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Abstract

We show that the entropy of strings that wind around the Eu-

clidean time circle is proportional to the Noether charge associated

with translations along the T-dual time direction. We consider an ef-

fective target-space field theory which includes a large class of terms

in the action with various modes, interactions and α
′ corrections. The

entropy and the Noether charge are shown to depend only on the val-

ues of fields at the boundary of space. The classical entropy, which is

proportional to the inverse of Newton’s constant, is then calculated by

evaluating the appropriate boundary term for various geometries with

and without a horizon. We verify, in our framework, that for higher-

curvature pure gravity theories, the Wald entropy of static neutral

black hole solutions is equal to the entropy derived from the Gibbons-

Hawking boundary term. We then proceed to discuss horizonless ge-

ometries which contain, due to the back-reaction of the strings and

branes, a second boundary in addition to the asymptotic boundary.

Near this “punctured” boundary, the time-time component of the met-

ric and the derivatives of its logarithm approach zero. Assuming that

there are such non-singular solutions, we identify the entropy of the

strings and branes in this geometry with the entropy of the solution

to all orders in α
′. If the asymptotic region of an α

′-corrected neu-

tral black hole is connected through the bulk to a puncture, then the

black hole entropy is equal to the entropy of the strings and branes.

Later, we discuss configurations similar to the charged black p-brane

solutions of Horowitz and Strominger, with the second boundary, and

show that, to leading order in the α
′ expansion, the classical entropy

of the strings and branes is equal exactly to the Bekenstein-Hawking

entropy. This result is extended to a configuration that asymptotes to

AdS.
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1 Introduction

Black holes possess entropy, the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [1],[2], [3], [4],

which agrees with certain microscopic counting of bound states of strings

and branes that wrap internal cycles [5],[6],[7],[8],[9]. The agreement is with

the thermodynamic entropy of certain extremal and near-extremal charged

black holes, but a calculation of this type is not available for neutral black

holes. Given this situation, we appeal to an effective description of strings

and branes in order to attempt to explain the entropy of large non-extremal

black holes. The idea is that the entropy is the classical thermodynamic

entropy of the stringy matter.

Stringy matter can give rise to classical entropy, namely, one that scales

like the inverse of Newton’s constant, similarly to the Bekenstein-Hawking

entropy. For example, Horowitz and Polchinski (HP) [10] found a solution

featuring a quasi-localized condensate of closed strings that wind around

the thermal circle in Euclidean signature. This solution has a classical en-

tropy and its Lorentzian interpretation involves highly-excited, hot and self-

gravitating gas of strings.

In the HP solution, the scalar field representing the condensate has a Gaussian-

like profile and the thermal circle shrinks by a small amount. The equations

that this solution satisfies are derived from an effective field theory (EFT)

action - the HP action - in which the dominant interaction term between the

compact-compact graviton (the radion) and winding modes [11]1.

Both small and large (in string units) stringy Euclidean black hole solutions

include a closed string winding condensate [12],[13]. It was pointed out that

this condensate has a classical entropy [14], which constitutes at least some

1Note that there, the massless mode whose interaction with the winding modes induces

first-order phase transition is the radion.
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part of the black hole entropy [13], but it was not clear how much of the

entropy is accounted for by the condensate.

As originally suggested by Dabholkar [15], recent papers [16], [17], argued

that the winding condensate accounts for the entire Bekenstein-Hawking en-

tropy of the black holes, specifically when taking into account the back re-

action it induces [18]. However, the result seemed too good to be true for

several reasons. It was not clear why all the other winding modes, which

become light as the Euclidean time circle pinches off, do not induce signifi-

cant corrections to the entropy. Furthermore, the winding condensate varies

rapidly over a few units of string length near the tip, therefore one would

have expected that α′ corrections would give rise to significant corrections to

the entropy.2,3 One of the goals of this paper is to address these issues.

Recently, several papers were written about winding condensates. We calcu-

lated the coefficient of the interaction term between a radion and two winding

modes by a string S-matrix computation for type II and the bosonic string in

[19]. An additional interaction, the quartic interaction between four winding

modes, was similarly computed in [19] for the bosonic string theory and type

II superstring theory. A related calculation appeared in [20], and in [21],

the same interactions were calculated for the Heterotic string. In [22] it was

argued that there is an Einstein-Rosen=Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen duality be-

tween two-sided black holes and entangled states of folded string pairs on a

2Additionally, the geometry of the Euclidean black hole is that of cigar with a smooth

tip, and the near-tip region contains a factor of R
2, making the concept of winding ill

defined.
3The application of an EFT of winding modes for a given Euclidean black hole solution

(say, Schwarzschild) poses an additional problem. Far away from the tip, the profile of the

winding field is exponentially small and non-perturbative in α
′. In standard treatments,

non-perturbative instantons in field theories are not introduced as fields in an action and

their back-reaction is not considered.
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disjoint union of linear-dilaton Minkowski spacetimes. See [23] for an earlier

incarnation of the argument. A 3D version of the Fateev-Zamoldchikov-

Zamolodchikov (FZZ) duality [24], between a WZW model describing AdS3

and a target-space with non-contractible thermal cycle deformed by a wind-

ing condensate, received evidence in [25].

In [14], expressions for the entropy of winding modes and their profiles for

large-D black holes were written, by treating them as small perturbations. In

[13] a charged version of the HP solution was found and it was argued that

in classical type II superstring theory the transition between an HP phase

and a black hole phase cannot be smooth. Later, we extended the HP action

by including the quartic interaction and NS-NS flux and found solutions in

which the thermal circle has a fixed circumference in space. These solutions

were interpreted as describing strings in thermal equilibrium slightly above

the Hagedorn temperature [26]. In [27], a variant of the spectral form factor

was considered and its increase in time was explained for free string theories

by identifying relevant string microstates.

Additionally, the author conjectured the existence of complex HP-like solu-

tions with higher winding and momentum numbers which would explain the

expected ramp-up in time of this variant in weakly-coupled string theories.

An HP-like solution with an asymptotically AdS factor of the geometry was

found in [28], its instability and a potential transition to a small black hole in

AdS were also discussed. The authors of [29] found a family of HP-like solu-

tions that asymptote to S1
β×R6 where β corresponds to the inverse Hagedorn

temperature, and also identified worldsheet conformal field theories (CFTs)

that describe them. In [30], a solution of the winding modes coupled to

Einstein’s gravity was found and it was argued that the condensate behaves

approximately like a perfect fluid.
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Here, we present a general relation between the entropy of winding modes

and the Noether charge Q, associated with translations in the T-dual of the

thermal circle: they are proportional Q ∝ βS, β being the inverse tempera-

ture. A similar statement holds for the T-dual momentum modes. This can

be viewed as a stringy realization of the relationship between the entropy

and the Noether charge associated with translations along the thermal circle

[31],[32],[33] (see also [34], [35]), albeit with significant differences. The rela-

tionship between the entropy and the Noether charge is shown to hold also

for a variety of higher-order correction terms are added to the EFT action.

To establish the result, we utilize a key new ingredient: that the terms where

the winding modes appear in the Lagrangian density of the target-space EFT

depend only on powers of the proper length of the thermal circle. This prop-

erty allows us to express the entropy as a boundary term and consequently

show that the Noether charge depends only on the values of the fields at the

boundary of space and as such it is insensitive to details of the solutions in

the bulk.

For a neutral black hole solution of a stringy higher-derivative theory of

gravity, in case that the string and brane sources are turned off, we verify

the equality of the Wald entropy and the entropy derived from a Gibbons-

Hawking procedure - which is valid to leading order in the string coupling

and to all orders in α′ [36],[37],[13]. This connection was explained in [31],

and also mentioned in passing in [13], however the calculation we present did

not appear in these references.

Building on our previous entropy calculations we focus on a puncture in the

geometry - in the vicinity of which the τ − τ metric Gττ , and the first deriva-

tives of log(Gττ ) approach zero. Figure 1 depicts a part of the geometry of

the 2D “puncture solution” that was found in [18]. The puncture is induced
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by back reaction, when turning on the winding condensate with an asymp-

totic fallout condition derived from the SL(2, R)k/U(1) CFT for large k. The

puncture makes the concept of winding well-defined, unlike the situation in

the vicinity of a smooth tip. In a way, the back reaction of the winding

modes saves them from a tragic demise. Also, we expect that some world-

sheet superconformal field theories describe higher-dimensional versions of

the two-dimensional puncture solution.

Figure 1: Depicted is the thermal circle as a function of the radial coordinate

of the solution found in [18]. The approximately linear shrinking of the

circumference of the circle on the right occurs on a few string lengths and

is shared with the near-tip region of a large Schwarzschild Euclidean black

hole. The circumference of the circle and the derivatives of its logarithm

approach zero as the left asymptotic boundary is approached, in contrast to

the conventional smooth tip. The geometry can be viewed as a Euclidean

wormhole. We will consider higher dimensional hypothetical solutions with

a 2D factor as above, such that each point in the diagram corresponds to a

sphere.

We then show that the entropy of string and brane sources, whose asymptotic
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geometry is that of a neutral Euclidean black hole and whose inner boundary

is punctured, is equal to the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy to leading order in

the string coupling and in α′. The result holds even when taking into account

a large class of α′ corrections to the leading order action, provided that the

solutions are non-singular. More generally, if the asymptotic geometry is that

of an α′-corrected black hole, then the entropy derived from the Gibbons-

Hawking procedure is identified with that of the string and brane modes.

We extend our argument to geometries that asymptote to those of the black

p-branes solutions of Horowitz and Strominger (HS) [38], while their inner

boundary satisfies the puncture boundary conditions. We show that the

leading order entropy of the sources, as computed in the EFT, is equal to the

Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the usual HS solutions. This applies to the

neutral, extremal and near-extremal cases. The same results are obtained

for a black p-brane carrying winding charge in a compact circle and also the

AdSD×SD asymptotic background with a black hole in the AdS factor and a

Ramond-Ramond flux supported on the SD (for D = 5). These calculations

can also be viewed as a method to obtain the entropies of the HS solutions

that is simpler than using the Gibbons-Hawking procedure, in particular they

do not require a regularization.

The organization of the rest of the paper is as follows. In the next section we

show that the Noether charge associated with translations along the T-dual

of the thermal circle is proportional to the asymptotic temperature times

the entropy of winding condensates. In Section 3 we compute the entropy

of strings and branes in various geometries, assuming the regularity of the

solutions. In Section 4 we calculate the leading-order entropies of string

and brane sources in punctured Horowitz-Strominger geometries and several

other geometries. We conclude and discuss the results in Section 5. A short
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appendix explains a convenient choice of a coordinate system near the horizon

of an α′-corrected black hole.

2 Entropy of Strings and the U(1) Noether Charge

String theory compactified on a circle has a symmetry associated with trans-

lations along the circle and along the T-dual circle. On the worldsheet, this

is a global symmetry, while in target-space, this is a gauge redundancy. We

consider a general target-space EFT which is invariant under these symme-

tries. Here we show that the Noether charge Q, associated with translations

along the T-dual circle, is proportional to the entropy of the winding-mode

condensates and then that the Noether charge Q̃, associated with transla-

tions along the time circle is proportional to the entropy of momentum-mode

condensates. We start with the HP EFT for the winding modes ±1, and later

generalize the discussion by including a large class of terms in the EFT action,

corresponding to additional modes and interactions.

Several comments about the charge are in order. First, the idea that entropy

is proportional to a Noether charge appeared in [31],[32], and its Euclidean

version was studied in [33]. For static black hole solutions, this entropy was

defined as the inverse temperature times a surface integral of a (D− 2)-form

which is the Noether current associated with the ∂
∂τ

horizon-Killing vector.

We show that the connection between the entropy of the winding modes and

Q is similar.

The Wald entropy is related to a Noether charge which is evaluated as a

surface integral on a cross section of a bifurcating Killing horizon. However,

there are some significant differences between the Wald Noether charge the

Noether charge Q. Our derivation of Q does not rely on the existence of a
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horizon in the geometry, and in particular, it does not require the existence

of a bifurcating Killing horizon. In Wald’s construction the vanishing hori-

zon Killing vector is crucial to the derivation. As we will see in the next

section, when considering horizonless configurations, Q is evaluated as a sur-

face integral at infinity. For the standard Euclidean black hole, the charge is

evaluated as a sum of surface integrals at infinity and at the horizon.

Also, Wald’s derivation is applicable for theories of pure gravity, for which the

entropy of winding strings vanishes. In general, any form of matter does not

contribute explicitly to the Wald entropy - it contributes implicitly through

its back reaction on the geometry. Our charge is uniquely sourced by winding

strings.

The charge Q is positive semi-definite, in contrast to typical gauge charges

which could be either positive or negative. In particular, it is not the standard

winding charge which can be either positive or negative. An interpretation of

the charge Q is suggested by the comparison of Q to the Lorentzian energy.

The Lorentzian time translation generator can be analytically continued to

generate translations along the Euclidean time circle and then can be related

to translations along the T-dual τ̃ . The former is the Hamiltonian and the

value of the latter is Q. Therefore, we interpret the charge Q as the energy

of the system.

2.1 Horowitz-Polchinski Effective Field Theory

In this subsection we recall the HP effective action which possesses a U(1)

symmetry (see Eq. (1)) and rewrite it in order to be able to calculate the

associated U(1) current and charge, which we do in the next subsection.

We adopt the following notations: χ and χ∗ are fields corresponding to the

winding number plus one and minus one modes, respectively. The metric Gµν
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determines the geometry of the d spatial dimensions, the Euclidean time-time

component of the metric is denoted by Gττ = e2σ, the d-dimensional dilaton

Φd is related to the D = d + 1 dimensional dilaton by Φd = ΦD − σ
2
, β

denotes the asymptotic circumference of the thermal circle, βH is the inverse

Hagedorn temperature, which depends on the particular string theory, and

finally 1
κ2
0

is a standard tree-level normalization in the string frame [39]. Our

starting point is the HP action,

IHP = β

∫
ddx
√

Gde
−2Φd

(
Gµν∂µχ∂νχ

∗ +
β2e2σ − β2

H

(2πα′)2
χχ∗

)
+ IDG. (1)

Here, IDG is the standard dilaton-gravity action,

IDG = − β

2κ2
0

∫
ddx
√

Gde
−2Φd (Rd −Gµν∂µσ∂νσ + 4Gµν∂µΦd∂νΦd) . (2)

Reliable solutions of the HP action have the fields χ, χ∗ light, small, with

derivatives that are small in string units, small string coupling and weak

curvature in string units.

Recall that the vertex operator of the winding mode with winding number

w for a background that contains a fixed S1 of radius R is of the following

form,

Vw ∝ eikL·XL(z)+ikR·XR(z̄) , kL = −kR = w
R

α′
, R =

β

2π
. (3)

In particular,

V1 ∝ ei
β

2πα′
τ̃ , τ̃ = τL − τR. (4)

Thus, the corresponding target-space fields take the form:

χ = χ(~r)ei
β

2πα′
τ̃ , χ∗ = χ∗(~r)e−i

β

2πα′
τ̃ , (5)

where ~r is a spatial vector. To ensure periodicity of the fields around the

dual of the T -dual of the thermal circle, the range of τ̃ is 0 ≤ τ̃ ≤ (2π)2α′

β
.
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For the target-space fields corresponding to momentum modes, the relevant

phase is e
2πinτ

β , n being the momentum number.

Next, we introduce an integration over τ̃ , which allows us to recast the “HP

term”, proportional to β2e2σχχ∗, as a covariant τ̃ -kinetic term of χ, as ex-

plained below. Later, we will derive from this term a component of a U(1)

current, associated with τ̃ translations and the corresponding U(1) charge.

First, the following average is equal to one:

β

(2π)2α′

∫ (2π)2α′

β

0

dτ̃ = 1. (6)

Then, the metrics in the τ -frame and the T-dual τ̃ -frame are related by one

of the Buscher rules [40]:

Gττ = Gτ̃ τ̃ . (7)

It follows that

β
√
Gττ

β

(2π)2α′

∫ (2π)2α′

β

0

dτ̃
√
Gτ̃ τ̃G

τ̃ τ̃∂τ̃χ∂τ̃χ
∗ = β

β2e2σ

(2πα′)2
χχ∗. (8)

This gives rise to the HP term:

I1 = β
∫
ddx

√
Gττ

√
Gde

−2ΦD β2e2σ

(2πα′)2
χχ∗ =

= β
∫
ddx

√
Gττ

β

(2π)2α′

∫ (2π)2α′

β

0 dτ̃
√
Gτ̃ τ̃

√
Gde

−2ΦdGτ̃ τ̃∂τ̃χ∂τ̃χ
∗. (9)

One can use the equality
√
Gττ

√
Gτ̃ τ̃ = 1 to further simplify the expression.

The standard spatial kinetic term of χ is given by:

I2 = β

∫
ddx

β

(2π)2α′

∫ (2π)2α′

β

0

dτ̃
√

Gde
−2ΦdGµν∂µχ∂νχ

∗. (10)

The last term in the action is related to β2
H associated with the mass-squared

of χ:

I3 = −β

∫
ddx

β

(2π)2α′

∫ (2π)2α′

β

0

dτ̃
√

Gde
−2Φd

(
βH

2πα′

)2

χχ∗. (11)

12



The complete HP action is given by

IHP = I1 + I2 + I3 + IDG. (12)

A similar calculation appeared in [41].

2.2 U(1) Current, Charge and Entropy of Winding Modes

at Leading Order

The goal of this section is to derive a charge associated with the U(1) transla-

tion transformations of χ and χ∗ and to connect it with the entropy of χ, χ∗.

This is done when considering the leading order action in α′ for weakly-curved

solutions.

In the previous subsection we introduced the τ̃ -part of the kinetic term,

I1 = β

∫
ddx

√
Gττ

√
Gde

−2ΦD
β2e2σ

(2πα′)2
χχ∗ =

= β

∫
ddx
√

Gττ

β

(2π)2α′

∫ (2π)2α′

β

0

dτ̃
√

Gτ̃ τ̃

√
Gde

−2ΦdGτ̃ τ̃∂τ̃χ∂τ̃χ
∗

= β

∫
ddx

√
Gd e−2Φd Gτ̃ τ̃∂τ̃χ∂τ̃χ

∗.

Viewing the U(1) as a global symmetry under which χ → χei
β

2πα′
δτ̃ and

applying the Noether theorem to IHP (where only I1 and I2 are relevant

for the computation), a manifest τ̃ -component to the current arises, Jτ̃ ∼
χ∗∂τ̃χ − χ∂τ̃χ

∗. Both the τ̃ and the spatial components of the current are

therefore given by a single expression,

Jµ = i CD

β

2πα′
e−2Φd (χ∂µχ

∗ − χ∗∂µχ) . (13)

The current is determined up to a D-dependent numerical constant that we

denote by CD. We will fix its value in the next section to be D−2
D−3

for D > 3

by identifying the charge with the energy.
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The current is then given by

Jµ = CD

β

πα′
e−2Φdχχ∗∂µ arg(χ). (14)

The spatial components of the current vanish for solutions in which the NS-

NS field H3 = dB2, vanishes. In general they give rise to quantized H3

charges. The τ̃ -“timelike component” of the current does not vanish,

Jτ̃ = CD

2β2

(2πα′)2
e−2Φdχχ∗. (15)

The charge associated with this charge density is given by

Q =

∫
ddx

√
Gd J τ̃ = CD

∫
ddx
√

Gde
−2Φd

2β2e2σ

(2πα′)2
χχ∗, (16)

where we used Gτ̃ τ̃ = e2σ as in Eq. (7). Since the constant CD is positive,

Eq. (16) implies that Q ≥ 0, in contrast to usual gauge charges which can

be positive or negative. Indeed, swapping χ and χ∗ does not change the

τ̃ -component of Eq. (15). The conservation of charge ∂τ̃Q = 0, is automatic,

because Q is independent of τ̃ .

We now relate the Noether charge Q to the entropy of the winding modes.

The relation between thermodynamic entropy and the free energy in Eq. (1),

S =

(
β

∂

∂β
− 1

)
IHP , (17)

implies that

S =

∫
ddx
√

Gde
−2Φd

2β3e2σ

(2πα′)2
χχ∗ + Sbdy. (18)

The first term on right hand side arises from explicit dependence on β, which

appears in the HP term Eq. (9). The equations of motion and the chain rule

imply that a contribution from the implicit dependence of the fields on β

vanishes. The entropy of a generic solution can receive additional contribu-

tions from boundary terms, which we denote by Sbdy
4. An example in which

4We thank Kostas Skenderis for raising this point.
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the spatial integral in the R.H.S. of Eq. (18) vanishes and Sbdy plays a role,

is the standard Schwarzschild solution in the absence of winding modes. In

this case, the action contains a Gibbons-Hawking-York (GHY) term and the

associated boundary term is equal to the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy. If the

boundary terms vanish, which for instance occurs for the HP solution [10]

and the puncture solution of [18], then only the spatial integral contributes.

In this case it follows from Eqs. (16) and (18) that,

S = 1
CD

βQ. (19)

As previously noted, this is analogous to the relation between the Wald

entropy of a black hole solution with a Killing symmetry in a diffeomorphism-

invariant theory of gravity and the associated Noether charge:

SWald = βQKilling. (20)

In spite of this similarity between the charge Q and Wald’s Noether charge,

there are significant differences which were listed in the beginning of the

section.

2.3 Current, Charge and Entropy of Winding Modes

Beyond Leading Order

In this subsection we wish to calculate the U(1) Noether charge Q, for a

general target-space action

I = β

∫
ddx
√

Gde
−2ΦdL(χw, σ, Gµν), (21)

where the fields χw correspond to states with generic winding and momentum

numbers. We then calculate the entropy of all the winding modes and relate

it to Q.
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We wish to express a general U(1)-invariant term in the Lagrangian density

of the winding modes. To this end it is useful to consider first the T-dual

momentum modes Tn, T
∗
n and then use T -duality to deduce the form of a

generic winding-mode term. A general covariant term in the EFT Lagrangian

density of the fields Tn has the following form,

∆L̃ = (Gττ∂τTn∂τT
∗
n)

n1 (Gµν∂µTn∂νT
∗
n)

n2 (TnT
∗
n)

n3f(φi, ∂µφi), (22)

where φi are additional fields which do not vibrate or wind around the time

circle. When writing equations representing terms in the action, such as

Eq. (22), the symbol ∂µ denotes a covariant derivative. Replacing or adding

(Gττ∂τTn∂τT
∗
n)

n1 (Gµν∂µTn∂νT
∗
n)

n2 by (Gττ∂τTn∂τT
∗
n +Gµν∂µTn∂νT

∗
n)

n would

not modify the final result of this subsection. Including the Euclidean time

dependence, as before, Tn = Tn(~r)e
2πinτ

β , T ∗
n = T ∗

n(~r)e
−2πinτ

β ,

∆L̃ =

(
Gττn24π

2

β2
TnT

∗
n

)n1

(Gµν∂µTn∂νT
∗
n)

n2 (TnT
∗
n)

n3f(φi, ∂µφi). (23)

We need to apply the T-duality transformations to Eq. (23)

Gττ → Gττ , β → (2π)2α′

β
, Tn → χw. (24)

The first relation is a known Buscher rule [40], the second relation can be

understood by writing R = β

2π
and then applying the standard R → α′

R
T-

duality transformation. The last relation, with n = w, is the conventional

interchange between momentum modes and winding modes under T-duality.

The resulting term in the winding-mode Lagrangian ∆L, is given by

∆L =

(
Gττ

w2β2

(2πα′)2
χwχ

∗
w

)n1

(Gµν∂µχw∂νχ
∗
w)

n2 (χwχ
∗
w)

n3f(φi, ∂µφi). (25)

Eq. (25) is an important equation which we will consider again in the next

section. The inclusion of such terms allows one to consider potential solutions
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in which multiple winding modes become light in some region of the manifold,

plus the fields and their derivatives need not be small.

The correction term ∆L, contains the following factor,

∆L ∝
(
∂µ|χw|∂µ|χw|+ |χw|2∂µarg(χw)∂

µarg(χw)
)n

. (26)

Treating the U(1) as if it were a global symmetry, we obtain the contribution

to the Noether current from ±w-winding modes,

Jµ
w = i CD

β

2πα′
e−2Φd

(
wχw

δL

δ(∂µχw)
− wχ∗

w

δL

δ(∂µχ∗
w)

)
. (27)

When taking the variations, quantities like |χw| , arg(χw) are held fixed. We

would like to calculate the U(1) charge. Observing that

∂µχw = (∂µ|χw|+ i|χw|∂µarg(χw)) e
iarg(χw), (28)

the chain rule implies that

χw

δL

δ (∂µχw)
=

1

2
|χw|

δL

δ (∂µ|χw|)
− 1

2
i

δL

δ (∂µarg(χw))
. (29)

The factors of 1
2

can be obtained by varying the term in Eq. (26). It follows

that

(Jw)
µ = CD

β

2πα′
e−2Φdw

δL

δ (∂µarg(χw))
. (30)

This is consistent with the leading-order expression in Eq. (14). One has

∂τ̃arg(χw) =
wβ

2πα′
, (31)

and by substituting Eq. (31) into Eq. (30), we obtain an expression for the

charge by integrating over space with the appropriate measure,

Q =

∫
ddx
√

Gd

∑

w

J τ̃
w = CD

∫
ddx
√

Gde
−2Φdβ

δL

δβ
. (32)

In this equation, the non-vanishing derivative with respect to β comes purely

from the explicit dependence on β, which appears in interactions involving
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winding modes. Next, the entropy of winding modes that wrap around the

thermal circle comes from the same terms and a boundary term,

S =

∫
ddx
√

Gde
−2Φdβ2 δL

δβ
+ β2

∫
dd−1x

√
Gde

−2Φdnµ

∑

w

δL

δ (∂µχw)

∂χw

∂β
.

(33)

We consider solutions for which such a term vanishes, this occurs generally

for asymptotically flat spaces where the normal derivatives of χw vanish at

the boundary. The combination of Eqs. (32), (33) implies that

S = 1
CD

βQ. (34)

So far we discussed explicitly a target-space EFT that results from tree-level

string theory. However, our derivation does not seem to be sensitive to the

dilaton prefactor in the action and so we expect it to be valid also order

by order in the string coupling. In this situation the argument applies to

L = L(χw, σ, Gµν ,Φd). In addition, performing an S-duality on the system

of fundamental strings we started with, results in a system of D1 branes

winding about the thermal circle and we can see that Eq. (34) applies also

to this case.

2.4 Current, Charge and Entropy of Momentum Modes

We can apply a similar approach to the τ -translation Noether charge. Mo-

mentum modes depend on Euclidean time as

Tn = Tn(~r)e
2πn
β

iτ , T ∗
n = T ∗

n(~r)e
− 2πn

β
iτ , (35)

The action is just the T -dual of the winding modes action, with the replace-

ments

Gττ → Gττ , β → β̃ =
(2π)2α′

β
. (36)
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Also, β∂β → −β∂β.

In order to compare to the previous subsection, it is convenient to T-dualize

the time circle which originally had the asymptotic circumference β and

winding modes that depended on ei
βw

2πα′
τ̃ , which give rise to an asymptotic

circumference (2π)2α′

β
and momentum modes that depend on ei

2πn
β

τ . Our

arguments below do not rely on T-duality, we only use it to compare with

the calculations of the previous subsection. A general expression for the

action is

I =

∫ (2π)2α′

β

0

dτ

∫
ddx
√

Gde
−2ΦdL(Tn, Gµν , σ). (37)

Thus, the entropy takes the form

S̃ = (−β∂β − 1)I = −β

∫
dDx

√
Gde

−2Φd
δL

δβ
. (38)

The derivative of β from the upper limit of the τ integral cancels with the

−I term. As previously, we have in mind cases where additional boundary

terms vanish.

Next, let us treat the U(1) gauge redundancy as if it were a global symmetry

in order to compute the associated charge. In this case, the current is given

by

Jµ = i CD

2π

β
e−2Φd

∑

n

n

(
δL

δ (∂µTn)
Tn −

δL

δ (∂µT ∗
n)

T ∗
n

)
. (39)

Repeating a step that was previously performed, Jµ can be rewritten as

Jµ = CD

2π

β
e−2Φd

∑

n

n
δL

δ (∂µarg(Tn))
. (40)

As a check, this equation can be reproduced by T-dualizing Eq. (30) in the

previous subsection. Since ∂τarg(Tn) =
2πn
β

, the time component of this is

Jτ = CD

1

β
e−2Φd

δL

δ
(

1
β

) = −CD βe−2Φd
δL

δβ
. (41)
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Consequently, the charge associated with some constant τ slice is given by

Q̃ = −CD β

∫
ddx
√

Gde
−2Φd

δL

δβ
(42)

and similarly to the previous subsection we obtain

S̃ = 1
CD

β̃Q̃. (43)

For static black holes, the Wald entropy is defined as the inverse temperature

times Noether current of the symmetry generated by the ∂
∂τ

Killing vector,

integrated over the Killing horizon [31],[32],[33]. Equation (43) expresses a

similar relation between the entropy of momentum modes and the Noether

charge. We chose the inverse temperature to be β̃ rather than β and the two

are related by T-duality. The charge Q̃ is obtained by applying a T-duality

transformation to Q. We view the results of this section as an explicit stringy

realization of the idea of the entropy as a Noether charge.

3 Entropy of Strings and Branes - Neutral Cases

We would like to point out that similarly to fundamental strings, branes

can wind around S1
β and one can think of an effective action for them that

has terms with non-trivial β-dependence. For example, one can apply an S-

duality on the HP action, transforming χ into a winding mode of a D1-brane,

with mass squared m2 ∝ β2. Solutions from such an action are reliable when

the string coupling is large and α′ corrections are suppressed. For a D−(p+1)

brane in S1
β × T p which winds w times around the thermal circle the mass

squared is given by [42]

m2
brane =

π

236κ2
(4π2α′)10−pVol (T p)2 β2w2 , κ2 = 8πGN . (44)

This implies that the observation made in [14] that non-trivial β dependence

for fundamental strings gives rise to classical entropy is valid also for branes.
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In this section we would like to compute the classical entropy of string and

brane sources, for a general solution that asymptotes to S1
β × Rd and does

not carry charges associated with fluxes. We focus on three types of possible

geometries:

• Generalized Horowitz-Polchinski geometries, with asymptotic circum-

ference β greater than βH , in which the thermal circle does not shrink

to zero and such that the minimal size of the S1 is not parametrically

smaller than β. Also, an SD−2 factor of the manifold shrinks to zero

at the origin.

• Euclidean Black Holes, in which the thermal circle shrinks to zero at a

smooth tip and the radius of the (D− 2)− sphere at the tip is large in

string units. While we write general expressions of contributions to the

entropy, our main goal in this case is to check an equality between the

entropy derived from the Gibbons-Hawking procedure and the Wald

entropy when string and brane sources are absent.

• “Punctured” Euclidean Black Holes, in which the thermal circle shrinks

and becomes a long thin tube, resembling a wormhole, as in Figure 1.

The metric τ − τ component and the first derivatives of its logarithm

vanish as one approaches the puncture. The asymptotic is shared with

the usual Euclidean black hole.

In all of these geometries, at least one winding mode of the fundamental

string becomes light, and in the last two types of geometries - an entire tower

of them becomes light. In string compactifications on some small compact

manifold X times S1
β, one also encounters effective strings from branes that

wrap it, which can be light.
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To calculate explicit expressions for the entropy, we will make some assump-

tions about the regularity of the solutions. These are listed in the subsections

below.

As we saw in the previous section, the entropy of the string and brane modes

that comes from explicit β-dependence is given by

S = β

∫
ddx
√

GDe
−2ΦDβ

δL

δβ
. (45)

The physical variable that appears in the action of all the extended objects

that wind around (or have momentum along) the Euclidean time circle is the

proper radius

R =
βeσ

2π
. (46)

This variable appears in the HP action Eq. (1). In Eq. (25), we discussed a

general term in the action,

∆L =

(
Gττ

w2β2

(2πα′)2
χwχ

∗
w

)n1

(Gµν∂µχw∂νχ
∗
w)

n2 (χwχ
∗
w)

n3f(φi, ∂µφi)

=

(
β2e2σ

(2π)2
1

α′2
w2χwχ

∗
w

)n1

(Gµν∂µχw∂νχ
∗
w)

n2 (χwχ
∗
w)

n3f(φi, ∂µφi).(47)

Thus, the EFT action organizes itself in powers of the proper length R for

either a string with compact momentum or a winding fundamental string.

This conclusion generalizes for momentum and winding modes of branes.

The dependence on this variable allows us to make the replacement β∂β → ∂σ

if fluxes are not present 5. Therefore, Eq. (45) becomes

S = β

∫

M

ddx
√

Gde
−2Φd

δ

δσ
L. (48)

In more generality one should subtract flux terms from Eq. (48) with non-

trivial dependence on σ, a few examples of such terms will be encountered in

5In Section 4 of [13], such a replacement was mentioned in the context of computing

the energy of a general string tree-level solution.
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the next section. The Euler-Lagrange equation for σ, derived from the EFT

then reads:

S = β

∫

M

ddx
δ

δσ

(√
Gde

−2ΦdL
)

= β

∫

∂M

dd−1x nµ

[√
Gde

−2Φd
δL

δ(∂µσ)
− ∂ν

(√
Gde

−2Φd
δL

δ(∂µ∂νσ)

)
+ ...

]
,

(49)

where the term with n derivatives of σ is taken when fixing the rest of the

derivatives of σ.

3.1 Generalized Horowitz-Polchinski Geometries

The geometries of interest are asymptotically S1
β ×Rd where β > βH and are

paramterized by their Einstein-frame ADM mass ME . They are horizonless

and smooth. Their line element in asymptotic infinity in the Einstein frame,

for D > 3, takes the form

ds2 =

(
1− 2κ2ME

ωD−2(D − 2)rD−3

)
dτ 2+

dr2

1− 2κ2ME

ωD−2(D−2)rD−3

+r2dΩ2
D−2 , r → ∞.

(50)

The asymptotic form of the dilaton depends on a constant Cφ:

ΦD = Φ0 −
Cφ

rD−3
. (51)

In the string frame, one has e2σ = e
−4ΦD
D−2 G Einstein

ττ .

We start by computing the entropy coming from the asymptotic part of the

boundary ∂M∞. Recall that the Lagrangian density of the leading-order

dilaton-gravity action contains the term [39],

Lσ =
1

2κ2
0

Gµν
d ∂µσ∂νσ. (52)
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Substituting this term into Eq. (49), results in

S =
β

κ2
0

∫

∂M∞

dd−1x e−2Φd

√
Gdnµ Gµν

d ∂νσ. (53)

Using Eqs. (50) and (51),

S = D−3
D−2

β

(
ME − 2ωD−2

κ2
Cφ

)
. (54)

Neither α′ correction terms in the action nor terms depending on the matter

fields contribute in the asymptotically flat part of the manifold to Eq. (49)

- they vanish because of the vanishing of matter fields at infinity and the

asymptotically flat space.

Next, we turn to consider the contribution to the entropy from the surface at

r = 0. We assume that the quantities e−2Φdnµ
δL

δ(∂µσ)
, nµ∂ν

(
e−2Φd δL

δ(∂µ∂νσ)

)
,...,

are either finite, vanish or diverge slower than 1
rD−2 . A putative stronger

divergence would indicate a naked singularity, which is believed to be for-

bidden. It follows that the contribution from the origin vanishes and the

contribution from the asymptotic boundary ∂M∞ in Eq. (54) captures the

entire entropy.

The resulting entropy in Eq. (54) agrees with the entropy derived from the

Gibbons-Hawking boundary term [4], [36],[37],[13], which is valid to all orders

in the α′ and to leading order in the string coupling. To briefly remind it,

using the dilaton equation of motion and adding a GHY term at infinity, the

on-shell action Icl is

Icl = − 1

κ2
0

∫

∂M∞

dD−1x nµ ∂µ

(√
he−2ΦD

)
. (55)

The determinant of the induced metric on the boundary is denoted by h.

This can be regularized in the asymptotic part of the manifold. One typically

assumes that no contribution arises from an inner boundary of the manifold

because, for example, the volume vanishes there while nµ
δL

δ(∂µΦD)
is finite.
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One can then derive the energy M = ∂βI and compare it with the ADM

mass, ultimately yielding

S = D−3
D−2

β

(
ME − 2ωD−2

κ2
Cφ

)
, (56)

for the entropy of the classical solution, to all order in α′. It was further

suggested in [13] that this result is exact in α′.

One can view the combination in parenthesis of Eq. (54) or (56) as the ADM

mass in the string frame. Technically, ds2E and ME in Eq. (50) are replaced

by ds2string and the “string frame ADM mass” Mstr, respectively. Then, we

obtain a version of the Schwarzschild black hole entropy-mass relation S =

D−3
D−2

βMstr for all the generalized HP solutions. The numerical factor C−1
D =

D−3
D−2

fixes the normalization of the charge Q so that it is identified with the

energy of the strings and branes.

This relation S = D−3
D−2

βMstr is interesting in the context of the black hole/string

transition [43],[44],[45] (see also [46]) - the numerical coefficient in the entropy-

mass relation does not vary between the two phases as the energy, defined in

the string frame, is changed. This is in contrast to what happens when de-

scribing the system using the Einstein’s frame, where the Hagedorn entropy

of strings transforms into the black hole entropy.

3.2 Euclidean Black Holes

We would like to compute contributions to the entropy S of string and brane

modes for a string theoretic neutral black hole background whose asymp-

totic is that of the α′-corrected Euclidean Schwarzschild solution, and the

near horizon geometry is that of a smooth tip. The goal of this section is

to compare these contributions to the Wald entropy and to the Gibbons-

Hawking entropy.

25



The line element near the horizon and at asymptotic infinity takes the form

ds2 = e2σ(r)dτ 2 + e−2σ(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2
D−2. (57)

Appendix A explains that there is a coordinate system for which this line-

element is valid near the horizon. On the smooth tip hypersurface r = r0,

eσ(r0) = 0 , β =
2π

e2σσ′(r0)
. (58)

We wish to stress that many of the relations derived below are valid for

more general manifolds containing an “interior boundary” which in the above

example is at r = r0.

As in the previous subsection, the asymptotic boundary contribution gives

Sasym =
β

κ2
0

∫

∂M∞

dd−1x e−2Φd

√
Gdnµ Gµν

d ∂νσ = D−3
D−2

β

(
ME − 2ωD−2

κ2
Cφ

)
.

(59)

α′ correction terms as well as matter terms do not modify this.

Next, we would like to compute contributions to the entropy surface term

from the tip. One class of terms originates from the dependence of the

action on the Riemann tensor and its covariant derivatives, while another

comes from string and brane interaction terms, such as

∆L = cn1,n2,n3κ
2(n2+n3−1)
0 (α′)n1+n2−1 (Gµν∂µσ∂νσ)

n1 ×

(Gµν∂µχw∂νχ
∗
w)

n2 (χwχ
∗
w)

n3 . (60)

Dimensional analysis determines the powers of κ0 and of α′. The interaction

terms have an overall scaling ∼ 1
κ2
0

due to the fields being classical, χw ∝
1
κ0

. The real dimensionless coefficients cn1,n2,n3 are formally determined by

a string S-matrix calculation. One can also add terms that mix different

winding numbers while still preserving the U(1) gauge redundancy. The
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contribution to the entropy from the term in Eq. (60) is equal to

∆S =
β

κ2
0

∫

∂M

dd−1x
√

Gde
−2Φd nµ∂µσ × 2n1 cn1,n2,n3κ

2(n2+n3)
0 (α′)n1+n2−1 ×

(Gµν∂µσ∂νσ)
n1−1 (Gµν∂µχw∂νχ

∗
w)

n2 (χwχ
∗
w)

n3 . (61)

Unless the matter fields vanish at the tip, we do not expect that the sum of

such terms vanishes. We will consider the former possibility as a special case

below.

Next, consider the dependence of the action on the Riemann tensor. Using

the chain rule, S in Eq. (49) includes terms of the form

SR = β

∫

∂M

dd−1x
√

GDe
−2ΦD nµ

δL

δRαβγδ

[
δRαβγδ

δ (∂µσ)
− ∂ν

(
δRαβγδ

δ (∂µ∂νσ)

)]

+ β

∫

∂M

dd−1x nµ∂ν

(
−
√

GDe
−2ΦD

δL

δRαβγδ

)
δRαβγδ

δ (∂µ∂νσ)
. (62)

We show below that this reduces to (minus) the Wald entropy in case the

Lagrangian density is independent of the covariant derivatives of Riemann

tensor, under assumptions about finiteness that are specified in what follows.

In order to calculate the R.H.S of Eq. (62), one must treat the metric compo-

nent Grr as an independent variable, Grr = e−2ν(r), and set ν(r) = σ(r) at the

end of the calculation. For the line-element in Eq. (57), the non-vanishing

components of the first term on the R.H.S. of Eq. (62)) with µ, ν = r are

δRrτrτ

δσ′
− d

dr

δRrτrτ

δσ′′
= −e2σσ′. (63)

There are of course three additional permutations, as Rrτrτ = −Rττrr =

Rτrτr = −Rrrττ . Also:

δRθτθτ

δσ′
− d

dr

δRθτθτ

δσ′′
= −e4σr. (64)

Spherical symmetry gives rise to similar terms for
δRτθiτθi

δσ′
− d

dr

δRτθiτθi

δσ′′
where θi

is an angle of the (D−2)-sphere. We now make the following assumptions: 1)

27



The quantity
√
GDe

−2ΦD δL
δRτθiτθi

is finite, vanishes or diverges slower than e−4σ

as the tip is approached. Otherwise, the geometry can contain a curvature

singularity. Then the vanishing of e4σ, implies that all of these terms vanish as

well. 2) We assume that the derivatives of e−2ΦD
√
GD

δL
δRαβγδ

are finite, vanish

or diverge slower than e−2σ as the tip is approached. The four permutations

of the indices {r, τ, r, τ} are the only ones for which
δRαβγδ

δσ′′
are ∓e2σ, others

vanish. Then the last term in Eq. (62) vanishes at the tip. Using Eq. (58)

and taking into account the four permutations of the indices, implies that

the only nonvanishing contribution of Eq. (62), is equal to

SR = −8π

∫

∂M

dD−2x
√

GD−2 nr e−2ΦD
δL

δRrτrτ

. (65)

Since the normal points towards the tip (as in any one-dimensional integral)

we obtain

SR = −SWald. (66)

A check that the sign is correct is that the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy

comes with a minus sign when evaluating the middle integral of Eq. (59) at

a smooth tip, as in Eq. (66). So far, the contributions which we calculated

add to:

S = D−3
D−2

β

(
ME − 2ωD−2

κ2
Cφ

)
− SWald +

∑
∆S. (67)

The notation
∑

∆S stands for the sum of terms of the form that appeared

in Eq. (61). We therefore conclude that in the absence of string or brane

matter,
∑

∆S = 0 and S = 0, then the entropy derived from the Gibbons-

Hawking boundary term and the Wald entropy are equal.

So far, we have only discussed terms that contain powers of the Riemann

tensor in the action. The Wald entropy is formally valid also for more general

class of terms which contain covariant derivatives of the Riemann tensor. It

would be interesting to extend the calculation above to include this class.6

6However, we expect that EFTs derived from string theory do not include such terms,
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3.3 Punctured Euclidean Black Holes

Here we wish to point out that under some similar assumptions to the ones

made in the previous subsection, the inner boundary contribution to the

entropy Sin, vanishes at a puncture. By definition, in this region,

eσ → 0 , σ′ → 0. (68)

First, we assume that at this hypersurface, δL
δRαβγδ

and ∂ν
δL

δRαβγδ
are both

finite. This assumption is likely to hold as its violation would indicate a

curvature singularity in a place where the τ − τ metric component and the

first derivatives of it vanish - see Eq. (68). If indeed both expressions are

finite, then the R.H.S of Eqs. (63) and (64) both vanish and therefore also

the R.H.S of Eq. (62). Matter terms as in Eq. (61) similarly vanish if

(Gµν∂µχw∂νχ
∗
w)

n2 (χwχ
∗
w)

n3 is finite. Under these assumptions, we obtain

Sin = 0. (69)

Then the entropy computed from the Gibbons-Hawking boundary term is

the exact answer for the contribution from the asymptotic boundary as in

Eq. (59). We emphasize that this is the entropy of strings and branes.

For an asymptotic region of a Schwarzschild black hole with Cφ = 0 which

is connected to the puncture in the interior of the manifold, the entropy of

strings and branes becomes

S = D−3
D−2

βME =
ωD−2r

D−2
0

4GN

, (70)

where r0 is the horizon radius of a standard black hole with the same asymp-

totic as the punctured one. If the asymptotic region is shared with an α′-

corrected black hole and it is connected to a puncture in the manifold, we

as EFTs that do include such terms exhibit hyperbolicity violations on static black hole

backgrounds (see, for example, [47],[48]).
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draw a stronger conclusion - that the entire Wald entropy of the α′-corrected

black hole is of the strings and branes in the punctured geometry.

4 Entropy of Strings and Branes - Charged Cases

The goal of this section is to check whether the results of Section 3, which

shows that for neutral configurations, the entropy of the black hole is equal

to the entropy of strings and branes, are valid also for configurations which

do carry charges associated with fluxes. This is not an automatic extension

because, as we will see, the entropy boundary term at infinity which we

computed in section 3 does not suffice to reproduce the entire black hole

entropy. We are indeed able to show that such an extension is possible

for a large class of configurations similar to the ones found by Horowitz and

Strominger [38]. Furthermore, this conclusion holds also when the asymptotic

space includes an AdS factor. Also, Section 2 implies that we compute the

associated U(1) charges for the configurations producing fluxes.

We extend the results of the previous section to asymptotically flat charged

black p-branes solutions of Horowitz and Strominger (HS) [38] which are

summarized in Table 1. For these solutions, the entropy was computed by

following a Gibbons-Hawking procedure in [49]. Here, we compute it in a

different and simpler way, which does not require any regularization. The

same calculation is applied to the entropy of strings and branes in punctured

HS black p-branes. We assume that back reaction of the sources does not

alter the kinetic term of the RR and NS-NS potential for electrically charged

NS-NS solutions as well as the ones with an RR flux 7. The resulting entropy

7For cases for which there is a radial component to the flux, such as the self-dual RR

flux, the EOM plus a specific gauge choice allow one to express the flux kinetic term as a

boundary term at infinity. In such cases, the assumption is not needed.
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is equal to the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy to leading order in α′ of the usual

HS solutions. Two additional cases are analyzed as well. The list of examples

which is discussed in this section is:

• The 13 HS solutions [38] with either NS-NS flux or RR flux,

• The Horne-Horowitz-Stief solution [50] that carries winding charge,

• Asymptotically D-dimensional AdS black hole times a D-sphere accom-

panied by an RR flux (for D = 5).

4.1 Horowitz-Strominger Black p-Branes

We start by a brief review of the HS solutions so that the discussion is

self-contained. The HS solutions are parametrized by the rational numbers

γr, γx, γφ that are defined below. Their Euclidean line element is

ds2 =
(
1−

(
r+
r

)D−3
) [

1−
(
r−
r

)D−3
]γx−1

dτ 2 +

(

1−(
r
−

r )
D−3

)γr

1−(
r+
r )

D−3 dr2 +

+r2
[
1−

(
r−
r

)D−3
]γr+1

dΩ2
D−2 +

[
1−

(
r−
r

)D−3
]γx∑p

i=1 dxidxi. (71)

The geometries possess an inner horizon at r = r− and an outer horizon at

r = r+ (in Lorentzian signature). The profile of the dilaton is determined

from

e−2Φ =

[
1−

(r−
r

)D−3
]γφ

, (72)

and in addition a (D − 2)-form flux threads the SD−2 part of the geometry:

F = QǫD−2. (73)

The fully antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol ǫD−2 includes a factor of 1√
GD−2

.

An exception occurs for D = 7 where the flux is self-dual in Lorentzian
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signature. A useful parameter is α, which by definition appears in the kinetic

term of the (D − 3)-form

Iflux =

∫
d10x

√
G

2

(D − 2)!
e2αφF 2. (74)

Then,

δ ≡ 1

2α2 + (7−D)α+ 2
, (75)

γr ≡ δ(α− 1)− D − 5

D − 3
, (76)

γx ≡ δ(α + 1), (77)

γφ ≡ −δ (4α+ 7−D) . (78)

The charge of each solution was found to be

Q = (D − 3)

√
δ

2
(r+r−)D−3. (79)

All the 13 HS solutions are listed in Table 1.

The inverse temperatures of the solutions are related to the metric functions

[4],[51],[49]:

β =
4π

√
GττGrr

G′
ττ (r+)

=
4πr+
D − 3

(
1−

(
r−
r+

)D−3
) 1+γr−γx

2

. (80)

For most of the solutions, the “string frame area” of the outer horizon is

AH =

∫

hor

√
GD−2e

−2ΦD = ωD−2Vol(T p)rD−2
+

(
1−

(
r−
r+

)D−3
) D−1

2(D−3)

. (81)

Exceptions occur for α = −1, D = 4, for which the rightmost factor is(
1−

(
r−
r+

)D−3
)1

and the α = 1, D = 10 case which has

(
1−

(
r−
r+

)D−3
) 1

7

instead.

Now we consider replacing the near outer horizon region of the HS solutions,

by a long thin tube with a puncture, without changing asymptotic infinity. In
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ST Flux Mτr × SD−2 × T p M/E (α, γr, γx, γφ)

All H3 D = 5 , p = 5 M (-1,-1,0,1)

Heterotic G2 D = 4 , p = 6 M (-1,-1,0,1)

Type IIA F2 D = 4 , p = 6 M (0,1
2
,1
2
,−3

2
)

Type IIA F4 D = 6 , p = 4 M (0,−5
6
, 1
2
,−1

2
)

All (∗H)7 D = 9, p = 1 E (1,−2
3
, 1,−1)

Heterotic (∗G)8 D = 10, p = 0 E (1,−5
7
, 2,−1)

Type IIA (∗F )8 D = 10 , p = 0 E (0,−17
14
, 1
2
, 3
2
)

Type IIA (∗F )6 D = 8 , p = 2 E (0,−11
10
, 1
2
, 1
2
)

Type IIB F5 = ∗F5 D = 7 , p = 3 Self-Dual (0,−1, 1
2
, 0).

Table 1: The HS solutions are listed. RR fields are denoted by Fp, the

Heterotic two-form is denoted by G2 and the NS-NS three-form is denoted

by H3. Solutions that carry a magnetic charge are labeled by “M” and electric

ones are labeled by “E”.

particular, the asymptotic circumference β at infinity is as in the Euclidean

version of the HS solutions.

The boundary term in Eq. (53) associated with the HS backgrounds is given

by:

SBT =
(D − 3)βVol(T p)ωD−2r

D−3
+

2κ2

(
1 + (γx − 1)

(
r−
r+

)D−3
)
. (82)

Substituting Eq. (80) into Eq. (82),

SBT =
Vol(T p)ωD−2r

D−2
+

4GN

(
1 + (γx − 1)

(
r−
r+

)D−3
)(

1−
(
r−
r+

)D−3
) 1+γr−γx

2

.

(83)

In the cases of the H3 6= 0 flux in the type II superstring, the Heterotic string

and the gauge field flux G2 6= 0 in the Heterotic string (these appear in the
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first two lines of table 1), this is the only contribution to leading order in

α′ and the string coupling. Setting γr = −1 , γx = 0, and comparing with

Eq. (81), the conclusion is that the entropy of the string and brane modes

is given by

S(α = −1) =
AH

4GN

. (84)

Equation (84) agrees with the results in [49] which were calculated in the

Einstein frame. In addition, at extremality one can obtain zero both from

the calculation above, and by computing the same boundary term for another

slicing of the geometry where the τ − τ component of the metric is constant

[38].

Next, consider RR fluxes in type IIA or IIB, in which case the above

α = 0 , δ =
1

2
, γx =

1

2
, γr = − 3D − 13

2(D − 3)
. (85)

The relevant σ EOM, with a non-standard normalization of the RR kinetic

term, is the following

1

κ2
∂µ

(
e−2ΦD

√
GD∂

µσ
)
=
√
Gd

[
eσ

κ2(D − 2)!
F 2
D−2 + sd

]
. (86)

To explain the normalization, the action contains the two terms −e−2ΦDRD

2κ2 +

|FD−2|
2

κ2(D−2)!
. 8 String and brane sources are included in sd and Eq. (49) ties them

to both the dilaton-gravity boundary term and the flux term in Eq. (86).

The “flux term” which contributes to the entropy is

SFT = −Vol (T p)ωD−2β

κ2

∫ √
GD

1

(D − 2)!
F 2
D−2dr. (87)

This can be evaluated by plugging the HS solution,

SFT =
(D − 3)Vol(T p)ωD−2βr

D−3
+

2κ2

(
− rD−3

−

2rD−3
+

)
. (88)

8Note that a factor 1

4κ2 |Fp|2 appears in Polchinski II Eqs. (12.1.10c), (12.1.26c).
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For D = 7 one can check that the resulting flux term is identical. Using the

value of β in Eq. (80), the resulting entropy

S(α = 0) = SBT + SFT =
AH

4GN

, (89)

is exactly equal to the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy - as can be seen from

Eq. (81). This result also agrees with [49].

Next, consider the α = 1 (∗H)7 and (∗G)8 electric black string and black

hole. The values of the parameters are:

p = 10−D , δ =
1

11−D
, γx =

2

11−D
, γr = −D − 5

D − 3
, γφ = −1. (90)

The relevant EOM is the following,

1

κ2
∂µ

(
e−2ΦD

√
GD∂

µσ
)
=
√

Gd

[
2

e2σ+2Φd

κ2(D − 2)!
(∗H)2D−2 + sd

]
. (91)

The flux term is equal to

SFT = −(D − 3)βωD−2Vol(T p)rD−3
+ rD−3

−

2κ2

2

(11−D)

(
1

r+

)D−3

. (92)

The parameter D takes the values 9, 10. It follows that

S = SBT + SFT =
Vol(T p)ωD−2r

D−2
+

4GN

(
1−

(
r−
r+

)D−3
) 1+γr−γx

2
+1

, (93)

which for both D = 9, 10, yields exactly the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy9

S(α = 1) =
AH

4GN

. (94)

This agrees with [49].

9See Eq. (81) and the comment below it.
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4.2 Black p-Branes with a Winding Charge

We consider the Horne, Horowitz and Stief solution [50] which includes a

black p-brane with a winding B2 charge. The winding is about a spatial

dimension x of circumference 2πR, and the winding number is determined

by the charge. The line-element, the exponential of minus twice the dilaton

and the B-field are given by Eq. (16) in [50]. We would like to translate it to

our conventions by continuing to Euclidean signature τ = it, and performing

the following replacements

n → D − 3 , M0 → rD−3
0 , φ → −2ΦD, (95)

ds2 =

(
1−

(
r0
r

)D−3
)

1 +
(
r0
r

)D−3
sinh2(α)

dτ 2 +
dr2

1−
(
r0
r

)D−3

+
dx2

1 +
rD−3
0

rD−3 sinh
2(α)

+ r2dΩD−2 +

p∑

i=1

dxidxi, (96)

e−2ΦD = 1 +
rD−3
0

rD−3
sinh2(α) (97)

and

Bxτ = −i
rD−3
0 cosh(α) sinh(α)

rD−3 + rD−3
0 sinh2(α)

. (98)

We now apply a gauge transformation which renders Bxτ = 0 at the inner

boundary, by adding +i tanh(α). The three-form flux is simply the radial

derivative of the B-field. The area of the horizon can again be evaluated,

AH =

∫

hor

√
Gd−1e

−2ΦD = Vol(T p)ωD−22πRrD−2
0 cosh(α), (99)

as can the inverse temperature associated with a smooth tip,

β =
4π

√
GττGrr

G′
ττ

|r=r0 =
4πr0
D − 3

cosh(α). (100)
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As before, we consider the punctured version of the solution. The gravity

boundary term for the entropy at infinity gives

SBT =
Vol(T p)ωD−2β2πRrD−3

0

2κ2
(D − 3)

(
1 + sinh2(α)

)

=
AH

4GN

(
1 + sinh2(α)

)
. (101)

The flux kinetic term involves the numerical factor 1
12

and includes a sum-

mation over 6 equal permutations of the indices r, x, τ . In the σ EOM, this

term should be added to SBT with an overall minus sign due to a) the factor

of e−2σ in the Lagrangian density e−2Φd−2σGrrGxxH2
rτx and b) the factor of

i2. This term can be represented as a boundary term at infinity:

SFT = −Vol(T p)ωD−2β 2πR
2κ2 GrrGxxe−2σ

√
GDe

−2ΦDBxτ
d
dr
Bxτ |∞r0 =

− AH

4GN
sinh2(α). (102)

The sum SBT + SFT = AH

4GN
, exactly the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy. The

T-dual solution with momentum charge works in the same way.

4.3 Black Hole in AdS

Next, consider a black hole solution in asymptotically AdSD×SD with D = 5.

The AdS length scale is denoted by R. The asymptotic line-element reads

ds2 = f(r)dτ 2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΩ2

D−2 +R2dΩ2
D , r → ∞, (103)

f(r) ≡ r2

R2
+ 1−

(r0
r

)D−3
(
r20
R2

+ 1

)
, r → ∞. (104)

We assign the AdSD the standard asymptotic periodicity:

β =
4πr0

D − 3 + (D − 1)
r20
R2

. (105)

The RR flux is imaginary self-dual:

F = f (ǫSD + iǫAdSD
) . (106)
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The factor of i appears because we analytically continued the original Lorentzian

solution to Euclidean signature. The metric EOM in the asymptotic AdS re-

gion implies that
D − 1

R2
=

1

8
f 2e2ΦD . (107)

The σ EOM in the presence of possible sources is given by

1

κ2
0

∂µ

(
e−2ΦD

√
GD∂

µσ
)
=
√
Gd

[
− eσ

8κ2
0D!

F 2
AdSD

+ sd

]
. (108)

We replace the region near the tip by a long thin tube with puncture bound-

ary conditions. The entropy boundary term Eq. (53) at some cutoff hyper-

surface r = rc is

SBT =
Vol(SD)ωD−2β

2κ2
0e

2ΦD
rD−2
c

(
2rc
R2

+
(D − 3)rD−3

0

rD−2
c

(
r20
R2

+ 1

))
. (109)

The flux term is given by

SFT = −Vol
(
SD
)
ωD−2β

8κ2
0

∫ rc

r0

dr rD−2f 2. (110)

Using Eq. (107),

SFT = −Vol
(
SD
)
ωD−2β

κ2
0e

2ΦDR2

(
rD−1
c − rD−1

0

)
. (111)

Summing the two terms SBT + SFT and using Eq. (105), one obtains

S = SBT + SFT =
AH

4GN

. (112)

5 Conclusions and Discussion

In this paper we discussed the thermodynamic entropy of strings and branes

that wrap or vibrate along the thermal circle in various geometries.

We found that the Noether charge Q, associated with translations along the

T-dual of the thermal circle and the entropy of winding strings S, are related

38



by S ∝ βQ. This is a similar relation to the relation between the Noether

charge associated with translations along the Killing horizon and the Wald

entropy. However, we pointed out that in spite of this similarity, there are

significant differences. Importantly, Q is sourced exclusively by wrapped

strings and branes and vanishes in their absence.

We demonstrated that the entropy is only sensitive to the behavior of the

fields at the boundary of space and consequently, once the asymptotic behav-

ior of the solution is specified, it is less sensitive to corrections to the EFT

action than one would expect. We also checked, under certain assumptions

of regularity, that for neutral black holes solutions of pure higher derivative

theories of gravity, the Wald entropy is equal to the entropy derived from

Gibbons-Hawking boundary term. Furthermore, we showed that for gener-

alized HP solutions and neutral black hole solutions with a puncture, for

which the entropy boundary term does not receive contributions from the in-

ner boundary, the entropy, to all orders in α′, is accounted for by the entropy

of the strings and branes.

We further argued that if charged black holes satisfy the puncture boundary

conditions, then the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the standard Horowitz-

Strominger solutions is reproduced by the entropy of strings and branes, to

leading order in α′. One can alternatively view these calculations as short-

cuts to performing the Gibbons-Hawking procedure, which do not require a

regularization.

One can reverse the logic which we followed in this paper by assuming that

the entropy of the strings and branes is equal to the entropy of the black hole

to all orders in α′, and ask what are the conditions on the inner boundary

of the manifold. Two possible answers emerge, either a punctured geometry

or a geometry for which the volume of an SD−2 at the origin shrinks to
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zero, while both asymptote to an α′-corrected black hole solution. In both

cases, the inner boundary is not a standard horizon and the geometry is

non-singular. The absence of a horizon is consistent with the general pattern

found in the Fuzzball program, that a horizon results from an insufficient

inclusion of stringy effects [52],[53]. One can view this class of solutions

as corresponding to the state of the black hole when the string sources are

included explicitly, with a string scale resolution. When these sources are

integrated out, the result is a geometry with a horizon. The entropy of the

black hole in both descriptions needs to be evaluated using different methods,

which nevertheless lead to the same value of the entropy.

The result for the punctured black holes is related to the FZZ duality [24].

This duality implies that the entropy of the winding condensate on the cylin-

der with a potential wall is equal to the entropy of the cigar. Similarly, we

argued that the latter is equal to the entropy of strings and branes in another

geometry, where the thermal cycle does not pinch off.

There are several ways in which our results can be generalized:

• It would be interesting to extend our analysis to other types of inner

boundaries. For instance, one can imagine cutting a disk from the

cigar at some r = r0 + ǫ with ǫ ≪ r0 and compute the inner bound-

ary contribution to the entropy of strings and branes as a function of

ǫ. A different boundary which would be interesting to study is a tip

with a conical singularity, which was recently discussed in [54]. An-

other example to consider would be the Euclidean version of de-Sitter

spacetime.

• An interesting question is what fraction of the entropy does each string

and brane condensate carry? We expect that for solutions without

fluxes, the winding modes of winding number ±1 carry most of the
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entropy because they are lighter than the other modes in a larger re-

gion of the manifold. For such solutions with a small string coupling

throughout the manifold, branes are expected to carry a tiny fraction

of the entropy because they are heavy.

• Another interesting question is whether a near-puncture region can be

embedded in string theory. This could be answered by attempting to

construct an appropriate 2D worldsheet superconformal field theory.

• Finally, our results could be complemented by mapping our Euclidean,

target-space calculations to Lorentzian, CFT calculations as in [5]. We

expect that the entropy is equal to the logarithm of the number of

Lorentzian microstates with the same macroscopic energy and charges.

We also expect the total length of a string to be related in a simple

way to its entropy in a weakly-coupled string theory.

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank Yiming Chen, Amit Giveon, Sunny Itzhaki, David

Kutasov, Emil Martinec and Samir Mathur for useful discussions and many

comments on this work. We especially thank Ofer Aharony for comments and

questions. We would also like to thank Kostas Skenderis for communications.

The work of RB and YZ is supported by the German Research Foundation

through a German-Israeli Project Cooperation (DIP) grant “Holography and

the Swampland.” YZ is supported by the Adams fellowship.

41



A Justifying the Near-Horizon Metric Choice

In this appendix we wish to show that there is a coordinate system for which

the metric in Eq. (57) is valid near the tip. One starts with

ds2 = e2σ(r)dτ 2 + e−2ν(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2
D−2. (113)

Here, ν(r) is a function which is generically different from σ(r). The existence

of a smooth tip implies that

eσ(r0) = 0 , β =
2πeσ−ν

e2σσ′
(r = r0). (114)

Taking the near-horizon limit allows one to approximate the line-element by

fixing the prefactor of the angular coordinates:

ds2 = e2σ(r)dτ 2 + e−2ν(r)dr2 + r20dΩ
2
D−2. (115)

Next, we can apply a diffeomorphism transformation:

dr = eν(r)−σ(r)dr̃. (116)

This brings about the following metric,

ds2 = e2σ(r̃)dτ 2 + e−2σ(r̃)dr̃2 + r20dΩ
2
D−2. (117)

This coordinate system still admits a tip because the original r = r0 is

mapped to some r̃0 at which eσ vanishes, this just relabels the position of the

tip. Also, the asymptotic circumference β remains unchanged. Utilizing the

chain rule, one readily checks that in this coordinate system, the tip is still

smooth:

β =
2πeσ−ν

e2σ d
dr
σ
(r = r0) =

2π

e2σ d
dr̃
σ(r̃0)

. (118)

Finally, we replace r̃ → r in the body of the paper to avoid cluttering. We

thus conclude that near the horizon, there is a coordinate system for which

Eq. (57) is valid.
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