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Trans-IR Flows to Black Hole Singularities
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We study analytic continuations of holographic renormalization group (RG) flows beyond their
infrared (IR) fixed points. Such “trans-IR” flows are a natural framework for describing physics
inside of black holes. First, we construct a monotonic holographic a-function which counts degrees
of freedom along a trans-IR flow. Using this function, we argue that the degrees of freedom “thin
out” and vanish when flowing to a trans-IR endpoint, represented by a Kasner singularity. We
then recast well-studied quantum information probes in the language of trans-IR flows, finding that
entanglement and complexity from volume generally fail to fully probe the trans-IR while 2-point
correlations and complexity from action generally do so in a complementary manner.

I. INTRODUCTION

In holographic setups where an RG flow is simply
gravity, there is a natural interpretation of following the
trans-IR flow of a UV thermal state—accessing a black
hole’s interior by flowing towards the singularity [1]. A
“trans-IR” flow is constructed by analytically continuing
an RG flow beyond its IR fixed point to complex energy
scales. That analytic continuation is needed to sensi-
bly relate boundary field-theoretic data to bulk geome-
try probing the interior is well-known in the AdS/CFT
correspondence [2-6]. In this spirit, we propose that the
language of trans-IR flows is a natural framework for dis-
cussing physics inside of black holes.

From bulk metric functions, we first construct a
“thermal” analog to more conventional holographic a-
functions [7, 8], calling it ap. While ar is stationary at
both the boundary (the UV) and the horizon (the IR), it
is still monotonic even along the trans-IR flow, thus sat-
isfying an extension of the holographic a-theorem [9, 10]
to complex energy scales. With emphasis on “free Kas-
ner flows” [1, 11], we find ar — 0 at the singularity (the
trans-IR endpoint). In other words, all degrees of free-
dom are lost at the singularity. We then discuss quan-
tum information in the context of trans-IR flows. En-
tanglement [12, 13] and complexity from volume [14-16]
only probe the trans-IR partially, but 2-point correlations
[3, 17] and complexity from action [18, 19] probe it fully.

Let us briefly review holographic RG flow [20]. The
bulk “radial” extra dimension p of AdS is treated as an
energy scale parameterizing an RG flow from a UV CFT
on the boundary to an IR field theory deep in the bulk.
The bulk gravitational dynamics are also the dynamics of
this flow [21-26]. We trigger RG flows by adding dynam-
ical bulk fields which are dual to relevant operators on
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FIG. 1. A two-sided asymptotically AdS black hole, with the
exterior in grey and the interior in red. The lines are con-
stant radial slices, with the horizon being the dashed lines.
The black arrow represents a conventional UV — IR holo-
graphic RG flow while the red arrow indicates a trans-IR flow
parameterized by a timelike radial coordinate.

the boundary [27]. For example, take the deformation,

Ip = /ddwoo. (1)

O is a relevant scalar operator and ¢q is a source. In
the bulk, we have a gravity + scalar theory. For Einstein
gravity, these flows have been studied extensively [28-31].

This approach naturally yields field-theoretic trans-
IR states. There are gravitational solutions for which
p changes signature from spacelike to timelike—black
holes. Thus, timelike “scaling” from the horizon to the
singularity is recognized as a trans-IR flow. Such flows
have been studied for scalar deformations [1]; the black
hole interiors behave as Kasner universes [32-34].

So, we may understand black hole interiors as trans-IR,
flows. However, what does it mean to follow a trans-IR
flow in the language of field theory? We address this
broad question by focusing on three specific questions:

(Q1) Do trans-IR flows obey a monotonicity condition?
(Section II)

(Q2) What happens to the degrees of freedom near the
endpoint of a trans-IR flow? (Section IIT)

(Q3) How does quantum information of the UV state
encode the trans-IR flow? (Section IV)
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Using holography, we answer each of these in order.
Ancillary discussion regarding time in the interior (Ap-
pendix A), extremal surfaces (Appendix B), and quan-
tum information probes of the trans-IR regime (Appen-
dices C and D) is left to the appendices.

II. THE MONOTONIC ar-FUNCTION
A. Defining the Function

We first construct the thermal generalization of the a-
function of [8-10] in Einstein gravity with negative cos-
mological constant. Take a domain wall ansatz,

ds* = *40) [~ f(p)?dt* + d7?] + dp?, (2)

with t € R, # € R4 p > 0. A(p) and f(p) are gener-
ally arbitrary functions. p is the energy scale, with the
conformal boundary p — oo representing the UV.
Setting f(p) = 1 yields a domain wall with flat slicing
[8]. We then get vacuum AdSg4; with radius ¢ when
A(p) = p/€.t Tt is immediate that A’(p) = 1/¢, so we
may introduce p-dependence to the a central charge.?
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For nontrivial holographic RG flows with A(p) ~ p/¢
only near the fixed points, not only does (4) become non-
constant but it can also become monotonic (da/dp > 0).
Monotonicity is achieved if the matter sourcing the RG
flow satisfies the null energy condition (NEC) [8-10]—for

any null vector k% and the bulk stress tensor 7},,,

KKV T, > 0. (5)

However, we are concerned with black holes, so we take
f(p) > 0 with a horizon at p = 0, i.e. f(p) = fip+O(p?).
We get the AdS-Schwarzschild solution® when [35]

2 dp 2/d dp
A(p) = — — = —
e pi cosh <2€> , f(p) = tanh 57 ) - (6)

This time, we use that £ = f(p)/A’(p) to write the ex-
tension of (4) allowing finite temperatures as

f(p) } -t
A(p) '

/2

0= e |

(7)

! In most of the paper, we will just set £ = 1. However, we retain
factors of £ in this subsection as they are necessary to construct
the function of interest.

2 Early AdS/CFT literature [7, 8] identified this as the coefficient
of the even-d trace anomaly, but [9, 10] later noted that a appears
for any d in entanglement entropy.

3 Note that the temperature of this black hole is set to 1/(27¢).

ap for AdS-Schwarzschild matches a for empty AdSgz41—
a consequence of both geometries being dual to states
of the same UV CFT. This is true even in the interior
accessed by analytic continuation of (6) to

iy

5T (8)

p =ik, t=tr—sgn(tr)

where x > 0, t; € R, 7 is a half-integer,* and

€A(O)f1

T
2w

9)

is the black hole temperature.
(8) describes the trans-IR, so we answer (Q1) by ex-
ploring ar in this coordinate range.

B. Proof of Monotonicity

The usual procedure to confirm monotonicity of ar is
to analyze its derivative along the flow,

dar _ (d— 17?2 f(p)*~?

b T T T A (10
x [f'(p)A'(p) = f(p)A"(p)] -

The general Einstein equations G, + Agu, = E%‘lTw
(now setting £ = 1, so A = —d(d — 1)/2) imply that

po_ Tt —M / / _ 1"

1%, =T = gy W OA ) = A W] ()
dai _ ’/Td/Q f(p) ! p _ mt
dp T (2) fp) [A’(p)} (T, =T0). (1)

Using the null vector k& = [e=4®) / ()]0, + 0p, We can
write the NEC (5) as

T¢, — T >0. (13)

(13) holds everywhere and, in conjunction with the pos-
itivity of A’(p) near the boundary, implies that ar de-
creases along the flow towards the horizon.® However,
proving monotonicity everywhere requires separate treat-
ment of the interior. In fact, even checking that the hori-
zon is the IR fixed point is problematic in these coordi-
nates because finiteness of dar/dp is not obvious.

For these reasons, we find it easier to prove monotonic-
ity in another set of coordinates where the exterior and

4 We elaborate on v in Appendix A, but for now it suffices to
note that it depends on how we choose to analytically continue
coordinate time into the interior, and that past work [1, 3, 35]
typically has taken |y| = 1/2.

5 This reasoning is analogous to the monotonicity argument for
the a-function that [9, 10] construct in Gauss-Bonnet gravity.



interior are connected along a real radial coordinate. We
transform p — r (with r € (0,00)) by setting

1 , dr

A0 = S fF = ),

(14)

Here, x(r) is an analytic function of r with x(0) = 0,

while F(r) must have a simple root r = r,—the hori-

zon radius in the r slicing.® Furthermore r < 7, is

the exterior (F(r) > 0), while » > rp is the interior

(F(r) < 0). The resulting metric is the Schwarzschild-
like one of [1, 11],

1
2 __
dS—Tf2

dr?

— —x(r) 342
F(r)e dt” + )

+d#?|,  (15)

which has temperature,

_ |F' () |e=X(rn)/2

T 16
g (16)
We may also use (14) to rewrite (7) as
/2
m/ e~ (d=1)x(r)/2 (17)

Then by differentiating and applying the Einstein equa-
tions in the Schwarzschild-like coordinates, we get

d d/2 g—(d=1)x(r)/2
ar _ T ¢ [F(r) (17, —T%)]. (18)

dr r (g) rF(r)?

Now, we use k = eX("/29, + F(r)d, to write the NEC as
F(r) (T, —=T%) >0, (19)

which implies that dag/dr < 0 everywhere.

Note that we are not done proving monotonicity.
Strictly speaking, we care about whether ar monoton-
ically decreases with respect to the energy scale p, even
when we analytically continue to the trans-IR flow:

d
UV = IR (r < 1p): % >0, (20)
0
d
Trans-IR (r > rp): % <0. (21)
K

(20) is immediate upon using the chain rule; in the ex-

terior, dr/dp < 0. In fact, dr/dp = 0 at the horizon,

and as dar/dr at the horizon is explicitly finite (being

a combination of x and x’), we have dar/dp|,=,, = 0.

This corroborates the horizon being the IR fixed point.
As for (21), from (8) and (14),

1d d

r>r, = LI —iry/|F(r)] = £ o (22)
1 dkK dk

We thus conclude that a7 indeed monotonically decreases

both from the UV to the IR and along the trans-IR flow
towards the singularity, answering (Q1).

6 This reparameterization rescales the black hole temperature. It
now depends on 7.

III. LOSING EVERYTHING AT THE
SINGULARITY

Holographically, the endpoint of a trans-IR flow from
a UV thermal state is identified as the spacelike singular-
ity of the corresponding black hole interior. Thus, we can
answer (Q2) by analyzing how the near-singularity geom-
etry is affected by backreaction. Describing backreaction
is more easily done after specifying the matter sector, so
we focus on the minimal model of [1, 11]—Einstein grav-
ity with a free massive scalar. In the resulting flows, we
will find that ar — 0 at the singularity, around which
the local geometry is that of a Kasner universe [32-34].
We thus call these geometries “free Kasner flows.”

It is reasonable to ask how to generalize from free Kas-
ner flows. One way is to construct Kasner flows sourced
by more complicated matter sectors [36-40], via numer-
ical methods, and plot ar—a concrete but ad hoc ap-
proach. Another is to assume a Belinskii-Khalatnikov-
Lifshitz (BKL) singularity [41-43]—reviewed by [44]—as
the trans-IR endpoint and analyze the near-singularity
geometry. These approach allow for exotic behavior, such
as infinite sequences of distinct Kasner “epochs” describ-
ing mixmaster dynamics [45-47].

A. Free Kasner Flows

The free-scalar-field matter sector of our theory is de-
scribed by the action,

1
- /ddﬂzw/jg (V9Vaop +m?¢?) . (23)
44

P
The bulk equations of motion are the usual Klein-Gordon
equation and the Einstein equations sourced by free
scalar matter. For this theory, we will numerically de-
termine the metric functions and compute ar explicitly.
This is done in the Schwarzschild-like coordinates.

Is =

1. Numerical Construction

Consider a radial ansatz for the field ¢ = ¢(r) with
m? < 0. This is dual to a constant relevant boundary
scalar operator O which triggers an RG flow from the
UV CFT through the deformation (1). Its conformal

dimension A satisfies [27]
m? = A(A —d). (24)

For this ansatz, the Klein-Gordon equation and the Ein-
stein equations reduce to:

" F'od-1 X'\, Ad-A4),
¢+<F—T—2>¢+¢—o, (25)

- 7 2
X F (d-1)rF rF r 0 (26)

- ()7 =0, (27)
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FIG. 2. The monotonic ar-function (in units of 2w¢5?) for
a selection of free Kasner flows with d = 3, A = 2 and as a
function of the dimensionless ratio r/r,. Each curve corre-
sponds to a value of ¢o/T. The dashed line is the horizon,
with the trans-IR regime to its right.

where the primes are derivatives with respect to r.

To solve (25)—(27) numerically, we expand {F,x, ¢}
around the horizon r = r, then perform a two-sided
shooting method towards both the boundary r = 0 and
the singularity » = co. The mathematical details are in
[11]. The near-singularity geometry is a Kasner universe,

ds? ~ —dT2+T2ptdt2+T2pxdfz, ¢~ *\@qu 1OgT7 (28>

where 7 € R is a reparameterization of r and {p, ps, ps
are Kasner exponents satisfying

pe+(d—Dp. =1, pi+pi+(d—1)p; =1 (29)

We remark that some of the literature [44, 46, 47] refers to
this as “Kasner-like” or “generalized Kasner” geometry,
because of the p,. We will simply call it “Kasner” for
convenience.

The backreacted geometries are labeled by a dimen-
sionless quantity called the “deformation parameter.”
Explicitly this is ¢q/T%?, where T is the black hole
temperature (16) and ¢q is the source of the scalar field
read from the near-boundary (r — 0) expansion,

©) A
2A—d

Getting ¢o from ¢(r) depends on the choice of
quantization—whether we take A > d/2 or A < d/2 for
a given m [48].7 Here we use “standard” quantization,

o(r) ~ por?™2 +

r—0. (30)

A > d — ¢o = lim 72~ 9p(r). (31)
2 r—0

Upon choosing d and A, one can plug the solutions of

(25)—(27) into (17) for various deformation parameters.

We do so in Figure 2 for d = 3, A = 2. We also show

how ar evolves along the entire flow in Figure 3.

7 At A = d/2 exactly, the near-boundary expansion (30) becomes
functionally different and there are two ways to quantize [49].
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FIG. 3. The derivatives of ar (again in units of 27¢5?) along
the free Kasner flows in Figure 2, computed as piecewise func-
tions of r. FE is a stand-in for p in the exterior r < rj, and
for  in the interior » > 7. ar is stationary at the horizon
r = 13, because this is the IR fixed point.

2. Probing the Singularity

From our numerics, ar decreases monotonically along
both the UV — IR and trans-IR segments of the free Kas-
ner flow, validating the general monotonicity argument.
The rate’s dependence on ¢g/T appears nontrivial, but
how much we can study this detailed analytic behavior
is limited because our solutions are numerical.®

Nonetheless, we can still address (Q2) in free Kasner
flows analytically because we at least know the behavior
of the metric functions near the singularity. We first com-
bine the usual near-singularity logarithmic divergence of
the scalar field (for some ¢ € R) [50, 51],

¢(r) ~ (d = 1)qlogr,

with the equations of motion (25)—(27). Then [1, 11],

r — 00, (32)

x(r) ~ (d —1)¢*logr + x1, r—o0, (33)
where 1 is another number. By plugging this into (17),
we have that for free Kasner flows,
ap(r) ~ Cdrf(d71)2q2/2, r — 00, (34)
where Cy > 0 is a constant. This expression goes to 0 at
the singularity for any ¢ > 0,° signalling a total loss of
degrees of freedom. Because of monotonicity, the degrees
of freedom “thin out” as we approach the singularity.
We can also compute the near-singularity behavior of
dar /dk by noting for some positive number fi,

F(r) ~ —flrd+(d71)q2/2, T — 00. (35)

8 [1] found that, in d = 3, A = 2, the near-singularity Kasner ex-
ponent p; has nontrivial dependence on ¢o /T, achieving a max-
imum in the range 24 < ¢o/T < 25. It would be interesting to
determine if this is related to the behavior in Figure 3.

9 ¢ = 0 corresponds to AdS-Schwarzschild, i.e. no RG flow.



Thus, we have that

daT 5 o
R—r |F(1")|W~—Cd7", r — 00, (36)

where C'd > 0 is another constant and o is
2d — q*(d — 1)(2d — 3)
o =
4

This expression is more meaningful if it is written in
terms of the Kasner exponent p;, which is directly re-
lated to ¢ in the literature [1, 11]. For any d,

o 2[d(1+p) — 2] _ (d=1)[d(1 +p;) — 3]

T (d-1)(1—p) B pr—1

. (37)

(38)
A priori, there are three parametric regimes: o < 0,
o =0,and o > 0. o has both aroot at p, = —14+3/d = p;
and a discontinuity at p; = 1 at which
lim o = +o0. (39)

lim o= —o0,
pr—1+

pr—1—

Additionally, do/dp; < 0 for any d > 2. Thus:

o<0 pi<pr <1
0=0, <= Dt = Py . (40)
o>0 pe < pforp.>1

There are two ways to make use of (40). One is to numer-
ically compute the range of p; for particular free Kasner
flows so as to constrain o. [1] does the first step for free
flows with d = 3, A = 2, and their numerics indicate that
o > 0 (implying that dayp/dx — —o0). Thus a numerical
analysis can be used to examine the evolution of a7 on a
case-by-case basis.

The second approach is to take the negative blow-up
of dar/dk near the singularity as a given, thus insisting
that o > 0 for all free Kasner flows. This is more of a
stretch, but if this holds then one would obtain analytic
bounds on the near-singularity Kasner exponent p;.

We reiterate that our analysis takes place in the near-
singularity region, which is why p; has so much control
over the evolution of ap. This is powerful enough to
address (Q2) since it concerns only the endpoint of the
trans-IR, but one may ask about the rest of the trans-
IR flow. Does ar feature any interesting dynamics aside
from its monotonicity? We would expect such physics to
be highly dependent upon the fields in the interior but
infinitely far from the singularity.

B. Considerations for Generalization

The above discussion is focused on free Kasner flows, so
we are motivated to extract whatever lessons we can for
more general types of flows featuring both more intricate
behavior along the trans-IR and more general singularity
structure. We now make some broad statements regard-
ing such generalizations, leaving further examination to
future work. Based on these statements, we conjecture
that ar vanishing at the singularity is a general feature
of trans-IR flows.

1. General Kasner Singularities

One may ask about Kasner flows sourced by more com-
plicated matter sectors, such as the self-interacting ¢*-
scalar theory of [36] or ¢ coupled to Maxwellian and/or
axionic fields [37-39]. One could even consider dimen-
sional reductions of supergravity theories [40] or mod-
ify the gravitational theory to include higher-curvature
terms [52] (upon appropriate changes to ar (7) [9, 10]).
Either scalar hair [53, 54] or vector hair [55] generally
prevents the formation of inner horizons in black holes,
so trans-IR flows even in these theories will still end at
a spacelike singularity, just as in the free scalar theory.
Assuming a Kasner singularity, we may conjecture that
ar still vanishes at the trans-IR endpoint.

There is evidence for our conjecture. Take the model of
[37] with a massive scalar field charged under a Maxwell
field. The black holes in this theory exhibit physics de-
pendent upon the charge, such as Josephson oscillations
of the scalar field and Kasner inversions—changes to the
Kasner exponent due to instability. In fact, their numer-
ics suggest the possibility of flows with infinitely many
Kasner inversions; these flows never “settle down” and
instead exhibit chaotic mixmaster behavior [45-47].

This rich geometrical structure suggests interesting dy-
namics for ar along the trans-IR flow. However, even in
this case, ar behaves as (34) at sufficiently large r. The
power in this asymptotic expression for ar is again always
negative, so we would still expect ar — 0 as r — co. As-
suming oscillations and inversions affect ar, we expect
them to emerge in the derivative dar/dk, which need
not even be monotonic. One could numerically examine
o in order to better understand the evolution of ar.

2. BKL Singularities

The BKL program [41-43] characterizes the near-
singularity geometry allowed by the Einstein equations.
Instead of obtaining numerical solutions for a particular
matter sector, one can asymptotically analyze the equa-
tions of motion for classes of theories. We lose subtlety in
ar away from the singularity in exchange for more near-
singularity analytic power. To consider holographic RG
flows, one would need matter fields dual to relevant de-
formations on the boundary and a negative cosmological
constant (realizable as a constant potential term [47]).

The expected near-singularity geometry is either a
Kasner universe or an infinite sequence of Kasner epochs
undergoing mixmaster behavior, depending on the types
of fields and the number of spacetime dimensions D =
d+1 [46, 47]. For example, free Kasner flows have the for-
mer, and the flows of [37] with infinite Kasner inversions
have the latter. If ap — 0 at spacelike singularities in
both of these examples, it is natural to conjecture that
ar — 0 at either kind of BKL singularity, too. One
way forward may be to utilize the description of near-
singularity dynamics as billiards in hyperbolic space [46].



IV. PROBES OF TRANS-IR FROM QUANTUM
INFORMATION

While holographic RG flow is one perspective of
the relationship between the bulk and the boundary,
we may also take the view that bulk geometry en-
codes information-theoretic quantities about the bound-
ary quantum states. By combining these two perspec-
tives, such quantities can be thought of as probes of the
trans-IR regime. Concretely, we may ask which quanti-
ties reach the singularity and thus probe the full trans-IR.

We examine several quantities for which holographic
prescriptions have been well-studied. For each one, we
are concerned with the maximal radius r,,, that is reached
by the dual bulk object—a measure of how far that
particular information-theoretic quantity probes into the
trans-IR. First, we argue that both entanglement entropy
from the Ryu-Takayanagi (RT) and Hubeny-Rangamani-
Takayanagi (HRT) prescriptions [12, 13] and complex-
ity from Complexity = Volume (CV) [14-16] typically
probe only some of the trans-IR; r,, is bounded from
above. Then, we find that both the 2-point correlator
from geodesic approximation [3, 17] and complexity from
Complexity = Action (CA) [18, 19] see the full trans-IR,
with r,, running over the full interior.

In almost all cases, we observe a “critical” time t. > 0
controlling which of the latter two quantities—the 2-
point correlator or CA—at a particular boundary time t;
is a “good” probe of the trans-IR. This critical time has
appeared before in work examining each probe individu-
ally [3, 56], but through the lens of holographic RG flow
t. is a scale that characterizes the trans-IR flow. Con-
cretely, noting that the maximal radius of either probe
is a function of boundary time, a probe is good for the
range of ¢, for which r,, has continuous support. When
we have a critical time, we find that the 2-point corre-
lator is the early-time (|tp| < t.) probe of the trans-IR
while CA is the late-time (|t,| > t.) probe. This “com-
plementarity” between correlations and CA follows from
a geodesic analysis of Schwarzschild-like black holes (15).

We note a small caveat; our discussion is mostly true
except for very specific, finely tuned situations. For ex-
ample, there are particular choices of the number of spa-
tial dimensions d in which entanglement (d = 2) or CV
(d = 1) will probe the full trans-IR. There are also spe-
cific geometries (i.e. d = 2 AdS-Schwarzschild black
holes) for which correlations and CA are not comple-
mentary; both are instead “good” for all ¢t,. However,
we emphasize that, in the parameter space of all possible
flows, such situations are discrete, so they should not be
drawn upon as general examples.

A. Entanglement and CV Are Not Enough

We first make the case that both entanglement entropy
and CV usually fail to fully probe the trans-IR. That
is not to say that neither probes at least some of the

FIG. 4. Extremal spacelike surfaces of dimension > 2 which
symmetrically connect the disjoint boundaries of a two-sided,
asymptotically AdS black hole at various boundary times ty.
The maximal radius r,, as a function of ¢, takes on values in
the interval [rs,7.), approaching 7. as [t»| — oco.

trans-IR, nor are we asserting that they never probe the
full trans-IR. Indeed, there are finely-tuned situations for
which the latter happens,'® but entanglement entropy
and CV fail to do so in general. In the interest of brevity,
we leave most of the technical details to Appendix B.

Fundamentally, this failure is because of the exis-
tence of “barriers” preventing the pertinent boundary-
anchored extremal spacelike surfaces from continuously
(with respect to the t;, = 0 slice) reaching the singular-
ity (Figure 4). Such barriers have been seen explicitly in
both AdS-Schwarzschild [35] and free Kasner flows [1, 11]
(reviewed in Appendix B1) for particular surfaces but
are supposed to be rather general features of asymptoti-
cally locally AdS spacetimes [57, 58]. For these extremal
spacelike surfaces, r,, is bounded from above by a finite
radius 7., so there is an upper limit for how far into the
trans-IR they can probe.

We start with entanglement entropy, which is known
to be a monotonic function in both holographic [9, 10]
and non-holographic [59, 60] RG flow. Recall the RT
presecription [12] and its covariant extension [13]: for a
boundary CFT subregion R, its entanglement entropy
S(R) is calculated to leading order in 1/Gn by min-
imizing the area functional on codimension-2 extremal
surfaces > homologous to R,

S(R) = (41)
We consider R at a particular boundary time ¢, and de-
note the corresponding minimal-area surface as 3. If R
is a Cauchy slice of one of the disjoint boundaries, then
3o is just the black hole horizon. Furthermore by entan-
glement wedge nesting [61, 62], if R is a subregion of this
Cauchy slice then X is entirely in the black hole exterior.

To get a Xy which probes the interior, R must include
intervals on both sides. Fixing a constant xx € R, the

symmetrical case for which we take R to be
t=ty, z'€lrr,00), (42)

10 Entanglement entropy works in d = 2, while CV works in d = 1.
This is specifically because they are encoded by geodesics.



yields a Hartman-Maldacena (HM) surface [35]. These
are the surfaces obtained in Appendix B for & = 1. How-
ever, these still fail to probe the full trans-IR regime un-
less d = 2 (in which case HM surfaces are geodesics).

We now discuss CV [14-16], in which the boundary-
time-dependent complexity of the UV state Cy(t) is
identified as the volume of a maximal, codimension-1
bulk slice V' (),

Crltn) = 5V (1) (43)
P

Such volumes are straightforward to write as integrals of
metric functions when considering spherically symmet-
ric metrics such as (15) [56, 63]. Indeed, the volume is
explicitly written in (B4) by setting k = 0.

Just like HM surfaces, this bulk slice will fail to probe
the full trans-IR (apart from if d = 1, when these slices
are simply geodesics). In general, just like the HM sur-
faces, 7, will be bounded and the slices will get stuck
infinitely far from the singularity.

B. Complementarity of Correlations and CA

While entanglement and CV are not enough to probe
the full trans-IR flow, there are two quantities describing
quantum information of the boundary state which do.
These are the (secondary sheet of the [3]) 2-point corre-
lator and CA. In general, they do so in a complementary
manner dictated by a flow-dependent critical time ¢, > 0
(see Figure 5).

Without loss of generality, we briefly take t;, > 0. In
the early-time (0 < ¢, < t.) part of the UV state, the
2-point correlator probes the full trans-IR. Any symmet-
ric spacelike geodesic dual to this correlator at a par-
ticular boundary time will have a maximal radius r,,
between the horizon and the singularity. However, as
t, — t. from below, r, — oo and the geodesic be-
comes “nearly” null—approaching the appearance of two
symmetric null rays fired from opposite connected com-
ponents of the boundary. Precisely when this happens,
such null geodesics constitute the past-directed null sheet
bounding the Wheeler-DeWitt (WDW) patch at t, = ¢,
with their intersection being a “joint” located at the sin-
gularity. This particular joint moves towards the horizon
as t, — oo; taking its position as the maximal radius 7,
for CA, r,, — rp for the WDW patches encoding late-
time (t, > t.) complexity of the UV state. The point
is that the UV state sees the full trans-IR flow through
different probes for complementary intervals of t:

|ts] < t. <= 2-point correlator, (44)
|ty] > t. <= Complexity = Action. (45)

Before we delve into the specific probes, we explicitly
write the formula for the critical time. We will compute
it both from the symmetric spacelike geodesics and the

tp

(a) Early time: 0 < ¢ < t.

(b) Late time: tp > t¢

FIG. 5. The complementarity of the 2-point correlator (a)
and holographic complexity from CA (b) for ¢, > 0. From
the figure, it is evident that the null limit of the symmetric
spacelike geodesics coincides precisely with the past-directed
null sheet bounding the WDW patch at ¢, = t..

WDW patch below.

P / Tenr (46)
te = < ar
o F(r)

t. is completely independent of our choice of branch (the
v discussed in Appendix A) for the complex interior time.
As a concrete, nontrivial example, we evaluate t. explic-
itly for a family of free Kasner flows in Appendix C.

There is a caveat to the story; the discussion above
requires that t. > 0, but a prior: the critical time is non-
negative. Indeed, there are situations in which (46) yields
t. = 0. Precisely when this happens, both 2-point corre-
lations and CA will fully probe the trans-IR simultane-
ously, rather than in a complementary manner. However,
we argue that ¢, > 0 is a general condition, whereas en-
forcing t. = 0 requires fine-tuning of the geometry. Thus
for all intents and purposes, the complementarity of the
2-point correlator and CA is a general feature.

1. Early Times: 2-point Correlator

In AdS/CFT, correlation functions of the boundary are
encoded by bulk paths connecting the insertion points
[17]. Specifically, for a scalar operator O with conformal
dimension E, the 2-point correlator is a path integral,

<6(C1)6(C)2> = /C

where P is a bulk path from ¢; to { while L[P] is the

1rsn01rmalized11 length of P. In the “heavy” limit A — oo,
O is irrelevant and (47) becomes a sum over saddles of

DPe ALl ()

1—C2

Il We may renormalize by either using a cutoff surface or perform-
ing background subtraction. We do not specify a renormalization
scheme here.
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(a) General (tc > 0) (b) Finely tuned (t. = 0)

FIG. 6. The symmetric spacelike geodesics in an asymptoti-
cally AdS black hole homotopic to that of t, = 0. Generally,
the geodesics take the form shown in (a), becoming nearly null
and thus producing a light-cone singularity. In specific finely
tuned cases however, the geodesics may appear as in (b) in
which case there is no light-cone singularity. For the purposes
of our discussion, we will mostly omit the finely tuned cases,
focusing more on the general cases.

the length functional, i.e. a sum over geodesics,

(0()0G)) ~ Y, eBHEW, R oo. (48)

geodesics

We are concerned with the 2-point correlator between
symmetric insertions on disjoint boundaries of asymptot-
ically AdS black holes. Thus the pertinent bulk objects
are symmetric spacelike geodesics.'? They are described
by the expressions in Appendix B with k& = d — 1, so
they each have a characteristic energy £ corresponding
to some boundary time ¢; and maximal radius 7,,.

To see how the correlator evolves in time, we consider
how the geodesics evolve with respect to ¢, (or, equiva-
lently, £). Starting at ¢, = 0, regardless of the geometri-
cal details, the geodesic resides entirely on the ¢ = 0 bulk
Cauchy slice and has energy £ = 0. A priori there are
two possibilities:

e We can take the limit || — oo. (B6) implies that
rm — 0o (by regularity of the metric functions)
while (B8) implies that ¢, goes to the aforemen-
tioned critical time,

00 Gx(r)/2

e |£] is bounded from above. Nonetheless we may
still take r,, — oco. In the integrand of (B8), we
cannot suppress the pole as r,, — oo because we
cannot first take || — oco. Thus, [tp] — oco.

12 [13] notes that such geodesics actually encode a branch of the an-
alytic continuation of the boundary theory’s correlator. We will
address this point later, but for now we allow ourselves an abuse
of terminology in referring to this branch as “the correlator.”

The two cases are illustrated in Figure 6. Figure 6a is the
first case in which taking || — oo produces the nearly-
null geodesics. Figure 6b is the second case where we
simply have spacelike geodesics for all t;.

There is a simple way to test which case we have—Dby
assuming the first case and explicitly computing the inte-
gral in (49). We will always get ¢. > 0 for the first case.
However, if the integral yields . = 0, our assumption
must be wrong since we would get that ¢, = 0 for both
€ =0 and |€] = co. Thus, |£] must be bounded and
we are left with the second case. We call the first case
“general” and the second case “finely tuned,” since the
geometry must be chosen such that ¢, = 0 for the latter.

For example, consider the planar AdS-Schwarzschild
black holes discussed by [3] and for which we compute ¢,
in Appendix C as (C2). The critical time is 0 if and only
if d = 2. Additionally, plugging the appropriate metric
functions (x(r) = 0, F(r) = 1 — (r/ry)?) into (B6) yields
the energy,

rd=2 1
82 —_m R 50
rd r2, (50)

So |€] monotonically goes from 0 to 1/ry as r,, — oo if
d = 2, whereas d > 2 implies that |£] monotonically goes
from 0 to co as 7, — 0o. Setting d = 2 is the fine tuning
needed to get Figure 6b.

So far, we have that t. > 0 and the corresponding
nearly-null geodesics shown in Figure 6a feature in gen-
eral black holes. Furthermore, 7,,(t;) in these geometries
starts at rp, (for |[tp] = 0) and goes to oo (as |tp| — tc).
So, the 2-point correlator encoded by these geodesics only
probes the trans-IR flow for |t;| < t.. [3] argues that this
correlator has a “light-cone” singularity,!

if ty — e,

- - Ity — ¢ 28
<OL(tb)OR(tb)> ~ |to ltc| . (51)
m if tb — —tC.

Op/r(ty) is the value of the operator O on the left /right
boundary at t,. However, this light-cone singularity
is not expected from general properties of the bound-
ary theory. The resolution of [3] is that the expected
boundary state correlator is realized as a “complexified”
geodesic (as in £ € C), and that the light-cone singularity
merely occurs on a secondary sheet of the analytic con-
tinuation of that correlator. Thus, our precise statement
is that it is the secondary sheet of the 2-point correlator
which probes the trans-IR regime for |t,| < t..

2. Late Times: Complexity = Action

We now consider CA [18, 19], in which we associate
the boundary-time-dependent complexity of the UV state

13 3] focuses on AdS-Schwarzschild, but this singularity is also seen
in Kasner flows by [1]. See also [4].



FIG. 7. A cartoon depiction of the Wheeler-DeWitt patch
W(ts) (the green solid wedge) obtained by shooting null rays
from a constant-t, boundary slice into the bulk.

Ca(ty) with the action evaluated on the correspond-
ing Wheeler-DeWitt (WDW) patch W(t). This WDW
patch is properly defined as the union of all bulk spatial
slices anchored to the t; slice of the boundary, so it can be
found by shooting both past-directed and future-directed
null rays into the bulk (see Figure 7). Concretely, we
write

IW(t)]
Th

where I[W(tp)] is the bulk action on W(¢).

CA is a rather unwieldy prescription compared to CV.
On top of integrating the bulk action on the codimension-
0 interior of the WDW patch, we must also account for
the codimension-1 boundary terms and, notably for our
purposes, the codimension-2 joint terms, with careful at-
tention towards the null parts of the geometry [64]. Thus,
IW(tp)] truly consists of three types of contributions,!*

IW(ty)] = by + Is + 17, (53)

CA(tb) = (52)

which are respectively the bulk WDW, boundary, and
joint terms.

For two-sided black holes, we can think of the WDW
patch corresponding to a particular ¢, as being formed
by shooting symmetric null rays from both asymptotic
regions. However, generically the null rays can reach the
singularity without intersecting one another. We use the
null rays discussed in Appendix A to note that there
exists a critical time t. > 0,

P/OO ex(r)/Qd (54)
te = ———dr,
o F(r)

for which there is a “null-to-null” joint (whose position is
taken as the maximal radius r,,) if and only if |ty > t..
Specifically, for ¢, < —t., the joint formed by future-
directed null rays goes from the bifurcation point (r,, =

14 This is the formal prescription, but generally the action diverges.
This can be sidestepped by introducing regulator surfaces, but
this also introduces additional boundary and joint terms.

ry) at t, = —oo to the future singularity (r,, = oo0) as
ty — —te. If |tp| < te, there is no joint. Then, as t, — te,
a joint formed by past-directed null rays emerges at the
past singularity (r,,, = 00), subsequently moving towards
the bifurcation point again as t, — co.

Thus, so long as t. > 0—the general case from before—
the presence of a joint occurs in a complementary range
of boundary time to the interval for which we have the
symmetric spacelike geodesics of Section IVB 1. In the
finely tuned geometries for which ¢, = 0, we have a joint
for all t;, just as we have a symmetric spacelike geodesic
for all t.

We can relate the location of the joint to boundary
time. Using the expressions for coordinate time along
the null ray in (A2), we write (assuming |tp| > t.)

ity = P / et (55)
S A O

This can be differentiated to yield

e X(rm)/2 () if t, > t.,
=40 if |ty] < to, (56)
—eXrm)2R(r ) if by < —t,.

drm
dty,

The emergence and evolution of the joint controls the
time-dependence of complexity; dC4/dt, # 0 if and only
if |tp| > t.. This is seen through the explicit evalua-
tion of (53) (with appropriate regulator cutoffs) in terms
of metric functions. The calculations are performed
in AdS-Schwarzschild by [56] but should generalize to
the Schwarzschild-like ansatz (15) due to both spheri-
cal symmetry and time-reversal symmetry being main-
tained. The calculation is performed by breaking the
WDW patch and its boundary into sections:

e 7y (Bulk): Consider (I) the future interior piece,
(IT) the exterior piece, and (III) the past inte-
rior piece. (II) is always time-independent, while
(I) and (III) are each time-dependent [56]. These
time-dependencies cancel exactly when the WDW
patch reaches both the future and past singulari-
ties, which happens if [t,| < ¢, but not if [¢,] > ..

e 75 (Boundary): An appropriate affine parame-
terization of the normal vectors for the null sheets
will make their contributions to the action vanish,
so the only boundary terms are those of the regula-
tor surfaces. For [¢,| < t., we have surfaces near the
UV boundary, the future singularity, and the past
singularity. Only the latter two contribute time-
dependence to complexity; their respective time-
dependencies cancel exactly. When |t3| > t., one of
the near-singularity surfaces is lost and we are left
with the time-dependence of the remaining surface.

e 7; (Joint): In the regulated calculation, there are
joints located both near the UV boundary and at
the singularity. The former are time-independent



while the latter vanish [65]. The only nontrivial
time-dependence comes from the joint which probes
the trans-IR when |tp| > t..

We leave the concrete calculation of complexity and its
growth rate dC 4 /dt g to future work, but as a preliminary
step we compute the action of the joint in Appendix D
and see that it is modified by terms dependent on ar at
the joint. Still, our statement that CA is time-dependent
only when probing the trans-IR through its joint relies
purely on general symmetry considerations.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have explored trans-IR flows as a framework with
which to conceptualize the physics of black hole interi-
ors. We have extended the usual holographic a-function
to include such analytic continuations of RG flows, prov-
ing monotonicity for reasonable deformations (i.e. those
dual to matter satisfying the null energy condition) and
arguing that the degrees of freedom thin out as we ap-
proach the endpoint of the trans-IR—the black hole sin-
gularity. We have also embedded the story of quantum
information within the trans-IR framework.

We hope that viewing black hole interiors as trans-
IR flows motivates further discovery and exploration of
other probes of physics inside of black holes. While our
ap-function is one such quantity, one could also consider
other measures counting the degrees of freedom, such as
the chiral anomaly coefficient in d = 2 [66] or path inte-
gral complexity [40, 67-69]. Conversely, one may explore
how other quantum information probes such as Rényi
entropy, entanglement negativity [70], and generalized
“complexities” [71] are informed by our ap-function.

Another quantity often associated with an RG flow
is the p-function of the running coupling. Upon speci-
fying the deformation, one may write S-functions holo-
graphically. This was done for scalar deformations using
the superpotential formalism [30, 31]. One could use -
functions to characterize the dynamics of trans-IR flows.

A natural extension of our work is to consider more
types of flows, such as those sourced by combinations
of interacting scalars, higher-rank fields, and axions [36—
40, 72]. One may also consider higher-curvature gravity
[52], but note that we would expect corrections to the
ar-function by analogy to the a-function of [9, 10].

We have only taken a a few steps towards addressing
our overall question of what it means to subject a field
theory to a trans-IR flow. Nonetheless we envision that
understanding this question is equivalent to better un-
derstanding physics inside of black holes.
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Appendix A: Characterizing Analytic Continuation
of Time to the Interior

Our goal in this Appendix is to classify the ambiguity
of coordinate time in the interior of asymptotically AdS
black holes (15). This ambiguity depends upon how we
choose to analytically continue from exterior time. The
interior can thus be thought of as a particular branch of
an infinite number of replica geometries, each labeled by
a half-integer v (8).

We proceed by tracking coordinate time along null rays
in (15). Much of our analysis resembles that of [3]. The
null rays of interest are confined to a constant-z slice
and are parameterized as t = ¢(r), where ¢(0) = t;, is the
boundary time. From (15), the trajectories are

&~ TF (A1)

+ denotes the future-directed (“infalling”) direction
while — denotes the past-directed (“outgoing”) direc-
tion. Integrating (A1) yields the future-directed and
past-directed trajectories, respectively written as ¢ (r)

and t_(r),
== [ G
to(r) =1 .
B )

This is well-defined up to the horizon r = r,. To reach
the interior r > rj, the integral must include the horizon.
However, the integrand has a pole here with residue,

(A2)

ox(r')/2

F(r)

oX(rn)/2 )
AnT’

Res = i) =

(A3)

3Th

so as in [35], we modify the contour in the complexified
r’-space (Figure 8) to write,

/7 ex(r )/er/ _ P/r ex(r )/er’ B ﬂ
o F(r) o F(r) 2T
The first term is the principal value while the second term
is obtained from the pole. Notably, the latter depends on
“how many times” the modified contour goes around the
pole to avoid it, captured by the “winding number” ~.
The residue theorem is typically used for integration
over closed contours, whereby winding numbers are pos-
itive integers for counterclockwise closed contours and
negative integers for clockwise closed contours. However,
we use fractional winding numbers to characterize circu-
lar contours which avoid a pole but do not form closed

(A4)



Im lr’

FIG. 8. Integration contours used to obtain the interior time
coordinate of the null rays (A2). The formal, “bad” integral
is taken over the green contour [0,7], but this hits the pole
at the red x. Thus, we integrate over a modified contour (in
yellow) with half-integer winding number v and take ¢ — 0 to
separate out the pole, leaving us with the principal part plus
an imaginary, residue-dependent, y-dependent term (A4).

loops. Specifically, a half-integer winding number means
that the contour fully wraps around the pole an integer
number of times, then travels an additional 7 radians. It
is these contours in the complexified r’-space which allow
us to reach the interior from the exterior.

So, we plug (A4) into (A2) to write the coordinate time
along a null ray starting at boundary time t;,

L e

ty / T
o F(r)

te(r) = ,

Tex(’r /2 ,.YZ
ty £ P dr' ¥ — if .
b /0 F(T") r F oT imLr>ry

if r <rp,
(A5)

Coordinate time is real in the exterior, but in the interior
time picks up a purely imaginary piece from the pole at
the horizon. While we extract this imaginary term from
an analysis of null rays, it is also seen in analyses of
extremal spacelike surfaces reaching the interior [1, 35].

Note that « is purely dependent upon how we choose to
deform the contour and is thus an inherent ambiguity in
time behind the horizon. There are countably infinitely
many sheets which we may take to be “the” interior.
Any choice of v is perfectly valid in bulk analyses; earlier
work [1, 3, 35] just chooses a particular branch |y| = 1/2.
At least some physics on the boundary should not care
about this choice, but additional symmetry is required
when computing such physical quantities. For exam-
ple the critical time ¢, (Section IV B) is a v-independent
quantity found by forcing left-moving and right-moving
null rays to meet at Re(t) = 0. One may wonder how
the infinitude of choice in v may correspond to infinite
families of observables in the boundary theory [73].

We make one more point about the two-sidedness of
coordinate time. What we have considered above and
throughout this paper is not actually the most generic
way to embed two-sided black holes in complex coordi-
nate space. We may instead assume that time is real
only in one exterior region. Then, in order to extend
time to the other exterior, we must dodge two poles, giv-
ing us the freedom of two half-integer winding numbers
instead of one. Thus, we may take the other exterior re-
gion to still have complex time [3]. However, assuming

11

symmetric boundary times ¢, on both sides of the black
hole forces us to keep time real in both exterior regions,
which constrains us to just one « for the entire interior.

Appendix B: Review of Extremal Symmetric
Spacelike Surfaces

In this Appendix, we briefly review extremal symmet-
ric spacelike surfaces of codimension (k + 1) in (d + 1)-
dimensional Schwarzschild-like black holes (15). For
k < d—1, these surfaces are the sort depicted in Figure 4
and relevant to the discussion in Section IV A.'® Specif-
ically, both the bulk volume slices used in CV (k = 0)
and HM surfaces (k = 1) are of this type. For k =d — 1,
these surfaces are simply the geodesics depicted in Figure
6 and discussed in Section IV B. [1] also reviews (k + 1)-
codimensional surfaces in (15) with a specific focus on
k=landk=d—-1ind=3.

We parameterize coordinate time on the surface as
t = t(r), with boundary time set to ¢(0) = ¢, on both
sides of the black hole. Furthermore, we assume k of the
components of Z are constant along the surface. From
(15), the induced metric for k < d — 1 is then,

(7o

d—l)

1

ds? = —
k r2

)

/ 2 d-1
—_ F(r)t'(r) >dr2—|— Z (dz')?

x(r)
€ i=k+1

(B1)
where (21, ...z are the remaining transverse direc-
tions. For k = d — 1, as all components of & are fixed,

1 1
ds: | = = —
= (i

Thus, the coefficient of the volume form for the surface
(for both cases) is

1 1
Lr = rd—Fk \/F(r) B

As this surface is anchored to both boundaries, it must
achieve some maximal radius r,,, > 7. By using this and
the symmetry, we write the total volume functional as'®

Vilt(r)] = 2va— 11 /Orm Tjik \/F?r) -
(B4)

where vg_j_1 is the volume of the remaining transverse
space (vg_g—1 = [ Hf;klﬂ da' for k <d—1and vy = 1).

F(r)t'(r)®

eX("")

) dr®.  (B2)

F(ryt(r)?
ex()

(B3)

F(r)t'(r)?
eX(T)

15 This statement comes with the caveat that there are enough
dimensions in the first place for these surfaces to be at least
2-dimensional, i.e. that they are not geodesics.

16 This is UV-divergent because we are integrating from r = 0. We
only need to regulate if (B4) needs to be explicitly computed.



Our goal now is to extremize (B4). Because of time-
translation symmetry, there is a constant “energy” &
which is the partial derivative of the integrand with re-
spect to t(r), so we have,'”

) — sgn(&)ex()/2
= F(r)y/1+ F(r)e=x() [(ri=F€)2 (59)

For this extremal surface, while there are three param-
eters at face value—ty, r,,,, and E—there are two con-
straints on them, so there is only one free parameter. The
first constraint comes from 7, being the “turnaround”
point of the surface,'®

[F(rn)le )
7’2(d_k)

=0 = &2 = (B6)

t'(rm)

As for the second, we integrate (B5) over r € [0,7,,] to
write the formal integral

Tm r)/2
Hrn) — t = / sgn(&)ex(n)/ o
0 F(r)y/1+ F(r)emx() /(rd=kg)?

(B7)

This integral is divergent; its integrand has a simple pole

at 7 = 7. As discussed in detail in Appendix A, we

slightly deform the contour r € [0,7,,] into complexi-

fied r-space to avoid this pole, picking up an ambiguous

imaginary term in the process (8). Fortunately, the sym-

metry of these particular surfaces implies Re[t(r,,)] = 0,

so this ambiguity does not matter and we are left with

the principal value,

t—_p/” sgn(€)ex()/2
' 0 F(r)/1+F(r)ex0/(r-re)2

dr. (B8)

(B6) and (B8) are also in [1]. The main point is that
fixing any one of ¢y, .,,, and £ will fix the rest. Notably,

th,=0 << £=0 < r,, =71} (B9)

Now, plugging (B5) into (B4), we get that the volume
“density” Vi = Vi /v4—r—1 of the surface of energy £ is,
e—x(r)/2

2 (™ dr
@ZWA7W“¢HHWMWW%V
(B10)

Vi

1. Swurface Barriers in Kasner Flows

Our claim that entanglement entropy and CV gener-
ally fail to probe the full trans-IR regime (Section IV A)
rest on the appropriate k < d — 1 surfaces being blocked

17 We have absorbed the sign ambiguity into &.
18 Recall that as rm > v, —F(rm) = |F(rm)|.
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by an extremal surface barrier. While [58] claims that
such barriers are generic features of asymptotically lo-
cally AdS black holes, demonstrating existence is more
straightforward upon specifying the geometry [1, 35]. We
find it instructive to see how such barriers are found in
Kasner flows, following [1].

We start with the function,

F(r)e=xr)

r2(d—k) (B11)

g(r) =
Clearly g(r,) = 0. Furthermore, as r — oo, we plug-in
the asymptotic behavior of the metric functions (33) and
(35) to write,

g(r) ~ fflef’“'rq', r — 00, (B12)
where we have defined
1
¢:2k—d—§u—1m? (B13)

As g(r) follows a power rule, it is straightforward to de-
duce its limit as » — oo:

—00 if ¢ >0,
lim g(r)=q —fie Xt if¢ =0, (B14)
0 if ¢ < 0.

However, so long as k < d —1 (i.e. so long as the surface
is not just a geodesic),

1
d<k—1—§u—1m{ (B15)
from which we deduce that
k=0,1 = ¢ <0. (B16)

Thus, in general for the surfaces relevant to entanglement
entropy and CV, g(r) is 0 both at the horizon and at
the singularity. Furthermore, it is clearly negative in the
interior, so there must be a finite r. € (rp,00) such that

min g(r). (B17)

re(ry,00)

Q(TC) =

From (B6), we have a “critical” energy &. for which
g(re) = —EZ, 50

g(rc) s F(rc)e—x(n)

1 —
e T

=0. (B18)

Now consider the boundary time ¢, in (B8) as we take
m — re and & = &.. The denominator of the integrand
goes to 0, so the integral itself diverges. In other words,
as we take t;, — oo, the corresponding k = 0,1 surfaces
will get “stuck” at r,, = r. < co.

In this analysis, one may ask about larger k£ > 1 which
still satisfy £ < d — 1. Applying the arguments above
becomes muddier because we may get ¢’ > 0 for perfectly
valid geometries, in spite of the generic statements of [58].



For example, consider a Schwarzschild singularity, which
we recover from Kasner by setting ¢ = 0. Then,

q =2k —d. (B19)
This is positive precisely when k > d/2, and there are
integer choices of k and d which fit into this range, such
as k = 3 and d = 5 which would yield ¢’ = 1. Thus we
cannot assert the existence of a finite r. at which g(r) is
minimized.

The argument above fails to detect an extremal sur-
face barrier for particular lower-dimensional surfaces in
certain geometries. Nonetheless, this does not matter for
entanglement entropy (k = 1) and CV (k = 0), so the
main claim of Section IV A is undamaged.

2. Late-Time Length and ar

For geodesic lengths k = d — 1, the maximal radius r,,
reaches all the way to the singularity as ¢, approaches
the critical time t. discussed in Section IV. In the main
text, we focus on r,, as a basic measure of how far the
symmetric 2-point correlator dual to a geodesic probes
into the trans-IR. Here we go further with this discus-
sion, explaining how near-critical-t, (that is, t, ~ t.)
geodesic lengths L are informed by the ar-function (17)
and deeper geometrical data describing the trans-IR flow.

The formal length ((B10) with & = d — 1) at near-
critical times is found from a large-|€| expansion,

T R B20
~ 2 e st
ff, i ot @

Up to a factor of 72, the integrand is simply a power of
the ap-function (17)—omitting the constant prefactors,

1 (™ ap(r)/@-D
Le— [ 0\ 7, B21
A (B21)

There is a geometrical interpretation of the integrand in
terms of constant-t and constant-r slices. Their respec-
tive unit normal 1-forms may be written down as follows:

a; = F(r)e_xm/zdt, a, = ———dr.

r r/F(r)

(B22)

We then take the wedge product, producing a 2-form,

o—x(1)/2

ap A Q. =
This is precisely the volume form of the (¢, 7) plane. Thus
L in the regime t;, — t. is, up to an overall prefactor, the

volume “density” with respect to t of the (¢, r) plane (i.e.
the volume divided by the size of t-space fR dt).
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FIG. 9. The critical time ¢. (in units of r,) characterizing the
complementarity of the 2-point correlator and CA, plotted as
a function of the deformation parameter ¢o /T for free Kasner
flows with d = 3, A = 2. The value at ¢o/T = 0 coincides
with that of AdS-Schwarzschild, t./r, = 7/(3v/3). t./ry has
a maximum value of 0.61 at ¢o /T = 6.6. As it decreases, t./rn
again attains the AdS-Schwarzschild value at ¢o/T ~ 11.5.

Appendix C: The Critical Time in Free Kasner
Flows

The discussion of Section IV B regarding the comple-
mentarity of the 2-point correlator and CA is rather gen-
eral. Here, we focus on free Kasner flows, whose dynam-
ics are controlled by (25)—(27). Taking d =3 and A =2
for concreteness, we plot the critical time ¢, as a function
of the deformation parameter ¢o/T.

Following the procedure of shooting null rays from op-
posite boundaries at the same boundary time t;, we have
that the critical time ¢, is,

P /00 ex(r)/2 p
te = T
o F(r)
Generically, as t. is an integral of metric functions, it can-
not be calculated in closed form for arbitrary geometries.
However, we can still do so for planar AdS-Schwarzschild
black holes, in which x(r) = 0 and F(r) = 1 — (r/r)%.
Careful consideration is needed to evaluate the principal
value, but we find that

o dr te T« 0
c :P - —_— = = — . 2
t /0 1—(r/rp)? - rh dCOt(d> (C2)

This coincides with the value in [56] upon appropriate
synchronization of conventions; their conventions pro-
duce an extra factor of 2.

Using the numerical Kasner solutions to (25)—(27), we
may still solve for ¢. as a function of the deformation
parameter ¢o/T (Figure 9).

As expected, t. starts at the AdS-Schwarzschild value
when ¢o/T = 0, but ¢, also exhibits nontrivial behavior—
rising to a maximum before falling past the AdS-
Schwarzschild value again. This is rising and falling is
similar to the behavior in the near-singularity Kasner
exponent p; [1, 11], but our numerics indicate that .
monotonically decreases forever.

(C1)



It is unclear if t. — 0 or asymptotes to a finite value
as ¢o/T — oo, but either way the highly deformed free
Kasner flows in this regime have much more “square-like”
[3] Penrose diagrams than AdS-Schwarzschild. This is
in spite of the evidence that the endpoint of the trans-
IR ¢o/T — oo flow is the Schwarzschild singularity, i.e.
that the Kasner exponents approach their Schwarzschild
values for large deformations [1].

Appendix D: Action at the Joint

We compute the contribution of the joint term to the
overall complexity—a first step towards obtaining the ex-
plicit time dependence. We focus on t, > t. (i.e. the
null joint in the past interior); the same result holds for
tp < —t. by symmetry. From [56, 64], the joint term is,

1 1- -
17 = 871G~ ]{ddS, a = log (—2k3~kL). (D1)

I;/:R and EL are the outward-directed normal vectors re-
spectively for the right past-directed null sheet and the

left past-directed null sheet bounding W(t;). Analo-
gously to [56] we write their dual 1-forms as

~ ex(r)/2

~ ex(r)/2

kL =N (dt -5 dr) . (D3)
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Here, N' > 0 is a normalization coefficient which remains
ambiguous in the problem. Thus, in the interior,

a=—log (f/giy) + x(7)-

Integrating @ on the joint yields a factor of Vy_/rd-!
where V;_1 is the volume of the transverse Z-space, so

(D4)

This agrees with [56], except there is an additional term
corresponding x appearing due to backreaction. This is
essentially the ap-dependence, since

I7

2 /2 2
X(rm) = d—llOg [F (‘21)6?;1] d_llogaT(rm).
(D6)
Thus the time dependence of the joint term depends on
ap and its derivative. Specifically,

dx(rm) _ 2 drm (1 dar
dty d—1 dtp ar dr,, ’

where dr,, /dt, is written in (56).

(D7)
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