoothly passing through the horizon into an interior region r < r_h.

In the fuzzball paradigm there is a clear answer to (i), and a conjectured answer to (ii). For more details on fuzzballs see [6, 7, 8, 9, 10].

For (i), we note that in the fuzzball paradigm the region r ≲ r_h + l_p is not described by a vacuum region but by a collection of horizon sized fuzzball states. Suppose an object of energy E falls onto a black hole of mass M. Then the relevant radius r_h is the horizon radius for a black hole of mass M + E. We expect that a typical fuzzball state of this mass has a radius ≈ r_h + l_p. As long as r ≳ r_h + l_p, the infalling object does not have a significant overlap with the fuzzballs of mass M + E. But as the object reaches r ≈ r_h + l_p, the overall gravity wavefunctional evolves so that the energy of the infalling object gets transformed into the nucleation of fuzzballs of mass M + E.

For (ii), we recall the conjecture of fuzzball complementarity. We have already noted that as the object reaches r ≈ r_h + l_p its energy gets transformed into altering the wavefunctional of fuzzballs of mass M + E from the vacuum state to an alternative state which we write schematically as |F (t)⟩. The further evolution of the system must be understood as an evolution in this ‘superspace’ – the space of all fuzzball configurations. If the conjecture of fuzzball complementarity is true, then this evolution in superspace can be mapped, approximately, to infall in a traditional black hole geometry. The approximation gets better in the limit E ≫ T , but fails at E ≲ T . Thus the modes involved in Hawking radiation do not see any effective geometry like that of the traditional hole, and information of the fuzzball is carried out by such modes. It is important that only infalling modes with E ≫ T see the effective black hole interior; outgoing modes inside the hole have negative energy, and are not described by the approximation.

In [11] a model was given for the evolution in the space of fuzzball states, where an approximate description of infall could be deduced. In such a picture, thermalization happens when the perturbation caused by the infalling object has spread over all the accessible fuzzball states. This is because initially the wavefunctional spreads in a coherent way over superspace, but when it has spread over all the accessible space then it starts to decohere. This second stage is what we will call thermalization.

To summarize, in our picture there are three stages:

(i) In the first stage, in the gravity picture, the infalling object just falls to the vicinity of the horizon. In the dual CFT this part of the evolution is no different from the CFT description of infall in a geometry like (1.1) which has no horizon.

(ii) In the gravity picture the object gets so close to the horizon that its energy starts getting converted to fuzzball states. There is then an evolution in the space of these fuzzball states. If the conjecture of fuzzball complementarity is true, this evolution in the space of fuzzball states can be mapped, approximately, to a collective mode description that mimics infall from the horizon to the singularity.

(iii) In the gravity description the wavefunction over the space of fuzzballs has ended its coherent spread over fuzzball states and starts to become a non-smooth function over superspace. This is the step which in the dual CFT should correspond to the process of thermalization. (If the conjecture of fuzzball complementarity is true, this step in the gravity picture corresponds to reaching the singularity.)

1.3 The computation of this paper

From the above discussion we see that thermalization starts when the wavefunction has completed its initial spread over accessible states. To see thermalization explicitly we will therefore have to take a system with a very small number of states. We take the gravity system to be that produced by a bound state of D1 and D5 branes. Suppose we have n_1 D1 branes and n_5 D5 branes. Then the dual 1+1 dimensional CFT is characterized by a number N = n_1n_5 (1.2) The CFT has N copies of a c = 6 CFT at its free ‘orbifold’ point. We take N = 2. This will allow us to explain the notion of what we should consider as thermalization in the CFT, but will obviously not map to a well defined black hole in the gravity picture.

There is no thermalization at the orbifold point since the theory is free. We perturb away from the orbifold point by a (1, 1) deformation operator D. The perturbation theory in D has been studied in a series of papers [12, 13, 14, 15, 16]. There is no clear evidence of thermalization at first order in the perturbation, but as we will see now, there is a 1-loop process at second order in D which gives an effect that indicates thermalization.

In the D1D5 CFT there are a set of ground states, which are characterized by the windings of the N copies of the c = 6 CFT. With N = 2, there are two winding sectors: one where both copies are singly wound, and one where there is one doubly wound copy. A state with all copies singly wound (and all spins on these copies aligned) corresponds to global AdS in the dual gravity theory. We start with such a state: i.e., we take two singly wound copies with their spins aligned. We now consider two kinds of excitations:

(a) Consider the gravity picture. If we send in one particle from infinity into global AdS, then the particle will travel along a geodesic and emerge to the other side of AdS without making a black hole; this happens because a single particle will travel along a geodesic, and by symmetry all points along its path are equivalent. In the dual CFT, we can consider a single particle excitation around the CFT state that described global AdS. We find that the the effect of the perturbation operator D generates oscillations around the leading order state, but does not lead to a secular term where the perturbation continues to grow. We can therefore say that to this order the computation in the CFT agrees with the expectation from gravity.

(b) Consider the gravity picture, and now send two particles into AdS from opposite directions. These particles can collide and make a black hole if their total energy exceeds the threshold mass corresponding to the smallest AdS-Schwarzschild hole. The mass of such a hole grows with N, so for N = 2 the threshold can be reached with quite a low excitation energy. In the dual CFT, we find that in this case the perturbation D generates oscillations of the state as in case (a), but also gives secular terms that grow as t^2. We take this as evidence that if we apply the 1-loop perturbation several times, the state will drift in the space of all states, while the state in (a) did not have this behavior.

The above two computations therefore serve to illustrate the difference between a particle moving in AdS (where we have redshift) and a situation where a collision can lead to thermalization (where we have redshift as well as black hole formation). Since we are at a low value of N and at only second order in the coupling λ, we do not have a good black hole in the dual gravity theory. Thus our computations are meant to be only suggestive of what kinds of effects should correspond to thermalization, rather than showing the details of black hole formation in the CFT. They do involve putting together several tools that have been developed in earlier papers: inserting two deformation operators D in the CFT, and integrating over the positions of these operators.

2 The orbifold CFT

Let us begin by recalling the orbifold CFT that we will be working with. Consider type IIB string theory, compactified as:

M_{9,1} → M_{4,1} × S^1 × T^4. (2.1)

Now wrap N_1 D1 branes on S^1 and N_5 D5 branes on S^1 × T^4. We take S^1 to be large compared to T^4, so that the low energies are dominated by excitations only in the direction S^1. This low-energy limit gives a 1 + 1 dimensional CFT living on S^1.

At this point, variations in the moduli of string theory move us through the moduli space of the CFT on S^1. It is conjectured that we can move to an ’orbifold point’ where this CFT is a particularly simple sigma model [17]. For many nice results using the D1D5

CFT at the ‘orbifold point’ see [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25]. We will begin in the Euclidean theory at this orbifold point. The base space is a cylinder spanned by the coordinates τ, σ: 0 ≤ σ < 2π, −∞ < τ < ∞. (2.2) These coordinates can be collected into a single complex coordinate

w = τ + iσ (2.3)

The target space of this CFT is the symmetrized product of N_1N_5 copies of T^4:

(T^4)^{N1N5} /S_{N1N5} . (2.4)

Each copy gives 4 bosonic excitations and 4 fermionic excitations. With an index i ranging from 1 to 4, we label the bosonic excitations X^i, the left-moving fermionic excitations ψ^i, and the right-moving fermionic excitations ψ̄^i. The total central charge is then 6N_1N_5.

2.1 The deformation operator

The orbifold CFT describes the system at its ‘free’ point in moduli space. To move towards the supergravity description, we deform the orbifold CFT by adding a deformation operator D. To understand the structure of D we recall that the orbifold CFT contains ‘twist’ operators. Twist operators can link any number k out of the N copies of the CFT together to give a c = 6 CFT living on a circle of length 2πk rather than 2π. We will call such a set of linked copies a ‘component string’ with winding number k.

The deformation operator contains a twist of order 2. The twist itself carries left and right charges j = ±^1_2 , j̄ = ±^1_2 [24]. Suppose we start with both these charges positive; this gives the twist σ^{++}_2 . Then the deformation operators in this twist sector have the form

D = P^{ȦḂ}Ô˙_A˙_B = P^{ȦḂ} G^−_{Ȧ,− 12} Ḡ^−_{Ḃ,− 12} σ^{++}_2 . (2.5)

Here P^{ȦḂ} is a polarization. We will later choose

P^{ȦḂ} = ϵ^{ȦḂ} (2.6)

where ϵ^{+−} = −1. This choice gives a deformation carrying no charges. The details of the deformation operator are given in [12, 15].

2.2 The Amplitude at Second Order

In this section we discuss the amplitudes we wish to compute using the deformation operator (2.5). We begin by writing the action of a perturbed CFT:

S_0 → S_{pert} = S_0 + λ ∫ d^2wD(w, w̄) , (2.7) with D given in (2.5). Since we are interested in second order effects, the amplitude we wish to compute is of the form

A^{i→f}_{int} = 1 2 λ^2 ∫ d^2w_2 ∫ d^2w_1⟨Φ_f |D(w_2, w̄_2)D(w_1, w̄_1)|Ψ_i⟩ (2.8)

where |Ψ_i⟩, ⟨Φ_j| represent various initial and final states labeled by i, j respectively, which we choose in the next section. The states |Ψ_i⟩, ⟨Φ_j| include both holomorphic and antiholomorphic components.

3 The states and amplitudes

In this section we list the initial and final states that we will use in the amplitude (2.8).

3.1 The initial states in the CFT

We have a set of D1 and D5 branes making a bound state. Let the ground state of these branes be the NS sector vacuum |0⟩. The dual spacetime is AdS_3 × S^3 × T^4.

Let the T^4 be described by the indices I, J = 1, . . . 4. Consider gravitons in the gravity theory with indices along the T^4. Such a graviton is described by a transverse traceless tensor h_{IJ} . If we do a dimensional reduction on the T^4, then such gravitons give minimally coupled scalars in the resulting 5 + 1 dimensional gravity theory.

In the orbifold CFT, the operator dual to this graviton is O^h_{IJ} ∼ 1 2 N∑ k=1 ( ∂_zX^{(k)}_I ∂_{z̄} X^{(k)}_J + ∂_zX^{(k)}_J ∂_{z̄}X^{(k)}_I ) (3.1)

Here (k) is an index labelling the N copies of the c = 6 CFT. Note that both the left and the right moving excitations appear on the same copy, and then we have a uniform sum over all the copies. Since the graviton is symmetric in its indices I, J, the operator is symmetric as well.

If we antisymmetrize rather than symmetrize in the indices I, J, then the operator corresponds to a quantum of the RR field B^{RR}_{IJ} , again with indices along the T^4 directions. Finally, the trace in the I, J indices corresponds to absorbing the dilaton ϕ.

Thus any operator of the form O_{IJ} ∼ N∑ k=1 ∂_zX^{(k)}_I ∂_{z̄} X^{(k)}_J (3.2)

corresponds to some linear combination of h_{IJ} , B^{RR}_{IJ} , ϕ. Thus we can use these operators O_{IJ} as a convenient basis to study the dynamics of the simplest supergravity fields in the AdS dual.

The indices I, J, . . . describe a vector representation of SO(4) ≈ SU(2) × SU(2). Decomposing the vector into two spinors we get the indices I → AȦ where A = {+, −} and Ȧ = {+, −}. Thus the bosonic oscillators will be described by operators α_A˙_{A,−n}. We add one other index to these operators: a superscript that could be i (for initial state) or f (for final state). In general the winding sector {k_1, k_2, . . . } of the CFT changes when we apply twist operators. Therefore the bosonic and fermionic modes in the initial and final states are defined on different twist sectors, and so are not given by the same oscillators α, d. In the cases that we will consider, the initial and final twist sectors happen to be the same. It is nevertheless useful to keep the superscripts i, f since this index will help keep track of the position of the operator on the covering space t when we undo the twists.

We wish to start with empty AdS_3; the corresponding state in the CFT is the NS vacuum |0⟩. Since we are taking N = 2, this vacuum is

|0⟩ = |0⟩^{(1)}|0⟩^{(2)}|¯0⟩^{(1)}|¯0⟩^{(2)} (3.3)

where the superscripts (1), (2) describe the two copies and the unbarred and barred states are for the left and right moving sectors respectively.

We consider two situations:

(a) We have a single graviton sent into the AdS. This corresponds to an initial mode that is composed of one left bosonic oscillator and one right bosonic oscillator. We consider the state

|Ψ_1⟩ = 1 √ 2 1 n α^{(1)i}_{−−,−n}|0⟩^{(1)}|0⟩^{(2)}ᾱ^{(1)i}_{++,−n}|¯0⟩^{(1)}|¯0⟩^{(2)} + 1 √ 2 1 n α^{(2)i}_{−−,−n}|0⟩^{(1)}|0⟩^{(2)}ᾱ^{(2)i}_{++,−n}|¯0⟩^{(1)}|¯0⟩^{(2)}

(3.4)

Note that we place the left and right oscillators on the same copy of the CFT and then sum over the copies with equal weight; this is required by the form of the vertex operator (3.2). The state (3.4) has the quantum numbers

h = n, j = 0; h̄ = n, j̄ = 0 (3.5)

By superposing such states for different n, we can describe a graviton that is sent in from the boundary of AdS into the interior.

(b) We send two gravitons into the AdS. The initial state is then

|Ψ_2⟩ = 1 2 1 n_1n_2 α^{(1)i}_{++,−n1} α^{(1)i}_{−−,−n2} |0⟩^{(1)}|0⟩^{(2)}ᾱ^{(1)i}_{−−,−n1}ᾱ^{(1)i}_{++,−n2} |¯0⟩^{(1)}|¯0⟩^{(2)} + 1 2 1 n_1n_2 α^{(1)i}_{++,−n1} α^{(2)i}_{−−,−n2} |0⟩^{(1)}|0⟩^{(2)}ᾱ^{(1)i}_{−−,−n1}ᾱ^{(2)i}_{++,−n2} |¯0⟩^{(1)}|¯0⟩^{(2)}

+ 1 2 1 n_1n_2 α^{(2)i}_{++,−n1} α^{(1)i}_{−−,−n2} |0⟩^{(1)}|0⟩^{(2)}ᾱ^{(2)i}_{−−,−n1}ᾱ^{(1)i}_{++,−n2} |¯0⟩^{(1)}|¯0⟩^{(2)} + 1 2 1 n_1n_2 α^{(2)i}_{++,−n1} α^{(2)i}_{−−,−n2} |0⟩^{(1)}|0⟩^{(2)}ᾱ^{(2)i}_{−−,−n1}ᾱ^{(2)i}_{++,−n2} |¯0⟩^{(1)}|¯0⟩^{(2)} (3.6)

The state (3.6) has the quantum numbers

h = n_1 + n_2, j = 0; h̄ = n_1 + n_2, j̄ = 0 (3.7)

By superposing such states for different n_1, n_2, we can describe a pair of gravitons that are sent in from opposite sides of the boundary of AdS into the interior.

3.2 The final states in the CFT

If we are at the orbifold point then the initial states defined above stay unchanged with time. But if we consider the interaction given by the deformation operator D, then the states evolve. We are starting with two untwisted (i.e., singly wound) copies of the CFT. The twist in D can join the two unwound copies into a doubly wound copy, and the twist in a second D can split these into two singly wound copies again. The state of the bosonic and fermionic oscillators will not, however, return to its initial one. In particular, suppose the initial state had a high energy; this is given by large n ≫ 1 in (3.4) and large n_1, n_2 ≫ 1 in (3.6). Then there is a high probability for the initial energy to be split among several excitations.

The CFT amplitudes that we will encounter factorize into a holomorphic (left) factor and a antiholomorphic (right) factor. There is no particular reason for the final state to be the same in these two sectors. But since our goal is to explore some examples of the states generated by interactions, we do take the left and right sides to split into multiple excitations in the same way. For the two initial states mentioned above, we consider the following final states:

(a’) Consider the initial state (3.4), and focus on the left sector. There is one bosonic oscillator α. After two actions of the deformation operator D, we can end up with one oscillator excitation, or three excitations or five excitations, and so on; these possibilities are dictated by the action of the twists and the fact that there is a supercharge G acting at the twists. Since we are looking at how the initial energy is split between modes, we ignore the case when we have just one oscillator in the final state, and focus on the case where we have three excitations in the final state. There are two possibilities: we can end up with three bosons or one boson and two fermions. As mentioned above, for simplicity we will take the right movers to split in exactly the same way as the left movers. Then we have the following two choices for our final states:

(i) 3 Bosons:

⟨Φ_1| = 1 √ 2 1 pqr (1)⟨¯0|^{(2)}⟨¯0|ᾱ^{(1)f}_{−−,p}ᾱ^{(1)f}_{++,q}ᾱ^{(1)f}_{−−,r}^{(1)}⟨0|^{(2)}⟨0|α^{(1)f}_{++,p}α^{(1)f}_{−−,q}α^{(1)f}_{++,r}

+ 1 √ 2 1 pqr (1)⟨¯0|^{(2)}⟨¯0|ᾱ^{(2)f}_{−−,p}ᾱ^{(2)f}_{++,q}ᾱ^{(2)f}_{−−,r}^{(1)}⟨0|^{(2)}⟨0|α^{(2)f}_{++,p}α^{(2)f}_{−−,q}α^{(2)f}_{++,r} (3.8)

(ii) 1 Boson 2 Fermions

⟨Φ_2| = 1 √ 2 1 p (1)⟨¯0|^{(2)}⟨¯0|ᾱ^{(1)f}_{−−,p}d̄^{(1)f,−+}_q d̄^{(1)f,+−}_r^{(1)}⟨0|^{(2)}⟨0|α^{(1)f}_{++,p}d^{(1)f,+−}_q d^{(1)f,−+}_r + 1 √ 2 1 p (1)⟨¯0|^{(2)}⟨¯0|ᾱ^{(2)f}_{−−,p}d̄^{(2)f,−+}_q d̄^{(2)f,+−}_r^{(1)}⟨0|^{(2)}⟨0|α^{(2)f}_{++,p}d^{(1)f,+−}_q d^{(1)f,−+}_r (3.9)

(b’) Consider the initial state (3.6), and again focus on the left sector. This time the number of excitations in the final state can be two, or four, or six and so on. We focus on the case where the energy splits among four excitations. There are two cases: we can get 4 bosons, or 2 bosons and 2 fermions. Again, for simplicity, we take the right sector to have the same structure as the left sector. Thus we consider the following two final states:

(i) 4 Bosons:

⟨Φ_3| = 1 √ 2 1 pqrs (1)⟨¯0|^{(2)}⟨¯0|ᾱ^{(1)f}_{−−,p}ᾱ^{(1)f}_{++,q}ᾱ^{(1)f}_{−−,r}ᾱ^{(1)f}_{++,s}

(1)⟨0|^{(2)}⟨0|α^{(1)f}_{++,p}α^{(1)f}_{−−,q}α^{(1)f}_{++,r}α^{(1)f}_{−−,s} + 1 √ 2 1 pqrs (1)⟨¯0|^{(2)}⟨¯0|ᾱ^{(2)f}_{−−,p}ᾱ^{(2)f}_{++,q}ᾱ^{(2)f}_{−−,r}ᾱ^{(2)f}_{++,s}

(1)⟨0|^{(2)}⟨0|α^{(2)f}_{++,p}α^{(2)f}_{−−,q}α^{(2)f}_{++,r}α^{(2)f}_{−−,s} (3.10)

(ii) 2 Bosons, 2 Fermions:

⟨Φ_4| = 1 √ 2 1 pq (1)⟨¯0|^{(2)}⟨¯0|ᾱ^{(1)f}_{−−,p}ᾱ^{(1)f}_{++,q}d̄^{(1)f,−+}_r d̄^{(1)f,+−}_s

(1)⟨0|^{(2)}⟨0|α^{(1)f}_{++,p}α^{(1)f}_{−−,q}d^{(1)f,+−}_r d^{(1)f,−+}_s + 1 √ 2 1 pq (1)⟨¯0|^{(2)}⟨¯0|ᾱ^{(2)f}_{−−,p}ᾱ^{(2)f}_{++,q}d̄^{(2)f,−+}_r d̄^{(2)f,+−}_s

(1)⟨0|^{(2)}⟨0|α^{(2)f}_{++,p}α^{(2)f}_{−−,q}d^{(1)f,+−}_r d^{(1)f,−+}_s (3.11)

3.3 The quantities to be computed

We need to compute the amplitudes where we start in one of our initial states, apply two deformation operators, and end up in one of our chosen allowed final states. First consider the left sector, and let the deformation operators be at positions w_1, w_2. We need to compute the following four amplitudes:

A^{α→ααα}(w_2, w_1, w̄_2, w̄_1)

= ⟨Φ_1|D(w_2, w̄_2)D(w_1, w̄_1)|Ψ_1⟩ = e^{ĊḊ}ϵ^{ȦḂ} ⟨Φ_1| ( G^+_{Ċ,− 12} σ^−(w_2)G^−_{Ȧ,− 12} σ^+(w_1) )(¯ G^+_{Ḋ,− 12} σ̄^−(w̄_2)Ḡ^−_{Ḃ,− 12} σ̄^+(w̄_1) ) |Ψ_1⟩

A^{α→αdd}(w_2, w_1, w̄_2, w̄_1)

= ⟨Φ_2|D(w_2, w̄_2)D(w_1, w̄_1)|Ψ_1⟩ = ϵ^{ĊḊ}ϵ^{ȦḂ} ⟨Φ_2| ( G^+_{Ċ,− 12} σ^−(w_2)G^−_{Ȧ,− 12} σ^+(w_1) )(¯ G^+_{Ḋ,− 12} σ̄^−(w̄_2)Ḡ^−_{Ḃ,− 12} σ̄^+(w̄_1) ) |Ψ_1⟩ A^{αα→αααα}(w_2, w_1, w̄_2, w̄_1) = ⟨Φ_3|D(w_2, w̄_2)D(w_1, w̄_1)|Ψ_2⟩ = ϵ^{ĊḊ}ϵ^{ȦḂ} ⟨Φ_3| ( G^+_{Ċ,− 12} σ^−(w_2)G^−_{Ȧ,− 12} σ^+(w_1) )(¯ G^+_{Ḋ,− 12} σ̄^−(w̄_2)Ḡ^−_{Ḃ,− 12} σ̄^+(w̄_1) ) |Ψ_2⟩ A^{αα→ααdd}(w_2, w_1, w̄_2, w̄_1) = ⟨Φ_4|D(w_2, w̄_2)D(w_1, w̄_1)|Ψ_2⟩ = ϵ^{ĊḊ}ϵ^{ȦḂ} ⟨Φ_4| ( G^+_{Ċ,− 12} σ^−(w_2)G^−_{Ȧ,− 12} σ^+(w_1) )(¯ G^+_{Ḋ,− 12} σ̄^−(w̄_2)Ḡ^−_{Ḃ,− 12} σ̄^+(w̄_1) ) |Ψ_2⟩

(3.12)

We must integrate over the positions of the deformation operators. We assume that the initial state is at t_i = −^t_2 and the final state is at t_f =^t_2 . We integrate the positions of the deformation operators in the interval in between. This step is shown in Section 5. Next we summarize the steps we took to compute these splitting amplitudes.

3.4 Procedure for Computing Amplitudes

In this subsection, we summarize the various steps for computing the final splitting amplitudes that are presented in this paper. The details of the computation are not give explicitly here; they are lengthy but straightforward if we use the techniques in the papers mentioned below. In addition, a full and explicit derivation of the results can be found in [26].

The steps are as follows:

1. The amplitudes in 3.12 are defined on a base space which has the shape of a cylinder.

The coordinate on the cylinder is w (2.3), with range given by (2.2). For details about the D1D5 CFT and the deformation D see [12, 15, 26].

2. The operator insertions on the cylinder involve twist operators, which makes the fields multi-valued functions of the cylinder coordinate w. We wish to pass to a covering space where all fields will be single valued. To do this, we first map the cylinder to the complex plane through the map

z = e^w (3.13)

We then pass to from the z plane to the covering t plane through the map z = (t + a)(t + b) t . (3.14)

For details regarding this map see [15]. The fields defined in the t plane are now single valued.

3. When mapping to the t plane our amplitudes in 3.12 take the schematic form A^{i→f} ∼ CA^{i→f}_t . (3.15) Here the function C contains the Jacobians arising from the changes of coordinates from w to t. These Jacobians are given in detail [26, 27]. In the t plane we now have single valued bosonic and fermionic fields, and various operator insertions of these fields. The factor A^{i→f}_t arises from the various t plane Wick contractions between pairs of these bosonic and fermionic operators. The techniques used to compute these contractions are given in [15]. These techniques are combined to compute A^{i→f}_t which is given in detail in [26].

4. The above procedure gives a holomorphic part of the amplitude and an antiholomorphic part. These parts are multiplied together, and then the positions of the deformation operators are integrated over.

We now give the results of these steps, finally evaluating the results for specific choices of mode numbers. The result for the general case can be expressed as a finite sum of terms, but it is not easy to see the physical nature of the interaction from such expressions.

4 Computing our amplitudes

Consider the amplitudes (3.12), and let them be multiplied by their right moving complex conjugate factors. After we integrate the positions of the deformation operators over the σ circle, we will find that the action of the deformation cannot change the momentum of the state. We will choose our final state to have the same energy as the initial state. In this case the left and right moving levels are unchanged by the action of the two deformation operators. The amplitudes (3.12) are then a function of

Δw = w_2 − w_1; Δw̄ = w̄_2 − w̄_1 (4.1)

The full amplitudes will thus take the schematic form

A^{i→f} (w_1, w_2, w̄_1, w̄_2) = m_{max}(n_i;n_f ) ∑ m=m_{min}(n_i;n_f ) m^′_{max}(n_i;n_f ) ∑ m^′=m^′_{min} (n_i;n_f )

B^{i→f}_{m,m}′ (n_i; n_f )e^{mΔw̄2 + m′Δw2} (4.2)

Here the symbol i → f denotes the specific process in consideration; i.e., one of the four cases α → ααα, α → αdd, αα → αααα, αα → ααdd (4.3) The B^{i→f}_{m,m}′ (n_i; n_f ) are numerical coefficients that we must find. The numbers m, m^′ range over a finite set of integers, with lower and upper bounds as specified in the summations. The symbols n_i, n_f denote the set of mode numbers for the initial and final states respectively.

4.1 The amplitude for α → ααα

Consider the amplitude for one boson going to three bosons on the left, and the same split occurring on the right. We take the following initial and final mode numbers

n_i = {n = 3} n_f = {p = 1, q = 1, r = 1} (4.4)

Then we find [26]

A^{α→ααα}(w_1, w_2, w̄_1, w̄_2) = e^{ĊḊ}ϵ^{ȦḂ}⟨Φ_3| ( G^+_{Ċ,− 12} σ^−(w_2)G^−_{Ȧ,− 12} σ^+(w_1) )(¯ G^+_{Ḋ,− 12} σ̄^−(w̄_2)Ḡ^−_{Ḃ,− 12} σ̄^+(w̄_1) ) |Ψ_2⟩ = 75e^{− 5Δw}2^{− 5Δw̄}2

131072 − 15e^{− 3Δw}2^{− 5Δw̄}2 65536 − 15e^{− Δw}2^{− 5Δw̄}2 32768 − 45e^{Δw}2^{− 5Δw̄}2

65536 + 105e^{3Δw}2^{− 5Δw̄}2 131072 − 15e^{− 5Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2

65536 + 159e^{− 3Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2 131072 − 51e^{− Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2 65536 − 3e^{Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2

8192 − 21e^{3Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2

32768 + 9e^{Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2

8192 − 3e^{3Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2

8192 − 45e^{5Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 65536 − 45e^{− 5Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2

65536 − 3e^{− 3Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2 8192 + 9e^{− Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2 8192 + 39e^{Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2

32768 + 105e^{5Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2 131072 − 15e^{− 5Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 32768 − 51e^{− 3Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 65536 + 39e^{− Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 32768 − 51e^{3Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2

65536 − 15e^{5Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2

32768 + 105e^{− 5Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2 131072 − 21e^{− 3Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2 32768 − 3e^{− Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2

8192 − 51e^{Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2

65536 + 159e^{3Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2 131072 − 15e^{5Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2 65536 + 105e^{− 3Δw}2^{+ 5Δw̄}2 131072 − 45e^{− Δw}2^{+ 5Δw̄}2 65536 − 15e^{Δw}2^{+ 5Δw̄}2

32768 − 15e^{3Δw}2^{+ 5Δw̄}2 65536 + 75e^{5Δw}2^{+ 5Δw̄}2 131072

(4.5)

Writing (4.5) in the form (4.2) we have

A^{α→ααα}(w_1, w_2, w̄_1, w̄_2) = 5∑ m=−5 5∑ m^′=−5 B^{α→ααα} m,m^′ (n = 3; p = 1, q = 1, r = 1)e mΔw 2 +^{m′Δw̄}_2

(4.6)

This defines the coefficients B^{α→ααα}_{m,m}′ (n = 3; p = 1, q = 1, r = 1).

4.2 The amplitude for α → αdd

Consider the amplitude for one boson going to one boson and two fermions on the left, and the same split occurring on the right. We take the following initial and final mode numbers

n_i = {n = 2} n_f = {p = 1, q = 1 2 , r = 1 2 } (4.7)

We find [26]

A^{α→αdd}(w_1, w_2, w̄_1, w̄_2) = ϵ^{ĊḊ}ϵ^{ȦḂ} ⟨Φ_2| ( G^+_{Ċ,− 12} σ^−(w_2)G^−_{Ȧ,− 12} σ^+(w_1) )(¯ G^+_{Ḋ,− 12} σ̄^−(w̄_2)Ḡ^−_{Ḃ,− 12} σ̄^+(w̄_1) ) |Ψ_2⟩ = 9e^{− 3Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2 4096 − 3e^{− Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2 2048 − 3e^{Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2 4096 − 3e^{− 3Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 2048 + 5e^{− Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 4096 + e^{Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 1024 − 3e^{3Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 4096 − 3e^{− 3Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2 4096 + e^{− Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2 1024 + 5e^{Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2

4096 − 3e^{3Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2 2048 − 3e^{− Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2 4096 − 3e^{Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2 2048 + 9e^{3Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2 4096

(4.8)

We write this as

A^{α→αdd}(w_1, w_2, w̄_1, w̄_2) = 3∑ m=−3 3∑ m^′=−3 B^{α→αdd} m,m^′ (n = 2; p = 1, q = 1 2 , r = 1 2 )e^{mΔw2 + m′Δw̄2} (4.9)

which defines the coefficients B^{α→αdd}_{m,m}′ (n = 2; p = 1, q =^1_2 , r =^1_2 ).

4.3 The amplitude for the process αα → αααα

Consider the amplitude for two bosons going to four bosons on the left, and the same split occurring on the right. We take the following initial and final mode numbers

n_i = {n_1 = 2, n_2 = 2} n_f = {p = 1, q = 1, r = 1, s = 1} (4.10)

We find [26] A^{αα→αααα}(w_1, w_2, w̄_1, w̄_2) = ϵ^{ĊḊ}ϵ^{ȦḂ} ⟨Φ_4| ( G^+_{Ċ,− 12} σ^−(w_2)G^−_{Ȧ,− 12} σ^+(w_1) )(¯ G^+_{Ḋ,− 12} σ̄^−(w̄_2)Ḡ^−_{Ḃ,− 12} σ̄^+(w̄_1) ) |Ψ_2⟩ = 59049 8388608 √ 2 + 37179e^{−3Δw} 33554432 √ 2 − 29889e^{−2Δw} 16777216 √ 2 − 95499e^{−Δw} 33554432 √ 2 − 95499e^{Δw} 33554432 √ 2 − 29889e^{2Δw} 16777216 √ 2 + 37179e^{3Δw} 33554432 √ 2 + 37179e^{−3Δw̄} 33554432 √ 2 − 29889e^{−2Δw̄} 16777216 √ 2 − 95499e^{−Δw̄} 33554432 √ 2 − 95499e^{Δw̄} 33554432 √ 2 − 29889e^{2Δw̄} 16777216 √ 2 + 37179e^{3Δw̄} 33554432 √ 2 + 23409e^{−3Δw−3Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 − 18819e^{−2Δw−3Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 − 60129e^{−Δw−3Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 − 60129e^{Δw−3Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 − 18819e^{2Δw−3Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 + 23409e^{3Δw−3Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 − 18819e^{−3Δw−2Δw̄}

67108864 √ 2 + 15129e^{−2Δw−2Δw̄}

33554432 √ 2 + 48339e^{−Δw−2Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 + 48339e^{Δw−2Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 + 15129e^{2Δw−2Δw̄} 33554432 √ 2 − 18819e^{3Δw−2Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 − 60129e^{−3Δw−Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 + 48339e^{−2Δw−Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 + 154449e^{−Δw−Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 + 154449e^{Δw−Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 + 48339e^{2Δw−Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 − 60129e^{3Δw−Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 − 60129e^{Δw̄−3Δw} 134217728 √ 2 + 48339e^{Δw̄−2Δw} 67108864 √ 2 + 154449e^{Δw̄−Δw} 134217728 √ 2 + 154449e^{Δw+Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 + 48339e^{2Δw+Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 − 60129e^{3Δw+Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 − 18819e^{2Δw̄−3Δw} 67108864 √ 2 + 15129e^{2Δw̄−2Δw} 33554432 √ 2 + 48339e^{2Δw̄−Δw} 67108864 √ 2 + 48339e^{Δw+2Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 + 15129e^{2Δw+2Δw̄} 33554432 √ 2 − 18819e^{3Δw+2Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 + 23409e^{3Δw̄−3Δw} 134217728 √ 2 − 18819e^{3Δw̄−2Δw} 67108864 √ 2 − 60129e^{3Δw̄−Δw} 134217728 √ 2 − 60129e^{Δw+3Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 − 18819e^{2Δw+3Δw̄} 67108864 √ 2 + 23409e^{3Δw+3Δw̄} 134217728 √ 2 (4.11)

Writing this as A^{αα→αααα}(w_1, w_2, w̄_1, w̄_2) = 6∑ m=−6 6∑ m^′=−6 B^{αα→αααα} m,m^′ (n1 = 2, n2 = 2; p = 1, q = 1, r = 1, s = 1)e mΔw 2 +^{m′Δw̄}_2

(4.12)

defines the coefficients B^{αα→αααα}_{m,m}′ (n_1 = 2, n_2 = 2; p = 1, q = 1, r = 1, s = 1).

4.4 The amplitude for the process αα → ααdd

Consider the amplitude for two bosons going to two bosons and two fermions on the left, and the same split occurring on the right. We take the following initial and final mode numbers

n_i = {n_1 = 1, n_2 = 2} n_f = {p = 1, q = 1, r = 1 2 , s = 1 2 } (4.13)

We find [26] A^{αα→ααdd}(w_1, w_2, w̄_1, w̄_2) = ϵ^{ĊḊ}ϵ^{ȦḂ} ⟨Φ_4| ( G^+_{Ċ,− 12} σ^−(w_2)G^−_{Ȧ,− 12} σ^+(w_1) )(¯ G^+_{Ḋ,− 12} σ̄^−(w̄_2)Ḡ^−_{Ḃ,− 12} σ̄^+(w̄_1) ) |Ψ_2⟩ = 81 65536 √ 2 + 169e^{−2Δw−2Δw̄} 262144 √ 2 − 19e^{−Δw−2Δw̄} 65536 √ 2 + 29e^{Δw−2Δw̄} 65536 √ 2 − 119e^{2Δw−2Δw̄} 262144 √ 2 − 3e^{− Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2 4096 √ 2 − 3e^{Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2 8192 √ 2 − 19e^{−2Δw−Δw̄} 65536 √ 2 + 5e^{−Δw−Δw̄} 16384 √ 2 − 3e^{Δw−Δw̄} 16384 √ 2 + 29e^{2Δw−Δw̄} 65536 √ 2 − 3e^{− 3Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 4096 √ 2 + 5e^{− Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 8192 √ 2 + e^{Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 2048 √ 2 − 3e^{3Δw}2^{− Δw̄}2 8192 √ 2 − 3e^{− 3Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2

8192 √ 2 + e^{− Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2 2048 √ 2 + 5e^{Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2 8192 √ 2 − 3e^{3Δw}2^{+ Δw̄}2 4096 √ 2 + 29e^{−2Δw+Δw̄} 65536 √ 2 − 3e^{−Δw+Δw̄} 16384 √ 2 + 5e^{Δw+Δw̄} 16384 √ 2 − 19e^{2Δw+Δw̄} 65536 √ 2 − 3e^{− Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2 8192 √ 2 − 3e^{+ Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2

4096 √ 2 + 9e^{3Δw}2^{+ 3Δw̄}2 8192 √ 2 − 119e^{−2Δw+2Δw̄} 262144 √ 2 + 29e^{−Δw+2Δw̄} 65536 √ 2 − 19e^{Δw+2Δw̄} 65536 √ 2 + 169e^{2Δw+2Δw̄} 262144 √ 2 − 45e^{−2Δw̄} 131072 √ 2 − 9e^{−Δw̄} 32768 √ 2 − 9e^{Δw̄} 32768 √ 2 − 45e^{2Δw̄} 131072 √ 2 − 45e^{−2Δw} 131072 √ 2 − 9e^{−Δw} 32768 √ 2 − 9e^{Δw} 32768 √ 2 − 45e^{2Δw} 131072 √ 2 + 9e^{− 3Δw}2^{− 3Δw̄}2 8192 √ 2 (4.14)

Writing this as A^{αα→ααdd}(w_1, w_2, w̄_1, w̄_2) = 4∑ m=−4 4∑ m^′=−4 B^{αα→ααdd} m,m^′ (n1 = 1, n2 = 2; p = 1, q = 1, r = 1 2 , s = 1 2 )e^{mΔw2 + m′Δw̄2} (4.15)

defines the coefficients B^{αα→ααdd}_{m,m}′ (n_1 = 1, n_2 = 2; p = 1, q = 1, r =^1_2 , s =^1_2 ).

5 Integrating the amplitude

We now perform the integration over the positions of the deformation operators D. We note that in the steps below we wick rotate τ back to our physical time coordinate t through the transformation τ → it (5.1) Our full integrated amplitude will have the form

A^{i→j}_{int} = 1 2 λ^2 ∫ τ_2 −^τ_2 ∫_{τ2} −^τ_2 ∫_{2π} σ_2=0 ∫_{2π} σ_1=0

d^2w_2d^2w_1A^{i→f} (w_1, w_2, w̄_1, w̄_2)

= 1 2 λ^2 m_{max}(n_i;n_f ) ∑ m=m_{min} (n_i;n_f ) m^′_{max}(n_i;n_f ) ∑ m^′=m^′_{min} (n_i;n_f ) B^{i→f}_{m,m}′ (n_i; n_f ) ∫ τ_2 −^τ_2 ∫_{τ2} −^τ_2 ∫_{2π} σ_2=0 ∫_{2π} σ_1=0

d^2w_2d^2w_1e^{mΔw2} e^{m′Δw̄2}

≡ 1 2 λ^2 m_{max}(n_i;n_f ) ∑ m=m_{min} (n_i;n_f ) m^′_{max}(n_i;n_f ) ∑ m^′=m^′_{min} (n_i;n_f ) B^{i→f}_{m,m}′ (n_i; n_f )I_{m,m}′ (t) (5.2) where

I_{m,m}′ (t) = 1 R^2 ∫ t_2 −^t_2 dt_2 ∫_{t2} −^t_2 dt_1 ∫_{2π} σ_2=0

dσ_2 ∫_{2π} σ_1=0 dσ_1e^{i(m+m′)2 t′R} e^{i(m−m′ )2 σ′} (5.3) with m, m^′ taking integer values. We also note that t^′ = t_2 − t_1 and σ^′ = σ_2 − σ_1.

5.1 Evaluating I_{m,m}′

When evaluating the integral (5.3), we have four cases:

5.1.1 m − m^′ ≠ 0, m + m^′ ≠ 0

I_{m−m}′_{≠0,m+m}′_{≠0}(t) = 1 ∫ t_2 −^t_2 dt_2 ∫_{t2} −^t_2 dt_1 ∫_{2π} σ=0 dσ_2 ∫_{2π} σ=0 dσ_1e^{i(m+m′)2 t′} e^{i(m−m′ )2 σ′}

= 32i sin^2 (_{(m−m}′_) 2 π )( (m + m^′)t − 4e^{i (m+m′)t}4 sin

(_{(m+m}′_{)t} 4 )) (m^2 − m^{′2})^2 (5.4)

5.1.2 m − m^′ ≠ 0, m + m^′ = 0

I_{m−m}′_{≠0,m+m}′_{=0}(t) = ∫ t_2 −^t_2 dt_2 ∫_{t2} −^t_2 dt_1 ∫_{2π} σ=0 dσ_2 ∫_{2π} σ=0 dσ_1e^{i(m−m′ )2 σ′} δ_{m+m}′_{,0}

= − t^2(cos(2mπ) − 1)

m^2 = 0 (5.5)

5.1.3 m − m^′ = 0, m + m^′ ≠ 0

I_{m−m}′_{=0,m+m}′_{≠0}(t) = ∫ t_2 −^t_2 dt_2 ∫_{t2} −^t_2 dt_1 ∫_{2π} σ=0 dσ_2 ∫_{2π} σ=0 dσ_1e^{i(m+m′)2 t′} δ_{m−m}′_{,0}

= 4iπ^2 ( m^t − 2e^{i mt}2 sin(^{mt}_2 ) )

m^2

(5.6)

5.1.4 m = m^′ = 0

I_{m=m}′_{=0}(t) = 1 ∫ t_2 −^t_2 dt_2 ∫_{t2} −^t_2 dt_1 ∫_{2π} σ=0 dσ_2 ∫_{2π} σ=0 dσ_1 = 2π^2t^2 (5.7)

5.2 Energy of the intermediate state

The integrals I_{m,m}′ obtained above are all that we need to complete our evaluation of amplitudes. But before proceeding it is useful to note the physical origin of the oscillating and the growing terms in these integrals. Let initial states be placed at t_i = −^t_2 and final states be placed at t_f =^t_2 . Let the initial and final states have energy E. Between the two deformation operators, i.e., in the interval t_1 < t^′ < t_2, we have the propagation of an intermediate state whose energy we call E^′. We will see that the states with E^′ ≠ E generate oscillatory terms and terms proportional to t, while states with E^′ = E yield a term proportional to t^2.

The evolution in the interval −^t_2 < t^′ < t_1 gives a factor

e^{−iE(t1+ t2 )} (5.8)

The evolution in the interval t_1 < t^′ < t_2 gives a factor e^{−iE′(t2−t1)} (5.9) Finally, the evolution in the interval t_2 < t^′ <^t_2 gives a factor

e^{−iE( t2 −t2)} (5.10)

Thus the amplitude for an intermediate state with energy E^′ is, apart from an overall constant e^{−iE(t1+ t2 )}e^{−iE′(t2 −t1)}e^{−iE( t2 −t2)} = e^{i(E′−E)t1} e^{i(E−E′)t2} e^{−iEt} (5.11)

Now we consider two cases:

(A) E ≠ E^′: We first integrate (5.11) over t_1 from [−^t_2 , t_2]. This gives e^{i(E−E′)t2} e^{−iEt} ∫_{t2} −^t_2 dt_1e^{i(E′−E)t1} = e^{i(E−E′)t2} e^{−iEt} 1 i(E^′ − E) ( e^{i(E′−E)t2} − e^{−i(E′−E) t2} )

= e^{−iEt} 1 i(E^′ − E) − e^{−iEt} 1 i(E^′ − E) e^{i(E−E′)t2} e^{−i(E′−E) t2} (5.12) Integrating over t_2 from [−^t_2 ,^t_2 ] yields e^{−iEt} 1 i(E^′ − E) ∫ t_2 −^t_2 dt_2 − e^{−iEt} 1 i(E^′ − E) e^{−i(E′−E) t2} ∫ t_2 −^t_2 dt_2e^{i(E−E′)t2} e^{−iEt} ( 1 i(E^′ − E) t − 1 (E^′ − E)^2 e^{−i(E′−E) t2} 2i sin[(E − E^′) t 2 ] ) (5.13)

Thus we get a term which is proportional to t and another term which oscillates in t; we do not however get a term that grows as t^2.

(B) E = E^′: Again, integrating (5.11) over t_1 from [−^t_2 , t_2] yields e^{−iEt} ∫_{t2} −^t_2 dt_1 = e^{−iEt}(t_2 + t 2 ) (5.14)

Integrating over t_2 from [−^t_2 ,^t_2 ] yields e^{−iEt} ∫ t_2 −^t_2

dt_2(t_2 + t 2 ) e^{−iEt} t^2 2 (5.15)

Thus we get a term that grows as t^2 but we do not get oscillating terms or terms that grow as t.

5.3 Integrated Amplitude for α → ααα

In this subsection we compute the the full integrated amplitude for the process where (both on the left and right sides) one boson with energy n = 3 splits into three bosons, each with energy p = q = r = 1. We need to evaluate the expression (4.5).

In (4.5) we note that m, m^′ ∈ Z_{odd}, which implies that m − m^′ ∈ Z_{even}. This gives

I_{m−m}′_{≠0,m+m}′_{≠0}(t) = 32i sin^2 (_{(m−m}′_) 2 π )( (m + m^′)t − 4e^{i (m+m′)t}4 sin

(_{(m+m}′_{)t} 4 )) (m^2 − m^{′2})^2 = 0, m, m^′ ∈ Z_{odd}, m − m^′ ≠ 0 ≠ m + m^′ (5.16)

Note that the terms with m + m^′ = 0 vanish according to (5.5). Also, since there are no m = m^′ = 0 terms in (4.5), we have no contribution from (5.7). Thus the only contributions come from terms of the type (5.6). Thus the amplitude (5.2) becomes A^{α→ααα} int = 8λ^2π^2 ( 39 32768 sin^2 ( t 2 ) + 159 131072 sin^2(^{3t}_2 ) 9 + 3 131072 sin^2 ( 5t 2 )) (5.17)

We see that the amplitude only contains terms which oscillate with time, t. We will discuss the implications of this in the next section when we compare this result with that for processes where two excitations split into four excitations.

5.4 Integrated Amplitude for α → αdd

For the process α → αdd we obtain A^{α→αdd} int = 8λ^2π^2 ( 5 4096 sin^2 ( t 2 ) + 1 4096 sin^2 ( 3t 2 )) (5.18)

We see behavior similar to that of the process for α → ααα. The amplitude oscillates with t.

5.5 Integrated Amplitude for αα → αααα

For the process αα → αααα, we obtain A^{αα→αααα} int = λ^2π^2t^2

59049 8388608 √ 2 +8λ^2π^2 ( 154449 134217728 √ 2 sin^2(t) 4 + 15129 33554432 √ 2 sin^2(2t) 16 + 23409 134217728 √ 2 sin^2(3t) 36 )

(5.19)

In this case we see that the amplitude includes a t^2 term in addition to terms which oscillate in t.

5.6 Integrated Amplitude for αα → ααdd

For the process αα → ααdd, we obtain A^{αα→ααdd} int = λ^2π^2 81 65536 √ 2 t^2

+8π^2λ^2 ( 5 8192 √ 2 sin^2 ( t 2 ) + 5 16384 √ 2 sin^2(t) 4 + 1 8192 √ 2 sin^2 ( 3t 2 ) + 169 262144 √ 2 sin^2(2t) 16 )

(5.20) As in the case of the process αα → αααα, we find that this amplitude has terms which oscillate in t and a term which grows like t^2.

6 Coefficients for Larger Energies for αα → αααα

In the above sections we looked at low energies of excitation. This enabled us to list explicit results for the amplitudes. The amplitudes are computed with the help of a symbolic manipulation package, so it is straightforward to compute them for higher energies of excitation. We now summarize some features of the amplitudes as we raise the energy. Some interesting patterns can be observed from the growth of these amplitudes with energy.

We have seen that the amplitudes which correspond to two particles in the initial state have a t^2 secular growth. We tabulate the coefficients of t^2 for bosonic splitting amplitudes in the 2 → 4 process, B^{αα→αααα}_{0,0} ( n_1, n_2; p, q, r, s ) , for increasing values of total initial energy E_{total}.

We compare these amplitudes for different modes of splitting. We have several excitations in the final state. Is there a higher amplitude for distributing the energies roughly equally among these final state excitations, or is there a higher amplitude when the energy is predominantly carried by one excitation?

We tabulate our results below.

E_{total} = 2(n_1 + n_2) Equal Splitting (n_1 = n_2) B^{αα→αααα}_{0,0} ( n_1, n_2; p = q = r = s =^{n1+n2}_4 ) 2(n_1 + n_2) = 2(2 + 2) = 8 4.97746 × 10^{−3} 2(n_1 + n_2) = 2(6 + 6) = 24 7.59583 × 10^{−5} 2(n_1 + n_2) = 2(10 + 10) = 40 1.15986 × 10^{−5} 2(n_1 + n_2) = 2(14 + 14) = 56 3.36791 × 10^{−6} 2(n_1 + n_2) = 2(18 + 18) = 72 1.33531 × 10^{−6}

Table 1: t^2 coefficients for 2 → 4 splitting for equal energies in the final state: p = q = r = s =

n_1+n_2

4 . The factor of 2 in the total energy comes because we must add together the left and right moving energies which are chosen to be the same.

E_{total} = 2(n_1 + n_2) Asymmetric Splitting (n_1 = n_2) B^{αα→αααα}_{0,0} ( n_1, n_2; p = n_1 + n_2 − 3, q = r = s = 1 ) 2(n_1 + n_2) = 2(2 + 2) = 8 4.97746 × 10^{−3} 2(n_1 + n_2) = 2(6 + 6) = 24 1.28367 × 10^{−8} 2(n_1 + n_2) = 2(10 + 10) = 40 2.33709 × 10^{−10} 2(n_1 + n_2) = 2(14 + 14) = 56 1.86499 × 10^{−11} 2(n_1 + n_2) = 2(18 + 18) = 72 2.92488 × 10^{−12}

Table 2: t^2 coefficients for 2 → 4 splitting for unequal energies in the final state: p = n_1 + n_2 − 3, q = r = s = 1. Again, the factor of 2 in the total energy comes because we must add together the left and right moving energies which are chosen to be the same.

We see that at each energy level, E_{total}, the t^2 coefficient for equal splitting is much greater than the t^2 coefficient for asymmetric splitting. This tells us that the probability for the total energy of two initial modes to split equally amongst four final modes is much higher than to split asymmetrically.^3

This nature of splitting serves as an indicator of the way thermalization is expected to progress, as we will discuss in the next section.

7 Discussion

In this paper we addressed the problem of black hole formation in AdS by investigating thermalization in the dual CFT. To understand thermalization we considered the twist deformation, the fundamental interaction of the theory. We looked at two main scattering processes at second order in the twist deformation: 1) one excitation splitting into three excitations and 2) two excitations splitting into four excitations. The ‘1 to 3’ processes were found to only have terms which oscillate in t. The ‘2 to 4’ processes were found to have similar oscillatory terms. In addition however, they were found to also have ‘secular’ terms proportional to t^2. These t^2 terms arise from the existence of accessible intermediate states which have the same energy as the initial and final states.

Let us now put these results into a picture of thermalization. First consider thermalization in a gas of atoms. Suppose a particle with high energy E enters a gas which is at a low temperature T ; thus the incoming particle has much higher velocity v than the typical velocity v̄ of the particles in the gas. When the particle with velocity v collides with one of the slow particles, their dynamics is given by an interaction vertex; generically, we find that the two scattered particles have velocities ∼ v each (rather than an asymmetric situation with one velocity small and one large). This basic scattering vertex allows us to get a qualitative picture of thermalization. The vertex involves computing the

3The lowest level E_{total} = 8 has only one way for the final state to split, so we see only the case with equal coefficients.

scattering probability for any choice of final velocities v_1, v_2 and angles θ_1, ϕ_1, θ_2, ϕ_2. Once we have computed this vertex, we can concatenate several such vertices to get a picture of thermalization: at each step the energy in a high energy particle splits among the energies of the scattered particles.

In this language, what we have done in the present paper is compute the scattering vertex for the CFT with n_1n_5 = N = 2. We hope to present the scattering matrix for higher N in later works. These results should allow us to get a qualitative picture of how thermalization proceeds in the CFT.

A key aspect we have noted in the introduction is that we have to be careful to identify the effects that correspond to genuine thermalization. Infall in the metric (1.1) gives a redshift going to infinity, but the infalling object remains intact; we have argued that this process of increasing redshift should not be called thermalization. But many computations in the CFT that aim to see black hole formation focus just on getting a situation with large redshift. We have argued, on the other hand, that thermalization in the CFT will start after the step in gravity where we get a large redshift. One will have to see effects of finite N, which we enforced by taking a low value N = 2. The scattering vertex we computed gives a very rough qualitative guide to thermalization, but this is a picture we hope to improve upon in later works.

8 Acknowledgements

We would like to thank Zaq Carson, David Turton and Bin Guo for may helpful discussions. The work of S.D.M is supported by DOE grant de-sc0011726. The work of S.H is supported by the Presidential Fellowship and the Lyman T. Johnson Postdoctoral Fellowship.

References

[1] J. M. Maldacena, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 231 (1998) [Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38, 1113 (1999)] [arXiv:hep-th/9711200].

[2] S. S. Gubser, I. R. Klebanov and A. M. Polyakov, Phys. Lett. B 428, 105 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9802109].

[3] E. Witten, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 253 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9802150].

[4] T. Anous, T. Hartman, A. Rovai, J. Sonner [arXiv:hep-th/1603.04856]

[5] A. L. Fitzpatrick, J. Kaplan and M. T. Walters, JHEP 1408, 145 (2014) doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2014)145 [arXiv:1403.6829 [hep-th]]; A. L. Fitzpatrick, J. Kaplan and M. T. Walters, JHEP 1511, 200 (2015) doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2015)200 [arXiv:1501.05315 [hep-th]]; A. L. Fitzpatrick, J. Kaplan, M. T. Walters and J. Wang, JHEP 1605, 069 (2016) doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2016)069 [arXiv:1510.00014

[hep-th]]; A. L. Fitzpatrick and J. Kaplan, JHEP 1605, 075 (2016) doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2016)075 [arXiv:1512.03052 [hep-th]]. A. L. Fitzpatrick, J. Kaplan, D. Li and J. Wang, JHEP 1605, 109 (2016) doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2016)109 [arXiv:1603.08925 [hep-th]].

[6] O. Lunin and S. D. Mathur, “AdS/CFT duality and the black hole information paradox,” Nucl. Phys. B 623, 342 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0109154].

[7] S. D. Mathur, Fortsch. Phys. 53, 793 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0502050].

[8] I. Kanitscheider, K. Skenderis and M. Taylor, arXiv:0704.0690 [hep-th].

[9] I. Bena and N. P. Warner, Lect. Notes Phys. 755, 1 (2008) [arXiv:hep-th/0701216].

[10] B. D. Chowdhury and A. Virmani, arXiv:1001.1444 [hep-th]. S. Giusto, O. Lunin, S. D. Mathur and D. Turton, JHEP 1302, 050 (2013) doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2013)050 [arXiv:1211.0306 [hep-th]].

[11] S. Mathur [arXiv:hep-th/0805.3716]

[12] S. G. Avery, B. D. Chowdhury and S. D. Mathur, JHEP 1006, 031 (2010) [arXiv:1002.3132 [hep-th]]; S. G. Avery, B. D. Chowdhury and S. D. Mathur, JHEP 1006, 032 (2010) [arXiv:1003.2746 [hep-th]]. S. G. Avery, arXiv:1012.0072 [hep-th].

[13] B. A. Burrington, A. W. Peet and I. G. Zadeh, Phys. Rev. D 87, no. 10, 106001 (2013) [arXiv:1211.6699 [hep-th]]; B. A. Burrington, A. W. Peet and I. G. Zadeh, Phys. Rev. D 87, no. 10, 106008 (2013) [arXiv:1211.6689 [hep-th]].

[14] B. A. Burrington, S. D. Mathur, A. W. Peet and I. G. Zadeh, Phys. Rev. D 91, no.

12, 124072 (2015) [arXiv:1410.5790 [hep-th]].

[15] Z. Carson, S. Hampton and S. D. Mathur, JHEP 1711, 096 (2017) [arXiv:1612.03886 [hep-th]]; Z. Carson, S. Hampton and S. D. Mathur, JHEP 1701, 006 (2017) [arXiv:1606.06212 [hep-th]]; Z. Carson, S. Hampton and S. D. Mathur, JHEP 1604, 115 (2016) [arXiv:1511.04046 [hep-th]]; Z. Carson, S. Hampton, S. D. Mathur and D. Turton, JHEP 1501, 071 (2015) [arXiv:1410.4543 [hep-th]]; Z. Carson, S. D. Mathur and D. Turton, Nucl. Phys. B 889, 443 (2014) [arXiv:1406.6977 [hepth]]; Z. Carson, S. Hampton, S. D. Mathur and D. Turton, JHEP 1408, 064 (2014) doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2014)064 [arXiv:1405.0259 [hep-th]].

[16] Z. Carson, I. T. Jardine,A. W. Peet Phys. Lett. D 96, (2017), 026006 [arXiv:1704.03401 [hep-th]]; B. A. Burrington, Ian T. Jardine, A. W. Peet, JHEP 1706 (2017), 149 [arXiv:1703.04744 [hep-th]]; B. A. Burrington, Ian T. Jardine, A. W. Peet, JHEP 1808, (2018), 202 [arXiv:1804.01562 [hep-th]];

[17] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, JHEP 9904, 017 (1999) [arXiv:hep-th/9903224]; R. Dijkgraaf, Nucl. Phys. B 543, 545 (1999) [arXiv:hep-th/9810210].

[18] C. G. Callan and J. M. Maldacena, [arXiv:hep-th/9602043]. S. R. Das and S. D. Mathur, [arXiv:hep-th/9606185]. S. R. Das and S. D. Mathur, Phys. Lett. B 375, 103 (1996) [hep-th/9601152]. J. M. Maldacena and A. Strominger, [arXiv:hepth/9609026].

[19] F. Larsen and E. J. Martinec, JHEP 9906, 019 (1999) [arXiv:hep-th/9905064].

A. Jevicki, M. Mihailescu and S. Ramgoolam, Nucl. Phys. B 577, 47 (2000) [hep-th/9907144]. A. Pakman, L. Rastelli and S. S. Razamat, JHEP 0910, 034 (2009) doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2009/10/034 [arXiv:0905.3448 [hep-th]]; A. Pakman, L. Rastelli and S. S. Razamat, Phys. Rev. D 80, 086009 (2009) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.80.086009 [arXiv:0905.3451 [hep-th]]; A. Pakman, L. Rastelli and S. S. Razamat, JHEP 1005, 099 (2010) [arXiv:0912.0959 [hep-th]].

[20] G. E. Arutyunov and S. A. Frolov, Theor. Math. Phys. 114, 43 (1998) [arXiv:hepth/9708129]. G. E. Arutyunov and S. A. Frolov, Nucl. Phys. B 524, 159 (1998) [hepth/9712061]. J. de Boer, Nucl. Phys. B 548, 139 (1999) [arXiv:hep-th/9806104].

[21] J. R. David, G. Mandal and S. R. Wadia, [arXiv:hep-th/9907075]; E. Gava and K. S. Narain, JHEP 0212, 023 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0208081]. J. Gomis, L. Motl and A. Strominger, [arXiv:hep-th/0206166]; J. R. David, G. Mandal and S. R. Wadia, Phys. Rept. 369, 549 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0203048].

[22] A. Strominger and C. Vafa, [arXiv:hep-th/9601029].

[23] O. Lunin and S. D. Mathur, Commun. Math. Phys. 219, 399 (2001) [arXiv:hepth/0006196].

[24] O. Lunin and S. D. Mathur, Commun. Math. Phys. 227, 385 (2002) [arXiv:hepth/0103169].

[25] J. G. i Tormo, M. Taylor JHEP 1806, (2018), 012 [arXiv:1804.10205 [hep-th]];

[26] S.Hampton [arXiv:1909.09310 [hep-th]];

[27] S. Hampton, S. D. Mathur, I. Zadeh [arXiv:1804.10097 [hep-th]];