arXiv:hep-th/0608057 v2 30 Nov 2006

Preprint typeset in JHEP style - HYPER VERSION

Solitons and giants in matrix models

Ivan Andrić, Larisa Jonke, Danijel Jurman

Theoretical Physics Division, Rudjer Bošković Institute, POB 180, 10002 Zagreb, Croatia E-mail:iandric@irb.hr, larisa@irb.hr, djurman@irb.hr

Abstract: We present a method for solving BPS equations obtained in the collective-field approach to matrix models. The method enables us to find BPS solutions and quantum excitations around these solutions in the one-matrix model, and in general for the Calogero model. These semiclassical solutions correspond to giant gravitons described by matrix models obtained in the framework of AdS/CFT correspondence. The two-field model, associated with two types of giant gravitons, is investigated. In this duality-based matrix model we find the finite form of the n-soliton solution. The singular limit of this solution is examined and a realization of open-closed string duality is proposed.

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. One-matrix model 3 2.1 Riccati equation and boundary fields 3 2.2 Semiclassical solutions 5 2.3 Quantum excitations around semiclassical solutions 7

3. Duality-based matrix model 10 3.1 Semiclassical solutions 10 3.2 Semiclassical solutions in the singular limit 11 3.3 Open-closed string duality? 12

4. Conclusion 14

1. Introduction

In the framework of AdS/CFT correspondence, the dynamics of giant gravitons was studied using matrix model with the harmonic-oscillator potential [1, 2, 3]. The interpretation of the matrix eigenvalues as fermions allows a description of gravitational excitations in the holographic dual of N = 4 SYM in terms of droplets in the phase space occupied by fermions. In particular, it was shown that giant gravitons expanding along AdS_5 and S^5 could be interpreted as a single excitation high above the Fermi sea, or as a hole in the Fermi sea, respectively [2]. In Ref.[4] a correspondence between the general fermionic droplet and the classical ansatz for the AdS configuration was established. From Ref.[1] it follows that giant gravitons are described by particular combinations of single-trace and multi-trace operators, known as Schur polynomials, pictorially represented by Young diagrams. For example, the afore-mentioned giants on AdS_5 and S^5 are represented by two types of Young tableaux: the one with the one-row diagram and the other with the one-column diagram [1, 2]. The matrix model with the harmonic-oscillator potential is related to the free matrix model via su(1,1) algebra which contains Hamitonians of both models as generators. As a consequence, their eigenstates are related via coherent states or by time reparametrization [5]. Therefore, a detailed discussion of BPS solutions of the matrix model without harmonic potential is relevant for giant graviton physics.

In this paper we analyse the model without the external potential and present a method for obtaining BPS solutions. Our starting point is the background-independent model defined by the action S = 1 4 ∫ dtT rṀ^2(t), (1.1)

– 1 – where M is the N × N matrix. In Ref.[6], the analysis of the states of the free, U(N) gauge-invariant matrix model represented by Young diagrams revealed two single-particle branches. The one-row diagram represents a single particle-like excitation above the Fermi sea with the dispersion law ω(k) = 1 2 (k + k_F )^2 − k^2_F 2 , (1.2)

and the one-column diagram represents a hole-like excitation in the Fermi sea with the dispersion law ω(k) = k^2_F 2 − 1 2 (k − k_F )^2. (1.3)

The dispersion laws (1.2) and (1.3) made possible the construction of effective collectivefield Lagrangians for each of these branches [6], which are recognized as Lagrangians of O(N) [7] and Sp(N) [8] gauge-invariant matrix models. These matrix models are connected by duality [9], similarly to the duality between S^5 and AdS_5 giant gravitons [10]. As noted in Ref.[11], the O(N) and Sp(N) gauge-invariant matrix models have their own string interpretation as unoriented (super)strings in two dimensions.

On a singlet subspace the free matrix model (1.1) reduces to the quantum mechanics of the N eigenvalues x_i of the matrix M. Introduction of the invariant measure over the matrix configuration space into the wavefunctions produces a prefactor ∏_N i<j(x_i − x_j)^λ which specifies generalized statistics [12], controlled by the parametar λ. For matrix models the parameter λ is related to the number of independent matrix degrees of freedom and takes the value λ = 1/2, 1, 2, in the case of O(N), U(N) or Sp(N) gauge-invariant matrices, respectively [9]. Finally, the dynamics of the eigenvalues is determined by the Hamiltonian of the Calogero type [13]

H_{CM}({x}; λ) = − 1 2 ∑ i d^2 dx^2_i + λ(λ − 1) ∑ i<j 1 (x_i − x_j )^2

. (1.4)

Keeping in mind the relevance of the Calogero-type models for different branches of physics, for example in the quantum Hall effect [14], spin models [15], hydrodinamical models [16], systems of particles with generalized statistics [12], two-dimensional QCD [17] and blackhole physics [18], we use a general λ throughout the paper.

In order to study the large-N, continuum limit of the model defined by action (1.1), we use the collective-field approach, developed in Ref.[19]. Introducing the collective fields ρ and π ρ(x, t) = 1 2 ∫ dk 2π e^{ikt}ρ_k(t), ρ_k(t) = 1 2 T re^{−ikM(t)}, [∂_xπ(x), ρ(y)] = −i∂_xδ(x − y), (1.5) the matrix model (1.1) was recast in the following Hamiltonian:

H_{CM}([ρ]; λ) = 1 2 ∫ dxρ(x)(∂_xπ(x))^2 + 1 8 ∫ dxρ(x) [ (λ − 1) ∂_xρ(x) ρ(x) − 2πλρ^H (x) ]_2 − − λ 2 ∫ dx ρ(x)∂_x P x − y | | |_{y=x} − λ − 1 4 ∫ dx ∂^2_xδ(x − y) | y=x , (1.6)

– 2 – where ρ^H is the Hilbert transform of ρ defined by

ρ^H (x) = − 1 π − ∫ dy ρ(y) x − y . The collective field ρ(x) can be viewed as a bosonized ’fermionic’ wave function of the aforementioned discrete case. Another approach to bosonization, suited for a finite number of fermions in one space dimension was proposed in Ref.[20].

In attempt to go beyond the case of free fermions, the authors of Ref.[21] start with two matrices and treat one of the matrices in the collective-field theory approach, while the other is treated in the coherent-state representation. This leads to the eigenvalue equations first found in [22], describing angular degrees of freedom of the single-matrix model. Another generalization of the free fermion picture was proposed in Ref.[23], leading to the connection between multi-charge BPS operators of N = 4 SYM and the supersymmetric generalizations of the spin Calogero system. These developments motivated us to look also into the Lagrangian, introduced in Refs.[24, 9], with two collective fields: one field associated with real symmetric matrix (with O(N) invariance) and the other field associated with quaternionic matrix (with Sp(N) invariance). This two-field model arises from the decomposition of the hermitian matrix into the sum of symmetric and antisymmetric matrix and can be thought of as a model of interacting giant gravitons.

The plan of the paper is the following. In section 2 we present a method for solving the BPS equation for the one-matrix model. The construction of the conformal field enables us to reduce the problem to the Riccati differential equation, which we relate to the Benjamin-Ono equation previously found in [6, 16]. Using the Riccati equation we investigate quantum excitations around the BPS solutions and related dispersion laws. In section 3 we analyse the two-field model and present the form of the BPS solution for n solitons. The singular limit of some of these solutions is examined and a realization of open/closed string duality is proposed. In the last section we summarize the main results and discuss some open questions.

2. One-matrix model

2.1 Riccati equation and boundary fields

Here we present a method for constructing BPS solutions of the Hamiltonian (1.6). The terms in the second line in (1.6) are singular counter terms, which do not contribute in the leading order in N. Assuming that the field ∂_xπ(x) vanishes, the leading part of the collective-field Hamiltonian (1.6) in the 1/N expansion is given by the effective potential V_{eff} = 1 2 ∫ dxρ(x) [ λ − 1 2 ∂_xρ(x) ρ(x) − λπρ^H (x) ]_2 . (2.1)

The effective potential can be rewritten as

V_{eff} = E_0 + 1 2 ∫ dxρ(x) [ λ − 1 2 ∂_xρ(x) ρ(x) + q(1 − λ) 2 Pcot (qx 2 + φ ) − λπρ^H (x) ]_2 , (2.2)

– 3 – where the additional term in V_{eff} is defined as

Pcot(qx/2 + φ) = lim_{ϵ→0} sin(qx + 2φ) cosh ϵ − cos(qx + 2φ)

. (2.3)

In (2.2), E_0 represents the terms which are to be subtracted because of the addition of Pcot(qx/2 + φ) term into the square brackets:

E_0 = q(λ − 1)^2 4 ∫ dx∂_xρ(x)Pcot ( qx 2 + φ ) − q^2(λ − 1)^2 8 ∫ dxρ(x)Pcot^2 (qx 2 + φ ) − − qπλ(λ − 1) 2 ∫ dxρ(x)ρ^H (x)Pcot (qx 2 + φ ) . (2.4)

Assuming the compact support [−L/2, L/2], using the normalization condition ∫ dxρ(x) = N and the identity

(f^H g + fg^H )^H = f^H g^H − fg + f_0g_0, ( f_0 g_0 ) = 1 L ∫ dx ( f(x) g(x) ) , (2.5)

and performing partial integration one obtains

E_0 = qN(1 − λ) 8 [ (1 − λ)q + 2πλ N L ] + q(λ − 1)^2 4 ρ(x)Pcot ( qx 2 + φ )| | | L/2 −L/2 + + qπλ(λ − 1)L 4 ( ρ^2(x) − ρ^{H 2}(x) )| |_{x=−2φ/q} . (2.6) At this point, q and φ are free parameters to be determined by boundary conditions such that the last two terms in (2.6) should vanish and by the condition that E_0 should be a non-negative constant. The precise choice of q and φ satisfying these conditions determines different solutions of the model and is discussed in the next subsection. Here we proceed with the analysis of the effective potential (2.2). With E_0 being a constant, the contribution of V_{eff} to the Hamiltonian is minimized by a solution of the integro-differential Bogomol’nyi-type equation ∂_xρ = qPcot (qx 2 + φ ) ρ + λπ λ − 1 2ρρ^H . (2.7)

Taking the Hilbert transform of Eq.(2.7), we find the equation for ρ^H ,

∂_xρ^H = qPcot (qx 2 + φ ) ρ^H − qρ_0 − λπ λ − 1 ( ρ^2 − ρ^{H 2} − ρ^2_0 ) . (2.8)

We construct the conformal field Φ containing only the positive frequency part of ρ

Φ = ρ^H + iρ = 1 π ∫ dz ρ(z) z − x − iϵ , (2.9)

and satisfying the Riccati differential equation

∂_xΦ = λπ λ − 1 Φ^2 + qPcot (qx 2 + φ ) Φ + λπρ^2_0 λ − 1 − qρ_0. (2.10)

– 4 –

The physical interpretation of the Riccati differential equation can be found from the relation to the Benjamin-Ono equation [16]. Taking into account the Bogomol’nyi limit, we evaluate the fields u^+ and u^− from Ref.[16]:

u^− = √ λπΦ, u^+ = λ − 1 √ λ q 2 Pcot (qx 2 + φ ) (2.11)

and then plugging (2.11) into the Benjamin-Ono equation, we obtain Eq.(2.10).

Obviously, if the field ρ is a solution of Eq.(2.7), then the field Φ necessarily satisfies Eq.(2.10). The converse is not true in general, and to obtain the field ρ from the solution of the Riccati equation (2.10), it is sufficient that the condition

Φ^H (x) = iΦ(x) + ρ_0 (2.12)

holds. In this case, the solution of Eq.(2.7) is simply given as ρ = −i(Φ − Φ^∗)/2. Equation (2.10) can be further transformed into the second-order Schrödinger-like differential equation by making the substitution Φ = (1 − λ)∂_xv/(λπv):

∂^2_xv = qPcot (qx 2 + φ ) ∂_xv − λπρ_0 1 − λ ( λπρ_0 1 − λ + q ) v. (2.13)

2.2 Semiclassical solutions The construction of the Riccati equation enables us to obtain the semiclassical static solutions. Generally, there are two methods for solving the Riccati equation. One method is to construct a general solution from the known particular solution, while the other method is based on solving the second-order linear differential equation (2.13). Applying both methods, we find some interesting solutions, given in Table 1.

In the following analysis we differentiate two possibilities: λ < 1 and λ > 1. First, we discuss the case λ < 1. The particular solution of the Riccati equation (2.10) for nonvanishing ρ_0 is given in the first row of Table 1. The parameter of this solution satisfies the relation e^t = 1 + q(1 − λ) λπρ_0 . (2.14)

Taking into account the boundary conditions ρ^H (− 2φ q ) = ρ(− 2φ q ) = 0, Pcot( qL 4 + φ) = 0, (2.15)

we find q = 2πM/L, M ∈ N, (2.16) where the number M can be interpreted as the number of solitons. In order to have odd M, we take φ = 0, whereas for even M we take φ = π/2. Taking into account the normalization condition, we find e^t = 1 + 2M(1 − λ) Nλ . (2.17)

From the M-soliton solution in the limit L → ∞, keeping ρ_0 fixed and defining

b = (1 − λ)/(λπρ_0), (2.18)

– 5 – λ Φ_s(x) ρ_s(x) E_0 λ < 1^{iq(1−λ)} λπ(e^t−1) 1−e^{i(qx+2φ)} 1−e^{−t}e^{i(qx+2φ)} q(1−λ) coth(t/2) 2πλ 1−cos(qx+2φ) cosh t−cos(qx+2φ) (1−λ)π^2 2L^2 [λN^2M+(1−λ)NM^2] 1−λ λπb ix x+ib 1−λ λπb x^2 x^2+b^2

(1−λ)^3 2λb^2 λ > 1^{ik(λ−1)}_{2πλ}^{1+e−teikx} 1−e^{−t}e^{ikx} k(λ−1) 2πλ sinh t cosh t−cos kx 0 1−λ λπ 1 x+ib λ−1 λπ b x^2+b^2 0

λ ≶ 1 iρ_0 ρ_0 0

Table 1: BPS solutions

we find the one-soliton solution (M = 1, φ = 0) obtained in Refs.[25, 26]. The energy is just the energy of one soliton obtained by taking the corresponding limit. The uniform zero-energy solution ρ(x) = ρ_0 is obtained in the limit q → 0, taking φ = π/2.

Next we discuss the case λ > 1. We take q = 0, φ = π/2, thus eliminating the term Pcot from Eq.(2.10), and obtain the general solution of the Riccati equation (2.10) for

ρ_0 = (λ − 1)k 2πλ , k = 2πM/L. (2.19) It is given in the third row of Table 1, where t is a non-negative free parameter. An additional solution could be obtained from the general solution in the limit L → ∞, taking t = 2πb/L. In the case t → ∞, we obtain the constant density solution ρ(x) = ρ_0. Taking into account the normalization condition we obtain that the number of solitons M exceeds the number of particles N giving us the relation λ = M/(M − N). (2.20) Solitons on the compact support from Table 1 are of the same shape as solitons in the Sutherland model [27], thus reflecting the fact that the two models are interrelated via the periodicity condition. Using the condensed-matter language, we interpret the Msoliton solutions as soliton trains. In the large-M limit, these solutions can be viewed as crystal-like structures with periodicity 2π/q or 2π/k. The one-soliton solutions are regarded as composite particles (quasi-particles). Resembling the holes (lumps), these onesoliton solutions enable us to identify the M-soliton solutions found for λ < 1 (λ > 1) as dark (bright) solitons. In Ref.[26] it was shown that adding the term (1 − λ)/(x − z) into the effective potential was equivalent to the extraction of the prefactor ∏ i(x_i − z)^{1−λ} from the wave function of the Hamiltonian (1.4). This equivalence enables us to associate a quasi-particle located at z with the prefactor of the wave function. Consequently, the additional term Pcot(qx/2 + φ) is associated with the prefactor describing M equidistant quasi-particles.

The soliton solutions we have found in the collective-field formulation of the free matrix model correspond to the particle and hole states in the system (1.4) of nonrelativistic fermions [6]. Owing to the su(1, 1) dynamical symmetry [9], the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian (1.4) can be represented as generalized coherent states of the same Hamiltonian with the additional harmonic potential interaction between fermions [28, 29, 30]. The particle and hole states in the system of fermions with the harmonic potential interaction correspond to the giant gravitons of a 1/2 BPS sector of N = 4 SYM [1, 2, 3, 4]. Therefore,

– 6 – our solutions correspond to the coherent states of the matrix model with the harmonic potential, i.e. to the quasi-classical CFT duals of the giant gravitons in AdS constructed in Ref.[3]. The nonexistence of the quasi-classical CFT dual of the single giant graviton on the sphere S^5 is reflected throught the relation (2.20), from which it follows that the soliton with M = 1 in the λ > 1 case is non-normalizable since M must exceed N, in accordance with the conclusion of Ref.[3].

At this point we would like to emphasize a simple relation between systems with λ < 1 and those with λ > 1. By substituting λρ(x) = α − m(x) into Eq.(2.7) for λ > 1 (without the term Pcot) and by inserting explicit forms of the solutions for the term ρ^H /ρ, we find that the field m satisfies Eq.(2.7) for λ^′ = 1/λ < 1 (with the term Pcot). This agrees with the result obtained in Ref.[31] in the k-space (ρ_k → −m_k/λ). The difference is that our relation is valid for the BPS equations, whereas in Ref.[31] the duality relation connects quantum Hamiltonians. Recall that the solution of the form similar to that given in the third row of Table 1 was found as a solution of the dynamic equations of motion of the Calogero model in Ref.[25]. This signalizes that there is a generalization of our method for dynamic equations of motion (some progress has been made in Ref.[16]). Finally, we stress that the construction of the Riccati equation is possible for the model trapped in the harmonic well, providing a new method for analysing this model.

2.3 Quantum excitations around semiclassical solutions To get an insight into the dynamics of quantum excitations, we expand the Hamiltonian (1.6) around the semiclassical solution

ρ(x, t) = ρ_s(x) + ∂_xη(x, t), (2.21)

where η is a small density quantum fluctuation around the soliton solution ρ_s of Eq.(2.7). The quadratic part of the Hamiltonian can be written in the following form:

H^{(2)} = 1 2 ∫ dxρ_s(x)A^†(x)A(x), (2.22) where we have introduced the operators A A = −π_η + i [ (λ − 1) 2 ∂_x ∂_xη ρ_s − πλ∂_xη^H ] , (2.23)

satisfying the following equal-time commutation relation: [ A(x), A^†(y) ] = (1 − λ)∂^2_{xy} δ(x − y) ρ_s(x) + 2λ∂_x P x − y . (2.24)

Using the equation of motion Ȧ(x, t) = i[H, A(x, t)], we obtain the equation [ −i∂_t + λ − 1 2 ∂_xρ_s ρ_s ∂_x − λ − 1 2 ∂^2_x ] (ρ_sA) = −λπρ_s∂_x(ρ_sA)^H . (2.25)

Taking the Hilbert transform of this equation, and using Eq.(2.7), we find [ −i∂_t + λ − 1 2 ∂_xρ_s ρ_s ∂_x − λ − 1 2 ∂^2_x ] (ρ_sA)^H = λπρ_s∂_x(ρ_sA). (2.26)

– 7 –

Defining the fields Φ^±_s = ρ^H_s ± iρ_s, ϕ^± = (ρ_sA)^H ± i(ρ_sA), (2.27)

we find that ϕ^± satisfies { i∂_t − [ λπΦ^±_s + q(λ − 1) 2 Pcot (qx 2 + φ )] ∂_x + λ − 1 2 ∂^2_x } ϕ^± = 0. (2.28)

This equation can be obtained from the Riccati equation (2.10) by adding 2i∂_tϕ^±/(λ−1) on the LHS and expanding Φ(x, t) around the solution Φ_s(x), Φ^±(x, t) = Φ^±_s (x) + ∂_xϕ^±(x, t), keeping only terms linear in ϕ. Therefore, one can interpret the field ϕ as a fluctuation around the conformal field Φ_s. Solving Eq.(2.28) for the solutions found in section 3, we obtain the following results: -the operator A is given by A = 2π L ∑ n,s e^{iωnt}f_{n,s}(x) [ θ(ω_n)a_{n,s} + θ(−ω_n)a^†_{n,s} ] , (2.29)

where the operators a_{n,s} satisfy [a_{n,s}, a^†_{m,s′} ] = |ω_n|L/πδ_{nm}δ_{ss}′ (2.30) and the functions f_{n,s} are orthonormalized with respect to the measure ρ_s(x) as follows: ∫_{L/2} −L/2 dxρ_s(x)f^∗_{n,s}(x)f_{m,s}′ (x) = L 2π δ_{nm}δ_{s,s}′ ; (2.31)

-the Hamiltonian up to quadratic terms is given by

H = E_0 + π L ∑ n,s a^†_{n,s}a_{n,s} + ∑ n,s θ(−ω_n)|ω_n|. (2.32) The functions f_{n,s} and the eigenvalues ω_n for all solutions found in section 3 are given in Table 2, where k_0 = |λπρ_0/(λ − 1)|.

Comparing the known dispersion laws (1.2), (1.3) for the quantum excitations on the uniform background, obtained from the Young diagrams in Ref.[6] with the dispersion laws given in Table 2 we find an agreement. At the semiclassical level we obtain that the system can be in the fluid phase (uniform density) as well as in the crystal-like configuration. So, it would be interesting to calculate the phase transition amplitudes and also to calculate the correlation functions determined in this approach by the quadratic Hamiltonian.

– 8 – λ ρ_s f_{n,±} ω_n q(1−λ) coth(t/2) 2πλ 1−cos(qx+2φ) cosh t−cos(qx+2φ) √_{λ(k} 0+q)(kn+q) 4(1−λ)k0kn(2k0+q) ( 1−^{kne±i(qx+2φ)} kn+q )( 1−^{k0e∓i(qx+2φ)} k0+q )_{e±i(kn−k0)x} 1−cos(qx+2φ) kn>k0 1−λ 2 (k^n+k^0+q)(k^n−k^0) λ<1 1−λλπb x^2x_2+b_2 √_λ 2k0(1−λ) ( 1±^i_{knx} )( 1∓^i_{k0x} ) e^{±i(kn−k0)x} k_n>k_0 1−λ2 (k^2_n−k^2_0 )

ρ_0^1√_{2πρ0} e^{±i(kn−k0)x} k_n>k_0 1−λ2 (k^2_n−k^2_0 ) k(λ−1) 2πλ sinh t cosh t−cos kx √_λ 2k0(λ−1)(1−e−2t) (1−e −t e^{∓2ik0x}) e^{±i(kn+k0)x} k_n>−k_0 λ−12 (k^2_0 −k^2_n) λ>1 λ−1λπ bx_2+b_2 √_λ 2b(λ−1) (x∓ib) e ±iknx k n>0 −^{λ−1}_2 k^2_n

ρ_0^1√_{2πρ0} e^{±i(kn+k0)x} k_n>−k_0 λ−12 (k^2_0 −k^2_n)

Table 2: Excitations around BPS solutions

– 9 –

3. Duality-based matrix model

3.1 Semiclassical solutions In attempt to go beyond the case of free fermions, in this section we analyse a generalization of the hermitian matrix model, introduced in Refs.[24, 9]. Actually, this model was first formulated in Ref.[32] as a duality-based generalization of the Calogero model, and is defined by the Hamiltonian H(x, z)= N∑ i=1 p^2_i 2 + 1 2 N∑ i≠j λ(λ − 1) (x_i − x_j)^2 + 1 2 N,M∑ i,α (κ+λ)(κ−1) (x_i − Z_α)^2 +

+ λ κ M∑ α=1 p^2_α 2 + 1 2 M∑ α≠β κ^2/λ ( κ^2/λ − 1 ) (Z_α − Z_β)^2

. (3.1)

In Ref.[9], it was shown that for λ = 1/2 this model arises from the decomposition of the hermitian matrix into the sum of symmetric and antisymmetric matrix. Transformation into the hydrodynamic formulation, in terms of the density operators ρ(x), m(x) and the corresponding conjugate operators for κ = 1, results in the hermitian collective-field Hamiltonian [9] H = 1 2 ∫ dxρ(x)(∂_xπ_ρ(x))^2 + λ 2 ∫ dxm(x)(∂_xπ_m(x))^2+ + ∫ dx ρ(x) 2 [ λ − 1 2 ∂_xρ(x) ρ(x) + − ∫ dy λρ(y) x − y + − ∫ dy m(y) x − y ]_2 + + ∫ dx m(x) 2λ [ 1 − λ 2 ∂_xm(x) m(x) + − ∫ dy m(y) x − y + − ∫ dy λρ(y) x − y ]_2 − − λ 2 ∫ dxρ(x)∂_x P x − y |_{x=y}− 1 2 ∫ dxm(x)∂_x P x − y |_{x=y}. (3.2)

The terms in the last line in (3.2) are singular counter terms, which do not contribute in the leading order in N and M. This model was analysed in Ref.[33], where some solutions were constructed. Here, we use the Riccati equation to construct some new solutions in this duality-based model. We are looking for the solutions of two coupled Bogomol’nyi equations,

(λ − 1)∂_xρ − 2πρ(λρ^H + m^H ) = 0, (3.3) (1 − λ)∂_xm − 2πm(λρ^H + m^H ) = 0. (3.4)

Based on the duality, we make an ansatz m^H = −λαρ^H /ρ. Equation (3.3) now becomes (λ − 1)∂_xρ − 2λπρρ^H + 2λαπρ^H = 0. (3.5) Following the method from section 2, we construct the field Φ = ρ^H + iρ which satisfies the following Riccati equation:

∂_xΦ = λπ λ − 1 Φ^2 − i 2λπα λ − 1 Φ + λπρ_0 λ − 1 (ρ_0 − 2α). (3.6)

– 10 –

The general solution of this equation constructed from the constant solution Φ = iρ_0 is

Φ(x)= iρ_0 − λ − 1 λπ iqce^{iqx} 1 + ce^{iqx} , q = 2λπ(α − ρ_0) 1 − λ > 0. (3.7)

The solutions for ρ and m (c = e^{iϕ−u−v}, |c| < 1) are ρ(x) = α cosh(u − v) + cos(qx + ϕ) cosh(u + v) + cos(qx + ϕ) , m(x) = c̃ ρ(x) , (3.8) q = 4λπα 1 − λ sinh u sinh v sinh(u + v) , c̃ λα^2 = sinh(u − v) sinh(u + v) , u > v > 0. Taking into account the normalization conditions and the compact support [−L/2, L/2], q = 2πn/L, we find the following relations:

ρ_0 = N L , α = λN + (1 − λ)n λL , coth u = 2 + λN − M (1 − λ)n , m_0 = M L , c̃ α = M − (1 − λ)n L , coth v = λN + M (1 − λ)n . (3.9)

From the solution (3.8) taking ϕ = π, sinh(u/2 − v/2) = aq/2, sinh(u/2 + v/2) = bq/2, b > 0, and taking the limit q → 0, we obtain the one-soliton solution ρ(x) = α x^2 + a^2 x^2 + b^2 , m(x) = λα^2a bρ(x) , a^2 = b^2 + λ − 1 λπα b. (3.10)

Here we would like to emphasize that the properties of the solutions of the dual model (3.2) resemble the properties of the dual giant gravitons on AdS (λ < 1) and on the sphere (λ > 1) from Refs.[10, 1, 2].

3.2 Semiclassical solutions in the singular limit

In this subsection we discuss the existence of the singular solutions of the duality-based model and the methods for finding them. Inspired by the one-soliton solution of the model introduced in [24], we proposed the existence of the multi-soliton solutions in the same paper. In the paper [33] we discussed these solutions in the context of the new matrixmodel interpretation of the duality-based Hamiltonian. We started from an assumption that there exists the finite form of a multi-soliton solution. In the case of the one-soliton solution, the finite form of the solution was known and we noticed that, in the singular limit, the conditions on the parameters of the solution were reduced. This indicates that in the singular limit, the Bogomol’nyi equations are less sensitive to the details of the precise form of the finite solution. In the hope of getting a hint about the finite form of a multisoliton solution, we used a simple ansatz which in itself was not a solution in its finite form, but had the same singular limit as the finite solution. We found that the ansatz solved the equations in the singular limit. Although the calculation of the contribution to the Hamiltonian leads to an ambiguity in order of taking limits, this problem can be avoided by introduction of the finite support. Now, we would like to confirm the existence of singular solutions and the correctness of the calculations performed in the paper [33]

– 11 – by using the finite form of the solution constructed in subsection 3.1. Taking the limit u − v = 2ϵ → 0 of the solution (3.8), we find ρ(x) = α cos^2(^{qx+ϕ}_2 ) sinh^2 v + cos^2(^{qx+ϕ}_2 ) , α = (1 − λ)q 2λπ coth v,

m(x) = (1 − λ) ∞∑ i=−∞ δ(x − x_i), x_i = (2i + 1)π − ϕ q . Using the product representation for the trigonometric function we find that the ∞-soliton solution exactly matches the form proposed in our paper [33]. Furthermore, by taking the compact support of lenght L, we find the finite number of solitons. In the case that q is small, we find that this solution reduces to the rational ansatz, as proposed in papers [24, 33].

In the comment made by V. Bardek and S. Meljanac in [34] regarding this part of our published work [33], the authors claim that such solutions do not exist. The authors based their claims on the symbolic manipulation with delta functions assuming the independece of the regularization procedure. As we are aware that solving nonlinear coupled equations is sensitive to the regularization used, the application of the symbolic manipulation is not suitable and does not give a unique answer because the product of distributions is not uniquely defined. The authors also claim that their paper [35] gives convicing arguments that a singular form of the solution does not exist, but they simply have not checked the limit c → 0 in that paper.

3.3 Open-closed string duality?

Solutions of the equations obtained in the collective-field formulation of matrix models are interpretated as giant gravitons. Although the existence of multi-soliton solutions in their finite form is also an interesting question from the point of view of integrable systems, the limiting form when one of the fields behaves as a sum of delta functions deserves special attention from the point of view of matrix theory. Namely, in this singular configuration, it is reasonable to describe the m(x) part of the Hamiltonian by a discrete set of variables. Furthermore, we can interpret the continuum part of the Hamiltonian as closed string theory and the discrete part of the Hamiltonian as open string theory [2]. So, by studying the relation between these two Hamiltonians we might get a better insight into the openclosed string duality.

The matrix model (1.1) (the Calogero model) possesses the symmetry of the action generated by the operators closing the su(1, 1) algebra [32, 9]:

[T_+, T_−] = −2T_0, [T_0, T_±] = ±T_±, The generators of the algebra in the discrete case are

T_+({x}; λ) = 1 2 N∑ i=1 ∂^2_i + λ 2 N∑ i≠j 1 x_i − x_j (∂_i − ∂_j ),

T_0({x}; λ) = − 1 2 (_N ∑ i=1 x_i∂_i + E_0 ) , T_−({x}; λ) = 1 2 N∑ i=1 x^2_i , (3.11)

– 12 – and in the continuous, large-N case,

T_+([ρ]; λ) = − 1 2 ∫ dxρ(x)(∂_xπ(x))^2 + 1 2 ∫ dx ( (λ − 1)∂_xρ(x) + 2λρ(x)− ∫ dy ρ(y) x − y ) ∂_xπ(x), T_0([ρ]; λ) = − 1 2 ( i ∫ dxxρ(x)∂_xπ(x) + E_0 ) , T_−([ρ]; λ) = 1 2 ∫ dxx^2ρ(x), (3.12)

where the ground-state energy is E_0(N, λ) = (λN(N − 1) + N)/2.

Furthermore, it was shown in [32, 24, 36, 9] that there existed a strong-weak coupling duality in the Calogero model and here we briefly review the main results. In the following we use the abbreviation [•] for the arguments of operators, depending on which case is under consideration (discrete or continuous) and analogously for the dual system [∘]. We also need the following definitions:

ln J([•], λ)= { λ ∑ i≠j ln(xi − xj) discrete

(λ − 1) ∫ dxρ(x) ln ρ(x) + λ ∫ ∫ dxdyρ(x) ln |x − y|ρ(y) continuous, (3.13)

ln V ([•], [∘])= ∑ i,α ln(x_i − z_α) discrete − discrete lim_{ε→0} ∫ ∫ dxdzρ(x) ln(x − z − iε)m(z) continuous − continuous lim_{ε→0} ∑ α ∫ dxρ(x) ln(x − z_α − iε) continuous − discrete.

(3.14)

The strong-weak duality is displayed as follows:

T_0([•], λ)V ([•], [∘]) = { −T_0([∘], 1/λ) − 1 2 [NM + E_0(N, λ) + E_0(M, 1/λ)] } V ([•], [∘]), T_+([•], λ)V ([•], [∘]) = −λT_+([∘], 1/λ)V ([•], [∘]). (3.15)

The operators T_+([•], λ) are equivalent to the Hamiltonians (1.4), (1.6)

H_{CM} ([•], λ) = −J^{12} ([•], λ)T_+([•]; λ)J^{− 12} ([•], λ) (3.16)

while T_0([•], λ) are equivalent to the same Hamiltonians with an additional harmonic-well potential (Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonians):

H_{CS} ([•]; λ, ω) = −2ωJ^{12} ([•], λ)S([•]; λ, ω)T_0 ([•]; λ)S^{−1}([•]; λ, ω)J^{− 12} ([•], λ) = = H_{CM} ([•], λ) + ω^2T_−([•]; λ), (3.17)

where S([•]; λ, ω) = e^{−ωT−([•];λ)}e^{− 12ω T+([•];λ)}. (3.18)

Conseqently, we interpret

H_{CM} ([∘]; 1/λ) ≡ −J^{12} ([∘]; 1/λ)T_+([∘]; 1/λ)J^{− 12} ([∘]; 1/λ) (3.19) and H_{CS} ([∘];1/λ,ω/λ)≡− 2ω λ J^{12}([∘],1/λ)S([∘];1/λ,ω/λ)T_0([∘];1/λ)S^{−1}([∘];1/λ,ω/λ)J^{−12}([∘],1/λ)= = H_{CM} ([∘], 1/λ) + ω^2 λ^2

T_− ([∘]; 1/λ) , (3.20)

– 13 – as Hamiltonians of the dual system. In the papers [32, 24, 36] the duality relations were used for construction of the spectrum generating algebra for the two-family model, while here we show that they can be used for construction of the eigenstate of one system from the known eigenstate of the dual system. Suppose that we know the eigenstate ψ_{{E}} with energy E, satisfying H_{CS} ([•]; λ, ω)ψ_{{E}} = Eψ_{{E}}. (3.21) Then, the eigenstate ϕ_{{Ẽ}} of the dual system, with energy Ẽ, H_{CS} ([∘]; 1/λ, ω/λ) ϕ_{{Ẽ}} = Ẽϕ_{{Ẽ}}, (3.22) is given by ϕ_{{Ẽ}} = J^{12} ([∘], 1/λ) e^{− ωλ T−([∘];1/λ)} ∫ V ψ_{{E}}J^{12} ([•], λ)e^{−ωT− ([•];λ)}V ([•], [∘]), (3.23)

where the integration is performed over the corresponding configuration space and

λẼ + E = ω[NM + E_0(N, λ) + E_0(M, 1/λ)]. (3.24)

The corresponding dual relation also holds for the Hamiltonians H_{CM} because the eigenstates of these are realized as coherent states of the H_{CS} [28, 29, 30], or in another approach by the use of unconventional separation of variables in the Schrödinger problem [37]. Now, the quantum mechanics (1.4) of the eigenvalues x_i of M was regarded as an open string/Dbrane description of the corresponding string theory [38]. On the other hand, the collective field defined in the large-N limit of the matrix model (3.19) represents the closed string excitations [39]. Inspired by this interpretation we propose an explicit realization of openclosed string duality. The relation (3.23) tells us how to construct a wave functional of closed string excitations described by the collective field ρ from the wave function of dual M open string excitations, and vice versa.

4. Conclusion

Motivated by the relevance of soliton solutions in matrix models for giant graviton physics, we have addressed the problem of existence of these solutions and have analysed their properties. We have introduced a powerful method for obtaining these BPS solutions in the collective-field approach. The method is based on the construction of a boundary conformal field out of the density of eigenvalues of a matrix, satisfying the Riccati differential equation. This method extends to the related Calogero models, in particular to the model with the harmonic-well potential. Furthermore, we have established the relation between the hydrodynamic Benjamin-Ono equation and the Riccati equation, suggesting that our method could be extended to non-BPS equations by inclusion of dynamics. Such extension might shed more light onto the underlying boundary conformal theory, an issue indicated in Ref.[16]. The solutions we have obtained using this method are connected by the duality relation λρ(x) = α − m(x), where m(x) satisfies the BPS equation for the

– 14 – λ^′ = 1/λ case. Owing to the su(1, 1) dynamical symmetry these solutions correspond to the quasi-classical CFT duals of the giant gravitons on AdS_5 (λ < 1) and on the sphere S^5 (λ > 1) [3, 10, 1, 2]. Further, the method has enabled us to solve the equations which govern the dynamics of quantum excitations around the uniform and various x−dependent backgrounds. These excitations described by the Hamiltonian in quadratic approximation represent quantum corrections to the semiclassical solutions. As an application of the results for quantum excitations on various x−dependent backgrounds, one could determine the correlation functions, the wave functionals of different states and the transition amplitudes among them. On the other hand, one could evaluate the same quantities using random matrix theory [40] (at least for λ = 1, 1/2, 2) and then compare the results.

We have found the finite form of the n-soliton solution in the duality-based matrix model, indicating the complete integrability of this model. Owing to the origin of the duality-based matrix model and to the properties of its semiclassical solutions, we interpret this matrix model as a model of interacting giant gravitons having cubic interaction. The BPS solutions for fields ρ(x) and m(x) (3.8) related by ρ(x)m(x) = c̃ admit an interesting singular limit ρ(x)m(x) → 0; at the places where one field is different from zero the other field is vanishing. This ”black/white” distribution is a characteristic of the two-dimensional droplet model of electron gas [41]. Finally, the singular limit of the n-soliton solution has motivated us to propose a realization of open-closed string duality. We have found the explicit mapping between the eigenstates of the collective-field Hamitonian and the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian describing quantum mechanics of nonrelativistic fermions. The proposal could be made more precise by expanding the relation (3.23) between the wave functional of the closed string excitations and the wave function of dual open string excitations around one of the soliton solutions found. We hope to address this issue in a future publication.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the Ministry of Science, Education and Sports of the Republic of Croatia.

References

[1] S. Corley, A. Jevicki and S. Ramgoolam, “Exact correlators of giant gravitons from dual N = 4 SYM theory,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 5 (2002) 809 [arXiv:hep-th/0111222].

[2] D. Berenstein, “A toy model for the AdS/CFT correspondence,” JHEP 0407 (2004) 018 [arXiv:hep-th/0403110].

[3] M. M. Caldarelli and P. J. Silva, “Giant gravitons in AdS/CFT. I: Matrix model and back reaction,” JHEP 0408 (2004) 029 [arXiv:hep-th/0406096].

[4] H. Lin, O. Lunin and J. M. Maldacena, “Bubbling AdS space and 1/2 BPS geometries,” JHEP 0410 (2004) 025 [arXiv:hep-th/0409174].

[5] J. Avan and A. Jevicki, “Classical integrability and higher symmetries of collective string field theory,” Phys. Lett. B 266 (1991) 35.

– 15 –

[6] A. Jevicki, “Nonperturbative collective field theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 376 (1992) 75.

[7] I. Andric and V. Bardek, “1/N corrections in Calogero type models using the collective field method,” J. Phys. A 21 (1988) 2847; “Collective field method for a U(N) invariant model in the large N limit,” J. Phys. A 24 (1991) 353.

[8] I. Andric, A. Jevicki and H. Levine, “On The Large N Limit In Symplectic Matrix Models,” Nucl. Phys. B 215 (1983) 307.

[9] I. Andric and D. Jurman, “Matrix-model dualities in the collective field formulation,” JHEP 0501 (2005) 039 [arXiv:hep-th/0411034].

[10] I. Bena and D. J. Smith, “Towards the solution to the giant graviton puzzle,” Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 025005 [arXiv:hep-th/0401173].

[11] J. Gomis and A. Kapustin, “Two-dimensional unoriented strings and matrix models,” JHEP 0406 (2004) 002 [arXiv:hep-th/0310195].

[12] A. P. Polychronakos, “Generalized statistics in one dimension,” arXiv:hep-th/9902157.

[13] F. Calogero, “Solution Of A Three-Body Problem In One-Dimension,” J. Math. Phys. 10 (1969) 2191; “Ground state of one-dimensional N body system,” J. Math. Phys. 10 (1969) 2197; B. Sutherland, “Exact results for a quantum many body problem in one-dimension,” Phys. Rev. A 4 (1971) 2019; “Exact results for a quantum many body problem in one-dimension. 2,” Phys. Rev. A 5 (1972) 1372;

M. A. Olshanetsky and A. M. Perelomov, “Quantum Integrable Systems Related To Lie Algebras,” Phys. Rept. 94 (1983) 313.

[14] H. Azuma and S. Iso, “Explicit relation of quantum Hall effect and Calogero-Sutherland model,” Phys. Lett. B 331 (1994) 107 [arXiv:hep-th/9312001];

S. Iso and S. J. Rey, “Collective Field Theory Of The Fractional Quantum Hall Edge State And The Calogero-Sutherland Model,” Phys. Lett. B 352 (1995) 111 [arXiv:hep-th/9406192].

[15] I. Aniceto and A. Jevicki, “Notes on collective field theory of matrix and spin Calogero models,” arXiv:hep-th/0607152.

[16] A. G. Abanov and P. B. Wiegmann, “Quantum Hydrodynamics, Quantum Benjamin-Ono Equation, and Calogero Model,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 (2005) 076402 [cond-mat/0504041].

[17] J. A. Minahan and A. P. Polychronakos, “Equivalence Of Two-Dimensional QCD And The C = 1 Matrix Model,” Phys. Lett. B 312 (1993) 155 [arXiv:hep-th/9303153].

[18] G. W. Gibbons and P. K. Townsend, “Black holes and Calogero models,” Phys. Lett. B 454 (1999) 187 [arXiv:hep-th/9812034].

[19] A. Jevicki and B. Sakita, “The quantum collective field method and its application to the planar limit,” Nucl. Phys. B 165 (1980) 511.

[20] A. Dhar, G. Mandal and N. V. Suryanarayana, “Exact operator bosonization of finite number of fermions in one space dimension,” JHEP 0601 (2006) 118 [arXiv:hep-th/0509164].

[21] A. Donos, A. Jevicki and J. P. Rodrigues, “Matrix model maps in AdS/CFT,” Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 125009 [arXiv:hep-th/0507124].

[22] G. Marchesini and E. Onorfi, “Planar limit for SU(N) Symmetric Quantum Dynamical Systems,” J. Math. Phys. 21 (1980) 1103.

– 16 –

[23] A. Agarwal and A. P. Polychronakos, “BPS operators in N = 4 SYM: Calogero models and 2D fermions,” JHEP 0608 (2006) 034 [arXiv:hep-th/0602049].

[24] I. Andric and D. Jurman, “Duality in the low dimensional field theory,” Fortsch. Phys. 50 (2002) 675.

[25] A. P. Polychronakos, “Waves and solitons in the continuum limit of the Calogero-Sutherland model,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 (1995) 5153. [arXiv:hep-th/9411054].

[26] I. Andric, V. Bardek and L. Jonke, “Solitons in the Calogero-Sutherland collective field model,” Phys. Lett. B 357 (1995) 374. [arXiv:hep-th/9411136].

[27] I. Andric, V. Bardek, L. Jonke, “Multi-vortex solution in the Sutherland model,” J. Phys. A 30 (1997) 717. [arXiv:hep-th/9605196].

[28] V. de Alfaro, S. Fubini and G. Furlan, “Conformal Invariance In Quantum Mechanics,” Nuovo Cim. A 34 (1976) 569.

[29] A. M. Perelomov, Generalized Coherent States and Their Applications (Springer, Berlin, 1986).

[30] N. Gurappa, P. S. Mohanty, and P. K. Panigrahi, “Realization of the Calogero-Moser scattering states as coherent states” Phys. Rev. A 61 (2000) 034703 [arXiv:quant-ph/9908045].

[31] J. A. Minahan and A. P. Polychronakos, “Density correlation functions in Calogero-Sutherland models,” Phys. Rev. B 50 (1994) 4236. [arXiv:hep-th/9404192].

[32] I. Andric and L. Jonke, “Duality and quasiparticles in the Calogero-Sutherland model: Some exact results,” Phys. Rev. A 65 (2002) 034707. [arXiv:hep-th/0010033].

[33] I. Andric, L. Jonke, D. Jurman, “Solitons and excitations in the duality-based matrix model,” JHEP 0508 (2005) 064 [arXiv:hep-th/0411179].

[34] V. Bardek and S. Meljanac, “Comment on ’Solitons and excitations in the duality-based matrix model’,” JHEP 0512 (2005) 040 [arXiv:hep-th/0511146].

[35] V. Bardek and S. Meljanac, “Solitons in the Calogero model for distinguishable particles,” Europhys. Lett. 72 (2005) 14 [arXiv:hep-th/0501221].

[36] I. Andrić and D. Jurman, “Duality and interacting families in models with the inverse-squared interaction,” Phys. Lett. A 313 (2003) 252 [arXiv:hep-th/0304006].

[37] R. Jackiw, “Dynamical Symmetry Of The Magnetic Monopole,” Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 129 (1980) 183; “Dynamical symmetry of the magnetic vortex,” Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 201 (1990) 83.

[38] J. McGreevy and H. L. Verlinde, “Strings from tachyons: The c = 1 matrix reloaded,” JHEP 0312 (2003) 054 [arXiv:hep-th/0304224];

I. R. Klebanov, J. M. Maldacena and N. Seiberg, “D-brane decay in two-dimensional string theory,” JHEP 0307 (2003) 045 [arXiv:hep-th/0305159].

[39] S. R. Das and A. Jevicki, “String field theory and physical interpretation of D = 1 strings,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 5 (1990) 1639.

[40] E. Brezin, C. Itzykson, G. Parisi and J. B. Zuber, Planar Diagrams,” Commun. Math. Phys.

59 (1978) 35;

E. R. Mucciolo, B. S. Shastry, B. D. Simons, B. L. Altshuler, ”Exact Dynamical Correlations of the 1/r^2 Model,” Phys. Rev. B 49 (1994) 15197 [arxiv:cond-mat/9309030].

[41] S. Iso, D. Karabali and B. Sakita, “One-Dimensional Fermions As Two-Dimensional Droplets Via Chern-Simons Theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 388 (1992) 700 [arXiv:hep-th/9202012].

– 17 –