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Abstract: The holographic dual of thermal QCD-like theories at intermediate coupling

was constructed in [1] by including the O(R4) terms in the eleven dimensional supergravity

action. First part of the thesis explored the application of [1] and the following issues have

been addressed in first part of this thesis.

In [2], we have computed the low energy coupling constants (LECs) of SU(3) chiral

perturbation theory in the chiral limit from the type IIA string dual inclusive of O(R4) cor-

rections. We matched our results with the phenomenological data and found the connection

between higher derivative terms and large-N expansion.

In [3], we computed the deconfinement temperature of thermal QCD-like theories at

intermediate coupling from M theory dual inclusive of O(R4) corrections using Witten’s

prescription [4] in the absence of rotation. In this process, we observed a novel “UV-IR”

mixing, “Flavor Memory” effect (memory of flavor D7 branes considered in parent type

IIB string dual was contained in the aforementioned no-braner M-theory uplift of large-N

thermal QCD) and non-renormalization of deconfinement temperature (Tc) beyond one loop

in the zero instanton sector from semiclassical computation and entanglement entropy points

of view. We also discussed confinement-deconfinement phase transition in thermal QCD-

like theories from the entanglement entropy point of view too, where the aforementioned

sectors correspond to entanglement entropies of connected and disconnected RT surfaces
1Based on author’s Ph.D thesis successfully defended on October 05, 2023
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in gravity dual. Further, we showed compatibility of the results obtained with MχPT as

obtained in [2]. Then in [5], we constructed holographic dual of rotating quark-gluon plasma

(QGP) by performing Lorentz transformations in the subspace of eleven-dimensional M

theory metric on the gravity dual side. We computed the deconfinement temperature (Tc) of

rotating QGP using semiclassical method [4] and found that the deconfinement temperature

of rotating QGP is inversely proportional to Lorentz factor, which implies that it decreases

when Tc increases and vice-versa. Further, “UV-IR” mixing, “nonrenormanization of Tc”

and “Flavor Memory” effect were again observed in the holographic study of rotating QGP.

From the applications of the island proposal [6], doubly holographic setup [7], and wedge

holography [8,9], we explored the following issues.

In [10], we obtained the Page curves of Reissner-Nordström black hole in the presence

of higher derivative terms (O(R2)) in the gravitational action. We used Island proposal

[6] to do the same and found that Page curves are shifted towards later times or earlier

times when Gauss-Bonnet coupling increases or decreases. Scrambling time is affected when

we considered general O(R2) terms, whereas it was unaffected in Einstein-Maxwell-Gauss-

Bonnet gravity. Based on these results, one can say that the “dominance of the island” is

affected by the presence of higher derivative terms.

In [11], we constructed the doubly holographic setup for the non-conformal bath (thermal

QCD) in M-theory background with the inclusion of O(R4) terms. We obtained the Page

curve of an eternal neutral black hole by computing the entanglement entropies of Hartman-

Maldacena-like and Island surfaces. Our results agree with area computation and Dong’s

formula for leading order terms in eleven-dimensional supergravity action. Apart from ob-

taining the Page curve, we showed that entanglement entropy of Hartman-Maldacena-like

surface exhibits “Swiss-Cheese” structure at O(β0), β ∼ l6p in the large-N scenario. We

showed that no boundary terms would be required on ETW-“brane” for higher derivative

terms, and the tension of ETW-“brane” turns out to be non-zero, and therefore it is possible

to localize gravity on ETW-“brane” for massless graviton in our setup. We explicitly showed

that obtaining the Page curve of an eternal neutral black hole for massless graviton in our

setup is possible. Further, we found a relationship between eleven-dimensional Planckian
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length and black hole horizon radius to get rid of large-N and IR-enhancement appearing in

the ratio of Island surface entanglement entropy and black hole thermal entropy.

We obtained the Page curve of the Schwarzschild de-Sitter (SdS) black hole using the

island proposal from a non-holographic approach in [12] for the black hole and de-Sitter

patches separately. This was possible because of the insertion of thermal opaque membranes

on both sides of the black hole and de-Sitter patches. We obtained the Page curve of the

black hole patch by plotting the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation in the absence

and presence of the island surface. In the case of the SdS black hole, we found that island is

located inside the black hole in contrast to the universal result that island is located outside

the black hole. We also discussed that “dominance of islands” and “information recovery”

takes more time for the low-temperature black hole patch compared to the high-temperature

black hole patch.

We described the Multiverse in [13] from the application of wedge holography. Multiverse

is described as the setup of 2n anti de-Sitter (AdS) or de-Sitter branes embedded in the

corresponding bulk. Due to different bulks for the AdS and de-Sitter branes, we can’t have

the Multiverse made up of AdS and de-Sitter branes both. Since all the universes can

communicate with each other due to transparent boundary conditions at the defect, one

could resolve the “grandfather paradox” in this setup. This setup is also used to obtain the

Page curve of the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole, which has two horizons.
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Part-I

Aspects of Thermal QCD

Phenomenology at Intermediate

Gauge/’t Hooft Coupling from

String/M-Theory

“I was an ordinary person who studied hard. There are no miracle people.

It happens they get interested in this thing and they learn all this stuff, but

they’re just people.” - Richard Feynman





CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Introduction

Nature has four kinds of interactions: strong, electromagnetic, weak, and gravitational.

These four interactions describe our universe. Strong interaction governs the behavior of

quarks inside the nucleons (neutron and proton) or, more broadly, the interaction between

nucleons inside the nucleus; electromagnetic interaction mediates the interaction between

the charged particles; the nuclear reaction is happening inside the core of the Sun because of

weak interaction, gravitational interaction is responsible for the stability of celestial objects.

A very nice theoretical framework known as quantum field theory (QFT) has described the

three interactions except for gravity. The strong and electromagnetic interactions have been

studied from the quantum chromodynamics (QCD) and quantum electrodynamics (QED),

respectively; similarly, one is also able to study the electroweak interaction (unified the-

ory of electromagnetic and weak interactions) from QFT. But when we try to study the

gravitational interaction from the QFT technique, then we encounter many divergences in

theory.

String theory turns out to be a very nice theory because it unifies all the interactions

3
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of nature. The same can be seen from the spectrum of the “string”, which contains all

the particles of nature, including graviton. Since graviton is the mediator of gravitational

interaction, and hence we can say the sting theory is the quantum theory of gravity. String

theory originated in the 1960s to study the QCD, but it could not explain QCD adequately

at that time. It was found that this theory unifies all the interactions. Initially, it contained

only bosonic degrees of freedom, and the resulting theory was named “bosonic string theory”

where the dimension of space-time is 26. Fermions were incorporated in string theory using

the idea of supersymmetry (SUSY); the theory is known as “superstring theory”. Five

versions of superstring theory were proposed: type IIA, type IIB, type I, Heterotic E8 ×E8,

and Heterotic SO(32). In 1995, it was shown by Witten that these five theories could be

unified into a single theory known as “M-theory”, and these are related to each other via

various dualities, e.g., T-duality, S-duality, etc.

In [17], a very nice duality was proposed between string theory and gauge theory; the

AdS/CFT correspondence. This duality relates the strongly coupled gauge theories with

weakly coupled gravitational theories; generally, this is called “gauge-gravity duality”. Using

the mapping between the parameters of these theories, one can access the part of the gauge

theories which were not earlier possible because of the limitation of the gauge theories. This

duality has been very useful in various branches of physics: condensed matter physics, black

holes, cosmology, QCD, etc. A very nice return: a theory that was disregarded because of its

limitation in the 1960s to explain QCD is now able to explain the many interesting features

of QCD very beautifully from the gauge-gravity duality.

1.2 AdS-CFT Duality

In this section, we will discuss the AdS/CFT duality. This will be accomplished via various

subsections. We start with the discussion on the hints of the string dual of QCD in 1.2.1.

Maldacena’s conjecture will be discussed in 1.2.2. This conjecture will be realized in detail

using 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 1.2.5, and 1.2.6.
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1.2.1 Hints for String Dual of QCD

Heuristically, the desire to reformulate QCD as a string theory comes from the presence of

flux tubes between quark-antiquark pairs in QCD, which aid in the confinement of these

pairs. Regge behaviour is produced when a string is used as a model for the flux tubes.

The relationship between the flux tube’s mass M and its angular momentum J , which

is defined as M2 ∝ J , determines the flux tube’s regge behaviour. Regge behaviour was

also observed in the spectrum of the mesons. Non-confining gauge theories, however, are

not covered by this reasoning. A strong case may be made for the existence of a string

counterpart of quantum gravity or any confining gauge theory by taking into account ’t

Hooft’s large-Nc limit. Due to dimensional reduction, the gauge group of QCD, SU(3), does

not have an expansion parameter. By changing SU(3) to SU(Nc), taking the limit Nc → ∞,

and expanding in 1/Nc, ’t Hooft generalised QCD. With i, j = 1, ..., Nc and a = 1, ..., Nf ,

respectively, the quark and gluon fields qia and Aiµj represent the degrees of freedom of the

generalised theory. The number of independent gauge fields is decreased to N2
c − 1 since

the gauge group is now SU(Nc) rather than U(Nc), but since the working limit is Nc → ∞,

this discrepancy can be disregarded. The number of gluons is therefore assumed to be N2
c .

Thus N2
c is considerably larger than Nf , which represents the number of quark degrees of

freedom. Gluons therefore control dynamics in the large-Nc limit. One-loop self-energy of

the gluon Scale for the Feynman diagram is g2
YMNc. If, in addition to limit Nc → ∞, one

simultaneously sets a limit on the gauge coupling given as gYM → 0 while holding the ’t

Hooft coupling, λ ≡ g2
YMNc, constant, the Feynman diagram has a smooth limit. This is

analogous to insisting that the confinement scale, ΛQCD, in the large-Nc limit stay constant.

The one-loop β function is specified as,

µ
d

dµ
g2
YM ∝ −Ncg

4
YM . (1.1)

It becomes independent of Nc when expressed in terms of λ.

µ
d

dµ
λ ∝ −λ2. (1.2)
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It is simpler to determine the Nc-scaling of Feynman diagrams by using double-line notation.

This is done by swapping out the line connected to a gluon for a pair of lines connected to a

quark and an antiquark. Feynman diagrams have the expansion in terms of the powers of λ

and 1/Nc. To specifically illustrate this, consider the examples of one-, two-, and three-loop

vacuum diagrams. While they scale to the same power of Nc, they do so at a different

power of λl−1, where l is the number of loops. Diagram classification is greatly influenced

by topology, and non-planar diagrams are suppressed in the large-Nc limit. The Feynman

diagrams’ relationship to string theory is established by the topology-based classification of

the diagrams; the relationship is further clarified by tying a Riemann surface to each diagram.

In a Feynman diagram written in double-line notation, each closed loop line can be viewed as

the edge of a two-dimensional surface. These surfaces are joined at their boundaries to form

a Riemann surface. One adds the point at infinity to the face connected to the diagram’s

exterior line to produce a compact surface. A non-planar diagram’s Riemann surface is a

torus as opposed to a sphere for a planar diagram. Scaling for a particular Feynman diagram

is as follows: Nχ
c , where χ is the associated Riemann surface’s Euler number.

χ = 2 − 2g, (1.3)

where the boundaryless, orientable, compact surface is represented by the genus g. For the

sphere, χ = 2 and for the torus, χ = 0. Hence, the amplitude of Feynman diagrams can be

expressed as

A =
∞∑
g=0

Nχ
c

∞∑
n=0

cg,nλ
n, (1.4)

where c, g, n are the constants. Every confining gauge theory with Yang-Mills fields and

matter in adjoint representation is covered by the analysis. A boundary in the Riemann

surface that is connected to a Feynmann diagram is introduced when matter or quarks

are added to the theory. The Feynmann diagram’s power of Nc, which stays Nχ
c in the

presence of matter, is unaffected by the existence of matter, but the Euler number changes

to χ = 2 − 2g − b, where b is the number of boundaries. Open strings are connected to
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the boundaries. As a result, for a theory that includes both closed and open strings, the

sum over the number of boundaries is recognised as an expansion. The genus expansion

of a string theory corresponds to the large-Nc expansion of a gauge theory. As a result,

the classical limit of the string theory matches the planar limit of the gauge theory. The

AdS/CFT correspondence is the result of this duality.

1.2.2 Maldacena’s Conjecture

According to the Maldacena’s conjecture, commonly referred to as the AdS/CFT corre-

spondence, gravity theories in AdS are related to conformal field theories on the boundary of

AdS [17]. In the beginning, it was proposed that the type IIB superstring theory on AdS5×S5

is equivalent to N = 4 Super Yang-Mills theory in four dimensions. The AdS5/CFT4 model

can be simplified down to its most fundamental version, which says that N = 4 SYM theory

with gauge group SU(Nc) and Yang-Mills coupling constant gYM is dynamically equiva-

lent to type IIB superstring theory with string length ls =
√
α′ and coupling constant gs

on AdS5 × S5 with radius of curvature R and N units of F(5) flux on S5. The two free

parameters on both sides of the theory are related in the following ways:

g2
YM = 2πgs

and

2g2
YMN = R4/α′2 .

The conjectured duality yields the equivalence of two theories, which indicates that there

is a precise mapping between the gauge invariants and local operators of the gauge side and

the states and fields of the string theory. This mapping can be thought of as an exact one-to-

one correspondence. Due to the fact that a complete quantum treatment of the superstring

cannot be carried out, which limits the use of duality in its most powerful form, one must

instead work with the more moderate form of duality, which can be attained by assuming

appropriate approximations. Consideration of the large-’t Hooft coupling limit is made for

a less robust variant of duality: Nc → ∞ and g2
YM = gs → 0 such that λ = g2

YMNc is very
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large. In this limit, 1/N expansion of the Feynman diagrams in gauge theory are related

with the expansion in terms of the string coupling (gs) on the string theory side.

The weaker limit of the conjecture that was mentioned earlier continues to present some

difficulties to deal with, and we need to go still deeper in order to reach a tractable setting.

We are only left with one free parameter for the new limit, and that is λ; as a result, we

are able to investigate the behaviour at both extremes of the parameter range, whether λ is

extremely tiny or very high. These limits appear naturally in the D-brane picture, which is

what inspired the correspondence; as a result, we will provide a quick introduction to this

duality from the perspective of this picture in the following section.

1.2.3 D-branes and Strings

In superstring theory, extended objects such as strings are not the only ones that may be

specified. The theory also incorporates a wide variety of non-perturbative higher dimensional

objects that are referred to as D-branes. For the application of D3-brane, see [18]. D-branes

can be understood from two distinct vantage points, which are referred to as open string

and closed string, respectively. The significance of the string coupling, denoted by gs, which

determines the strength of the interaction that takes place between open and closed strings

is what establishes which viewpoint is correct.

• Open string perspective: In this scenario, D-branes can be seen as higher-dimensional

objects onto which open strings can terminate. This is one way to think about them.

This viewpoint is true for tiny values of the coupling constant, such as gs << 1, for both

closed and open string. For low energies E << α′−1/2 , when massive string excitations

are neglected, the dynamics of the open strings can be explained by a supersymmetric

gauge theory that is based on the world volume of the D-branes. Scalar field ϕ cor-

responds to open string excitations that are transverse to the D-branes, while gauge

field Aµ corresponds to open string excitations that are parallel to the D-branes. The

product gsN is the effective coupling constant for a stack of it N coincident D-branes

with gauge group U(N), and the open string perspective is reliable for gsN << 1.
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• Closed string perspective: When viewed from this angle, D-branes can be inter-

preted as solitary solutions to the problem of supergravity (low energy limit of super-

string theory). D-branes are the source of the gravitational field that is responsible for

the curvature of the spacetime that is all around them. It is important that the length

scale L be somewhat big in order to guarantee the correctness of the supergravity

approximation and maintain a low curvature. The expression L4/α′2 ∝ gsN appear

in the case of a stack of N coincident D-branes. The closed string perspective is only

applicable for the case where gsN >> 1 is being considered.

The AdS5/SCFT4 correspondence is produced when these two perspectives are applied to

a stack of N D3-branes that are placed in Minkowski spacetime. The stack of N D3-branes

extends along the Minkowskian spacetime directions, but it is perpendicular to the other six

spatial directions.

1.2.4 Open String Perspective

The two types of strings in type IIB perturbative string theory for gsN << 1 are:

• Open strings can be thought of as the excitation of a (3+1)dimensional hyperplane,

starting and ending on the D3-branes.

• Closed strings are thought of being the excitation of flat spacetime in the (9+1) di-

mensions.

For N D3-branes in flat spacetime at energies E << α′−1/2 , one solely considers massless

excitations and disregards all other stringy excitations. The massless closed string states

are organised into a ten-dimensional N = ∞ supergravity multiplet, whereas the massless

open string excitations are organised into a four-dimensional N =4 multiplet made up of

a gauge field Aµ, six real scalar fields ϕi, and fermionic superpartners. According to the

transformation properties of D3-branes under their world volume coordinates, the gauge

field Aµ emerges from bosonic massless open string excitations along the D3-branes, and six

real scalar fields ϕi emerge from bosonic massless open string excitations transverse to the
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D3-branes. For all massless string modes, the whole effective action is written as

S = Sclosed + Sopen + Sint. (1.5)

In ten-dimensional supergravity action, Sclosed is the closed string modes contribution, Sopen

is the open string modes, and Sint is the interactions between the closed and open string

modes. From the DBI action and the Wess-Zumino term, we can deduce the action for Sopen

and Sint. For a single D3-brane, we have the following Dirac-Born-Infeld action:

SDBI = − 1
(2π)3α′2gs

∫
d4xe−ϕ

√
−det(P [g] + 2πα′F ), (1.6)

where the pullback metric on the D3-brane is denoted by the P [g]. In α′, expanding all the

way up to the leading order

Sopen = − 1
2πgs

∫
d4x(1

4FµνF
µν + 1

2η
µν∂µϕ

i∂νϕ
i + O(α′)),

Sint = − 1
8πgs

∫
d4xϕFµνF

µν + ... (1.7)

In the scenario when there are N coincident D3 branes, the U(N) valued gauge and

scalar fields are, Aµ = AaµTa, and ϕi = ϕiaTa respectively. It is possible to guarantee gauge

invariance by performing a trace over the gauge group when generalising the low-energy-

effective actions Sopen and Sint for N coincident D3-branes. Covariant derivatives take the

role of partial derivatives, and one must add a scalar potential V to the action Sopen, with

the value of V being provided as

V = 1
2πgs

∑
i,j

Tr[ϕi, ϕj]2. (1.8)

In the α′ → 0 (or Maldacena) limit, Sopen is reduced to the N = 4 SYM theory bosonic

component provided 2πgs = g2
YM . As a result of the fact that κ ∝ α′ → 0, one realises that

Sclosed is equivalent to the free supergravity action in Minkowski spacetime of dimension ten.

When one performs canonical normalisation by rescaling the dilation ϕ by κ, one discovers
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that Sint disappears and results in the decoupling of open and closed strings.

1.2.5 Closed String Perspective

In the strong coupling limit gsN → ∞, the N D3-branes must be analysed using a closed

string model. In this view, they are massive charged objects that generate different forms of

type IIB supergravity, making string theory of this type possible. It can be shown that the

ten-dimensional supergravity solution of N D3-branes, which preserves the SO(3, 1)×SO(6)

isometries of spacetime, and half of the supercharges of type IIB supergravity, is provided

by:

ds2 = H(r)−1/2ηµνdx
µdν +H(r)1/2δijdx

idxj, (1.9)

e2ϕ(r) = g2
s , (1.10)

C(4) = (1 −H(r)−1)dx0 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3 + ... (1.11)

where i, j = 4, ..., 9 and µ, ν = 0, ..., 3, r2 = ∑9
i=4 x

2
i . The type IIB supergravity’s eoms and

(1.10) indicate that

H(r) = 1 +
(
L

r

)4
, (1.12)

where L4 = 4πgsNα′2 . Due to counting the number of coincident D3-branes, the flux F(5)

through the sphere S5 is quantized. According to the value of r relative to L, the background

can be split into two regions:

• r ≫ L: H(r) can be roughly estimated in this region by 1. The metric (1.9) reduces

to 10-dimensional flat spacetime for this value of H(r).
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• r ≪ L: A rough approximation of H(r) in this region is L4/r4. The metric can be

roughly described as

ds2 = r2

L2ηµνdx
µdxν + L2

r2 δijdx
idxj = L2

z2 (ηµνdxµdxν + dz2) + L2ds2
S5 , (1.13)

where z = L2/r, and δijdxidxj = dr2 + r2ds2
S5 . In (1.13), first term is the AdS5 metric in the

second line. Therefore, there are two types of closed strings based on the region of interest.

• Closed strings moving through a 10-dimensional spacetime that is flat, which is the

region corresponding to the limit r ≫ L.

• Closed strings that are able to propagate in the near horizon region (AdS5 ×S5) in the

limit r ≪ L.

Both of the types of closed strings that were discussed before are decoupled when the low en-

ergy limit is imposed. In conclusion, there are two regions: an asymptotically flat region and

a near-horizon region. Both of these regions are distinct from one another. The dynamics of

closed strings are described by type IIB supergravity modes in 10-dimensional flat spacetime

in asymptotically flat spacetime; however, in the near-horizon region, the dynamics of closed

strings are described by string excitations about the solution of type IIB supergravity. Both

classes of strings get decoupled in the low energy limit.

1.2.6 Combining Both Perspectives

We obtain two decoupled effective theories in the low-energy limit from both the open and

the closed string viewpoints.

• Closed string perspective: Type IIB supergravity in asymptotically flat R9,1 spacetime

and type IIB supergravity on AdS5 × S5 background.

• Open string perspective: N = 4 super Yang-Mills (SYM) theory in four dimensional

Minkowski spacetime and type IIB supergravity on flat R9,1 spacetime.
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The conclusion that the two views are dual to one other-exactly what the Maldacena

conjectured-is made possible by the fact that physics is unaffected by the perspective chosen

and by the existence of type IIB supergravity modes on R9,1 in both perspectives.

1.3 Gauge-Gravity Duality

The duality proposed by Maldacena in [17] is a special case, and it relates the N = 4

supersymmetric Yang-Mills (SYM) theory and type IIB string theory on the AdS5 × S5

background. But the gauge theories can be non-conformal and non-supersymmetric, e.g.,

QCD. Therefore to construct the gravity dual of such theories, one is required to break the

conformal symmetry and supersymmetry. The gauge-gravity duality incorporates all such

theories; conformal, non-conformal, supersymmetric, non-supersymmetric, etc.

In 1.2, we argued that one could state the duality in the low energy limit where the open

and closed string degrees of freedom decouple. In [17], this decoupling is responsible for

the duality between type IIB superstring theory and the maximally supersymmetric Yang-

Mills theory. We can construct the holographic dual from the supergravity solution of the

string theories in the absence of stringy corrections. But the problem with the supergravity

versions is the absence of decoupling, as mentioned above, of the string degrees of freedom

(open and closed). To achieve the same, we have to include the stringy corrections to the

supergravity solutions, and it is not an easy task; see related work in [19–25].

See [26], [27], [28], [29], [30], [31] and [32] where many techniques have been discussed to

obtain the non-conformal and non-supersymmetric holographic dual from the configuration

of D-branes. We can break the SUSY from the stack of D-branes at the conical singularity

of the conifold geometry. In these kinds of setups, the gravity dual involves an internal

manifold as a conifold in the Calabi-Yau space. For the literature on the large-N QCD

defined on S3 and S1 × S3 where the authors have discussed the various features of QCD,

see [33–37]. For the holographic description of QCD, see [38–43]. The D-branes have been

used to study the inflation in [44,45].
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1.3.1 Klebanov-Witten Model

To break the SUSY, authors in [26] placed N D3-branes at the tip of the conifold where the

conifold is a cone in six dimensions whose base is five-dimensional (T 1,1 with topology S2×S3,

T 1,1 has (SU(2) × SU(2))/U(1) symmetry). The conifold generates a superpotential on the

gauge theory side as a result of breaking of SUSY to N = 1. The gauge group in this setup

is SU(N) × SU(N) and this is coupled to four chiral fields A1, A2, B1, B2, transformation

of A1, A2 and B1, B2 is as (N, N̄) and (N̄ ,N) respectively, under the aforementioned gauge

group. The stack of N D3 branes on the gauge theory side give rise to the geometry

AdS5 × T 1,1 space-time with the metric on the gravity dual side

ds2
10 = h−1/2ηµνdx

µdxν + h1/2ds2
6 (1.14)

where the warp factor h is defined as: h(r) = 1 + L4

r4 with L4 = 4πgsNα′2 . The conifold has

the following metric

ds2
6 = dr2 + r2d2

T 1,1 , (1.15)

where

ds2
T 1,1 = 1

9(dψ + cos θ1dϕ1 + cos θ2dϕ2)2 + 1
2

2∑
i=1

(dθ2
i + sin2 θidϕ

2
i ). (1.16)

It has been discussed that there is a relationship of the couplings g1 and g2 related with the

product gauge group S(N) × SU(N) and the integral of NS − NS B2 and R-R two forms

C2 over the two-cycle S2 of T 1,1. If we consider only D3 branes, then dilaton and B2 are

constant; hence this implies the conformal nature of the gauge theory.

1.3.2 Klebanov-Tsytlin Model

The attempt to break the conformal symmetry and supersymmetry was done in [46] by

including the additional M fractional D3 branes apart from the N D3 branes at the tip of the

conifold. Fractional D3 branes are the D5 branes wrapping S2 of the T 1,1 space mentioned

in the previous subsection. Although these M branes break the conformal symmetry in

the gauge theory, we still have N = 1 supersymmetry in theory. Therefore we have a
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supersymmetric non-conformal gauge theory. Due to the addition of the extra M fractional

D3 branes into the setup, the gauge group changes to SU(N+M)×SU(N), and accordingly,

the chiral superfields now have the transformations under the product gauge group as, Ai
transforms as (N +M,N) and Bi transforms as (N +M,N). The supergravity solution of

this setup has three and five-form fluxes written below

F3 = Mω3; B2 = 3gsMω2 ln(r/r0); H3 = dB2 = 3gsM
1
r
dr ∧ ω2,

F̃5 = F5 + ∗10F5; F5 =
(
N + 3

2πgsM
2 ln(r/r0)

)
vol(T 1,1), (1.17)

where ω2 and ω3 are the basis of the conifold’s base, five form flux includes the backreaction

of F3. The effective number of D3 branes is now defined as

Neff (r) = N + 3
2πgsM

2 log
(
r

r0

)
(1.18)

(1.18) implies the decrease of Neff when r → 0 In the Kelbanov-Tsytlin setup, the 10-

dimensional warp factor has the following form in the near-horizon limit.

h(r) = L4

r4

(
1 + 3gsM2

2πN log r
)

(1.19)

From (1.17), we see that B2 is not constant anymore, and it depends upon the logarithmic

of the radial coordinate. Therefore as discussed in 1.3.1, due to the non-vanishing nature

of B2, the gauge couplings now run with the radial coordinate, and hence we now have a

non-conformal theory. Equations (1.17) and (1.19) implying that F5 and h(r) will be zero

at some radial distance and KT solution is singular in the infra-red (IR).

1.3.3 Seiberg Duality Cascade

The problem with the Klebanov-Strassler (KS) solution is that it is singular in the IR; this

singularity should be removed. The KS model also described the confinement on the gauge

theory side. As one goes from the UV to IR, the flux through the vanishing S2 (
∫
S2
B2)
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decreases by one unit when r decreases, whereas the five form flux decreases by M units,

and hence Neff → Neff − M . This starts the Seiberg duality in this setup, and gauge group

SU(N+M)×SU(N) changes to SU(N)×SU(N−M). By performing the repeated Seiberg

duality cascade, in the end, we have SU(M) gauge theory in the IR. The series of Seiberg

duality performed as above is known as the “Seiberg Duality Cascade”.

One can interpret this from the gauge theory perspective as follows. When the Seiberg

duality cascade ends, U(1)R symmetry of the chiral fields is broken into Z2M in the presence

of M fractional D3-branes. In the IR, Z2M symmetry is now spontaneously broken into the

group Z2 because of gaugino condensation, which results the transformation of the singular

conifold into a deformed conifold. The Klebanov-Strassler solution is a deformed conifold

in the IR, which behaves as the Klebanov-Tsytlin solution in the UV. One can remove the

singularity of the Klebanov-Tsytlin solution in the IR from the KS solution, but the KS

solution is still singular in the UV. That is why one is required to modify the KS solution

in the UV, and by doing so, one ends up with a UV complete theory.

1.3.4 Resolved Conifold and Flavor D7 Brane Embedding

The singularity appearing in the KT solution has been removed in the KS solution via the

deformation of the three cycle (S3) in the IR, which results in a deformed conifold. One can

remove the singularity from the resolution of the two cycle (S2) as well, and the geometry

is known as the resolved conifold, metric for the same is given below.

ds2
res = κ(r)−1dr2 + κ(r)

9 r2(dψ + cos θ1dϕ1 + cos θ2dϕ2)2 + r2

6 (dθ2
1 + sin2 θ1dϕ

2
1)

+ r2 + 6a2

6 (dθ2
2 + sin2 θ2dϕ

2
2) (1.20)

where κ(r) = r2+9a2

r2+6a2 , “r” is the radial coordinate, and “a” being the resolution parameter.

In this geometry, metric vanishes on S2(θ1, ϕ1) in the limit r → 0 whereas the metric on

resolved S2(θ2, ϕ2) remains finite.a → 0 limit results in a singular conifold geometry.

Authors in [47] constructed the holographic dual from the branes configuration of N

D3-branes at the tip of the conifold and M D5-branes wrapping the blown up S2. The
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supergravity background includes fluxes and dilaton, but this setup does include the fun-

damental quarks. One can incorporate the fundamental quarks in holographic theories by

including additional flavor branes in the probe approximation in the setup, and it was done

in [46]. In [48], the author embedded the stack of flavor D7-branes via Ouyang embedding.

We are interested in the holographic dual constructed in [14] where Nf D7-branes were

embedded via Ouyang embedding with embedding parameter µ:

(r2 + 9a2r4)1/4e
ι
2 (ψ−ϕ1−ϕ2) sin θ1

2 sin θ2

2 = µ (1.21)

The presence of the flavor branes affects the dilaton profile as

e−ϕ = 1
gs

− Nf

8π log(r6 + 9a2r4) − Nf

2π log
(

sin θ1

2 sin θ2

2

)
(1.22)

1.4 UV Complete Top-Down Holographic Dual of Ther-

mal QCD

This section discusses the construction of holographic dual of thermal QCD-like theories at

the intermediate coupling. We will start with the type IIB string dual of large-N thermal

QCD in 1.4.1. We will discuss the type IIA mirror of [14] in 1.4.2 using which we discuss

the M-theory uplift at finite coupling in 1.4.3. Finally we will discuss the M-theory uplift

at intermediate coupling in 1.4.4

1.4.1 Type IIB String Dual of Large-N Thermal QCD

The UV complete type IIB string dual of large-N thermal QCD-like theories has been dis-

cussed in this section, and this is based on [14]. This model has been constructed in such

a way that it removes all the drawbacks of [26], [27], [48], [49] - [51] so that one can study

the realistic QCD from the gauge-gravity duality. Holographic thermal QCD obtained from

this model has the properties: IR confined, fundamental quarks, non-conformality, UV com-

plete, defined for the confined (T < Tc) and deconfined (T > Tc), both phases of QCD and
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non-supersymmetric. UV completion problem of the Klebanov-Strassler model [27] has been

cured in this model.

• Brane/Gauge Picture: Branes configuration of [14] involve N color D3 branes,

M D5 and M D5-branes, Nf flavor D7 and D7-branes. The details about the world

volume coordinates of the branes appearing in [14] are given in table 1.1. Let us see

how one realizes the features of thermal QCD from these branes configuration.

S. No. Branes World Volume

1. N D3 R1,3(t, x1,2,3) × {r = 0}

2. M D5 R1,3(t, x1,2,3) × {r = 0} × S2(θ1, ϕ1) × NPS2
a(θ2,ϕ2)

3. M D5 R1,3(t, x1,2,3) × {r = 0} × S2(θ1, ϕ1) × SPS2
a(θ2,ϕ2)

4. Nf D7 R1,3(t, x1,2,3) × R+(r ∈ [|µOuyang| 2
3 , rUV]) × S3(θ1, ϕ1, ψ) × NPS2

a(θ2,ϕ2)

5. Nf D7 R1,3(t, x1,2,3) × R+(r ∈ [RD5/D5 − ϵ, rUV]) × S3(θ1, ϕ1, ψ) × SPS2
a(θ2,ϕ2)

Table 1.1: The Type IIB Brane Construct of [14]

– N D3-branes are placed at the tip of conifold geometry, M D5 and M D5-branes

have been placed at the antipodal points of the blown-up S2 with the separation

RD5/D5 between them and share the world volume coordinates of vanishing S2.

UV, UV-IR, and IR regions are defined as follows in this setup.

∗ UV: r > |µOuyang| 2
3/RD5/D5

∗ IR/IR-UV interpolating regions: r0/rh < r < |µOuyang| 2
3/RD5/D5; r ∼ Λ

corresponds to the deep IR region with confined SU(M) theory.
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– Flavor D7-branes are embedded via Ouyang embedding [48] with embedding

equation (1.23). Nf D7-branes exist in the UV, UV-IR interpolating region,

and IR whereas Nf D7-branes exist only in the UV and the UV-IR interpolating

regions. Due to this configuration of flavor branes, three-form fluxes vanish in

the UV, axion-dilaton modulus remains constant, UV conformality, and absence

of Landau poles are ensured in theory. This also implies the realization of chiral

symmetry breaking in QCD from SU(Nf ) ×SU(Nf ) in the UV to SU(Nf ) in the

IR as no D7-branes exist in the IR.

(
r6 + 9a2r4

) 1
4 e

i
2 (ψ−ϕ1−ϕ2) sin

(
θ1

2

)
sin

(
θ2

2

)
= µOuyang, (1.23)

for vanishingly small |µOuyang|.

– Similar to the flavor D7-branes, D5-branes also exist only in the UV-IR and UV

regions. This implies the existence of SU(N+M)×SU(N+M) color gauge group

in the UV and at r = RD5/D5, the aforementioned color gauge group changes to

SU(N+M)×SU(N) as soon as one enters into the IR regime [52]. The following

equation controls the flow of gauge couplings

4π2

 1
g2
SU(N+M)

+ 1
g2
SU(N)

 eϕ ∼ π; 4π2

 1
g2
SU(N+M)

− 1
g2
SU(N)

 eϕ ∼ 1
2πα′

∫
S2
B2.

(1.24)

Equation (1.24) implies that one can obtain g2
SU(M+N) = g2

SU(N) = g2
YM ∼ gs ≡

constant only if
∫
S2 B2 = 0, and hence UV conformality. This is the reason to

include the M D5-branes at the common boundary of the UV-IR interpolating

and the UV regions. The gauge couplings gSU(N+M) and gSU(N) flow in opposite

directions (strong and weak, respectively). The RG flow receives a contribution

from the Nf flavor D7-branes too, and hence Nf D7-branes have been included

in the setup.

– The RG flow from the UV-to-IR triggers the Seiberg-like duality cascade in theory,
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and under Seiberg duality, SU(N+M)strong
Seiberg Dual−−−−−−−→ SU(N−(M−Nf ))weak in

the IR. The application of many Seiberg dualities results in the confined SU(M)

gauge theory with Nf flavors in the IR, the finite temperature has been studied

in [14], see [53], [54], [55], [56] for some related works. The chiral symmetry

breaking in the presence of external magnetic field was discussed in [57] in top-

down Sakai-Sugimoto model.

• Gravity Picture: The metric of the ten-dimensional string background [14], also

known as the modified Ouyang-Klebanov-Strassler black hole (OKS-BH) background,

is written below

ds2 = 1√
h

(
−g1dt

2 + dx2
1 + dx2

2 + dx2
3

)
+

√
h

[
g−1

2 dr2 + r2dM2
5

]
, (1.25)

where the black hole functions gi’s with the horizon rh are g1,2(r, θ1, θ2) = 1 − r4
h

r4 +

O
(
gsM2

N

)
. where (θ1, θ2) dependence arises due to O

(
gsM2

N

)
corrections. Compact

metric (dM2
5) appearing in (1.25) has the following form:

dM2
5 = h1(dψ + cos θ1 dϕ1 + cos θ2 dϕ2)2 + h2(dθ2

1 + sin2θ1 dϕ
2
1)+

+ h4(h3dθ
2
2 + sin2θ2 dϕ

2
2) + h5 cos ψ (dθ1dθ2 − sin θ1sin θ2dϕ1dϕ2) +

+ h5 sin ψ (sin θ1 dθ2dϕ1 + sin θ2 dθ1dϕ2) , (1.26)

r ≫ a, h5 ∼ (deformation parameter)2

r3 ≪ 1 for r ≫ (deformation parameter) 2
3 , i.e. in the

UV/IR-UV interpolating region. The hi’s of (1.26) and M,Nf are not constant. They

have dependence on gs,M,Nf up to linear order as given below:

h1 = 1
9 + O

(
gsM

2

N

)
, h2 = 1

6 + O
(
gsM

2

N

)
, h4 = h2 + a2

r2 ,

h3 = 1 + O
(
gsM

2

N

)
, h5 ̸= 0. (1.27)

Equations (1.26) and (1.27) indicate the existence of non-extremal resolved warped

deformed conifold involving an S2-blowup (as h4 −h2 = a2

r2 ), an S3-blowup (as h5 ̸= 0)
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and squashing of an S2 (because h3 is not strictly unity). The horizon (rh) is a warped

squashed S2 × S3. The ten-dimensional warp factor that includes back-reaction has

the following form in the IR

h = L4

r4

1 + 3gsM2
eff

2πN logr
{

1 +
3gsN eff

f

2π

(
logr + 1

2

)
+
gsN

eff
f

4π log
(

sinθ1

2 sinθ2

2

)}, (1.28)

where L = (4πgsN)
1
4 , and Meff/N

eff
f are given as below.

Meff/N
eff
f = M/Nf +

∑
m≥n

(a/b)mn(gsNf )m(gsM)n. (1.29)

Three form fluxes up to O(gsNf ) are given by the following expressions in the IR (with

h5 = 0) [14]

(a)F̃3 = 2MA1

(
1 + 3gsNf

2π log r
)
eψ ∧ 1

2 (sin θ1 dθ1 ∧ dϕ1 −B1 sin θ2 dθ2 ∧ dϕ2)

− 3gsMNf

4π A2
dr

r
∧ eψ ∧

(
cot θ2

2 sin θ2 dϕ2 −B2 cot θ1

2 sin θ1 dϕ1

)

− 3gsMNf

8π A3 sin θ1 sin θ2

(
cot θ2

2 dθ1 +B3 cot θ1

2 dθ2

)
∧ dϕ1 ∧ dϕ2,

(b)H3 = 6gsA4M

1 + 9gsNf

4π log r + gsNf

2π log sinθ1

2 sinθ2

2

dr
r

∧ 1
2

sin θ1 dθ1 ∧ dϕ1 −B4 sin θ2 dθ2 ∧ dϕ2

+ 3g2
sMNf

8π A5

dr
r

∧ eψ − 1
2deψ


∧

cot θ2

2 dθ2 −B5 cot θ1

2 dθ1

, (1.30)

where asymmetry factors appearing in (1.30) are: Ai = 1+O
(
a2

r2 or a2 log r
r

or a2 log r
r2

)
+

O
(

deformation parameter2

r3

)
, Bi = 1+O

(
a2 log r

r
or a2 log r

r2 or a2 log r
r3

)
+O

(
(deformation parameter)2

r3

)
.

As we discussed, the black hole on the gravity dual side is responsible for the finite

temperature on the thermal QCD side. This is true when T > Tc in QCD, where

Tc is the deconfinement temperature. When T < Tc, then the gravitational dual

involves a thermal background. We also discussed that we had resolved S2 and the
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deformation of S3 (responsible for the IR confinement) in this setup. Therefore, we

found that gravity dual of large-N thermal QCD as constructed in [14] is a resolved

warped deformed conifold where fluxes in the IR have replaced branes. The warp factor

and fluxes contain the information about back-reactions.

1.4.2 Type IIA SYZ Mirror of [14]

The Strominger-Yau-Zaslow (SYZ) mirror symmetry is triple T-duality along the three isom-

etry directions [58]. The requirement to apply the SYZ mirror symmetry is that one must

have a special Lagrangian (sLag) three-cycle, T 3, fibered over a large base to cancel the con-

tributions from open-string disc instantons with boundaries as non-contractible one-cycles

in the sLag. Due to absence of the isometry along ψ direction in the metric of [14], we have

to work with the coordinates (x, y, z) defined in T 3(x, y, z) which are toroidal analogue of

(ϕ1, ϕ2, ψ), and these are related by the following equations [15]:

x =
√
h2h

1
4 sin⟨θ1⟩⟨r⟩ϕ1, y =

√
h4h

1
4 sin⟨θ2⟩⟨r⟩ϕ2, z =

√
h1⟨r⟩h

1
4ψ, (1.31)

based on [59] authors in [60, 61] obtained the following results for the T 2-invariant sLag

of [59]:

i∗J |RC/DC ≈ 0; ℑm (i∗Ω)|RC/DC ≈ 0; ℜe (i∗Ω)|RC/DC ∼ volume form
(
T 3(x, y, z)

)
,(1.32)

for a deformed conifold. Therefore, local T 3 of (1.31) is the sLag to implement the SYZ

mirror symmetry when resolved warped deformed conifold is predominantly either resolved

or deformed. It is interesting to note that in the “delocalized limit” [62] ψ = ⟨ψ⟩, performing

the following coordinate transformation:

 sinθ2dϕ2

dθ2

 →

 cos⟨ψ⟩ sin⟨ψ⟩

−sin⟨ψ⟩ cos⟨ψ⟩


 sinθ2dϕ2

dθ2

 , (1.33)
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and ψ → ψ − cos⟨θ̄2⟩ϕ2 + cos⟨θ2⟩ϕ2 − tan⟨ψ⟩ln sin θ̄2, the term h5 will be changed to as

h5 [dθ1dθ2 − sinθ1sinθ2dϕ1dϕ2], and eψ → eψ, i.e., One adds a new isometry along ψ to

the existing isometries along ϕ1,2. It is abundantly evident that this does not hold true

on a global scale; the deformed conifold does not have a third global isometry. One must

additionally make sure that the T 3(x, y, z) fibration has a large base, as described above

(implicating large complex structures of the two two-tori specified above), in order to enable

usage of SYZ-mirror duality via three T dualities. This is accomplished through [63]:

dψ → dψ + f1(θ1) cos θ1dθ1 + f2(θ2) cos θ2dθ2,

dϕ1,2 → dϕ1,2 − f1,2(θ1,2)dθ1,2, (1.34)

for suitably chosen big values of f1,2(θ1,2). The three-form fluxes continue to remain invariant.

It was explained in [15] why one might select such large values of f1,2(θ1,2). The guiding

premise is that one must have a metric that, at least locally, resembles a non-Kähler warped

resolved conifold after applying the SYZ-mirror transformation to the non-Kähler resolved

warped deformed conifold. Let’s look at the effect of three T-dualities along the (ϕ1, ϕ2, ψ)

directions.

• T-duality along ψ: First T-duality along ψ directions implies that N D3-branes

are converted into N D4-branes wrapping the ψ circle, Nf flavour D7(D7)-branes

are transformed into Nf flavour D6(D6)-branes, and M fractional D3(D3)-branes

are transformed into M D4(D4)-branes straddling a pair of orthogonal NS5-branes1

NS51(x0,1,2,3, θ1, ϕ1) and NS52(x0,1,2,3, θ2, ϕ2).

• T-duality along ϕ1: Second T-duality in the ϕ1 direction does not change

NS51(x0,1,2,3, θ1, ϕ1), but it does convert NS52(x0,1,2,3, θ2, ϕ2) into a Taub-NUT space

(r, ψ, θ2, ϕ1). In addition, N D4-branes, M D4(D4)-branes, and Nf flavor D6(D6)-

branes will be turned into the N D5-branes, the M D5(D5)-branes, and the Nf flavor

D5(D5)-branes.

1See [64,65] for where NS5 branes have been studied.
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• T-duality along ϕ2: The NS52(x0,1,2,3, θ2, ϕ2)-brane remains unchanged by the third

T-duality along the ϕ2 direction, whereas the NS51(x0,1,2,3, θ1, ϕ1) is transformed into

a Taub-NUT space(r, ψ, θ1, ϕ2). Further, N D5-branes, M D5(D5)-branes and Nf

flavor D5(D5)-branes will be transformed into N D6-branes, M D6(D6)-branes and

Nf flavor D6(D6)-branes wrapping the non-compact three-cycle Σ(3)(r, θ1, ϕ2).

As a result of this, we are able to see that the SYZ type IIA mirror has N D6-branes,

M D6(D6)-branes and Nf flavor D6(D6)-branes. Remember that, just like in [14], ranges

for the presence of anti-branes are also important in the type IIA mirror. T-dualities were

performed along the T 3(x, y, z) with (x, y, z) as the toroidal analogue of (ϕ1, ϕ2, ψ). For

simplicity, we have written (ϕ1, ϕ2, ψ).

1.4.3 M-theory Uplift of Type IIB Setup

From the triple T-dual of the type IIB F1,3,5 in [15], we can derive a one-form type IIA

potential, from which the following D = 11 metric (u ≡ rh
r

) was obtained:

ds2
11 = e− 2ϕIIA

3
[
gttdt

2 + gR3

(
dx2 + dy2 + dz2

)
+ guudu

2 + ds2
IIA(θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ)

]
+ e

4ϕIIA
3

(
dx11 + AF1 + AF3 + AF5

)2
≡ Black M3 − Brane + O

([
gsM

2 logN
N

]
(gsM)Nf

)
,

where :

guu = 32/3(2
√
πgsN)

u2(1 − u4)

1 −
3g2

sM
2Nf log(N) log

(
rh
u

)
32π2N


gtt = 32/3(u4 − 1)r2

h

u2(2
√
πgsN)

3g2
sM

2Nf log(N) log
(
rh
u

)
32π2N

+ 1


gR3 = 32/3r2
h

u2(2
√
πgsN)

3g2
sM

2Nf log(N) log
(
rh
u

)
32π2N

+ 1
 . (1.35)

Moreover, in the UV:

GMxx = GMyy = GMzz = 32/3r2
h

g
2/3
s u2(2

√
πgsN)

(
3g2
sM

2Nf log(N) log
(
rh
u

)
32π2N

+ 1
)
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GMϕ1r ∼

2gs4/3Nf
2sin2 ϕ12 sin

(
ψ
2

)
sin2(θ1)

(
9 sin2(θ1) + 6 cos2(θ1) + 4 cos(θ1)

)
4

√
gsN

(
1 − 3gs2M2Nf log(N) log(r)

16π2N

)
35/6π7/4(cos(2θ1) − 5)2

×
(
9h5 sin(θ1) + 4 cos2(θ1) csc(θ2) − 2 cos(θ1) cot(θ2) + 6 sin2(θ1) csc(θ2)

)
GM11 r ∼ 3 3

2 g
4
3
s Nf sinϕ1 (−8 cos θ1 + 3(−5 + cos(2θ1))) sin θ1

π (−5 + cos(2θ1)) . (1.36)

Near θ1 ∼ 1
N

1
5
, θ2 ∼ 1

N
3

10
coordinate patch, one is able to see that:

Gϕ1r ∼
10g

19
12
s sin2 ϕ1 sin

(
ψ
2

)
N

3
20

23 5
6π

7
4

+ O
( 1
N

1
4

)
≪ 1 for ψ ∼ 1

Nα≫ 3
20
,

G11 r ∼ O
( 1
N

1
5

)
. (1.37)

The five-dimensional subspace M5(t, x1,2,3, u) from the six dimensional internal space

M6(θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ, x10) in the MQGP limit around θ1 ∼ 1
N

1
5
, θ2 ∼ 1

N
3

10
. It has been shown that

M-theory uplift is equipped with a G2-structure manifold [15,66].

• MQGP Limit: The following limit is taken into consideration in [14]:

weakstring(gs)coupling − large t′Hooft coupling limit :

gs ≪ 1, gsNf ≪ 1, gsM
2

N
≪ 1, gsM ≫ 1, gsN ≫ 1. (1.38)

The “MQGP” limit is defined as [15]:

gs ∼ 1
O(1) ,M,Nf ≡ O(1), gsNf < 1, N ≫ 1, gsM

2

N
≪ 1, (1.39)

The motivation for taking into account the MQGP limit mostly stems from two reasons.

1. In contrast to AdS/CFT duality where gYM → 0, N → ∞ such that g2
YMN is

huge, for strongly coupled thermal QCD like sQGP, we have gYM ∼ O(1) and

Nc = 3 and hence g2
YMN = gs is finite, i.e., gs <∼ 1. Nc = M has been derived

in [15] from the Seiberg duality cascade and it is allowed to take Nc = 3. Due

to finite string coupling, one is required to address this issue from M theory,
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and the “M” in the “MQGP” limit implies M-theory. See [67] where the authors

have studied M-theory without any uplift. There are also papers available in the

related context of M-theory, e.g., [68–70].

2. The following are examples of calculational simplification in supergravity, and

they make up the second importance of the justifications for considering the

MQGP limit (1.39):

– In the region of UV-IR interpolation and the UV, (Meff , Neff , N
eff
f ) MQGP−−−−→

≈(M,N,Nf )

– Asymmetry Factors Ai, Bj(in three-form fluxes) MQGP−−−−→ 1 in the region where

the UV and IR are interpolated, in addition to the UV.

– The ten-dimensional warp factor and the non-extremality function in the

MQGP limit have the simple forms.

• IR Color-Flavor Enhancement of Length Scale: Even with O(1) M , there is

color-flavor enhancement of the length scale in the MQGP limit (1.39) compared to

a Planckian length scale in KS-like model in the IR. This is valid if one takes into

account terms of higher order in gsNf in the RR and NS-NS three-form fluxes, and

NLO in N in the M-theory metric. It suggests the validity of supergravity calculations

and suppresses quantum corrections. This issue has been discussed in detail in [66,71].

Now, the effective number of color branes, denoted by the notationNeff(r), will be given

by

Neff(r) = N

[
1 + 3gsM2

eff
2πN

(
log r +

3gsN eff
f

2π (log r)2
)]

,

Meff(r) = M + 3gsNfM

2π log r +
∑
m≥1

∑
n≥1

Nm
f M

nfmn(r),

N eff
f (r) = Nf +

∑
m≥1

∑
n≥0

Nm
f M

ngmn(r). (1.40)

The type IIB axion C0 is given as C0 = N eff
f

(ψ−ϕ1−ϕ2)
4π , Neff(r0 ∈ IR) = 0. The ten-

dimensional warp factor is being written as h ∼ L4

r4 . The following equation will provide
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the length scale L in the IR.

L ∼ 4
√
MN

3
4
f

√√√√√
∑
m≥0

∑
n≥0

Nm
f M

nfmn(r0)
∑

l≥0

∑
p≥0

N l
fM

pglp(r0)
 1

4

LKS, (1.41)

LKS ∼ 4
√
gsM

√
α′. Equation (1.41) suggests that, in comparison to KS, the colour-

flavor length scale is enhanced in the IR. This implies the validity of supergravity

calculations with N IR
c = M = 3 and Nf = 2(u/d) + 1(s) provided one should include

the n,m > 1 terms in Meff and N eff
f in (1.40).

• Obtaining Nc = 3: We will now briefly summarise how to identify the number of

colours Nc with M that can be taken as 3 in the “MQGP limit” (1.39). This is based

on the work done in [71]. Let us write Nc as

NC = Neff(r) +Meff(r), (1.42)

where Neff(r) appears in the following equation,

F̃5 ≡ dC4 +B2 ∧ F3 = F5 + ∗F5, (1.43)

via F5 ≡ Neff ×Vol(Base of Resolved Warped Deformed Conifold). One can also define

Meff as

Meff =
∫
S3
F̃3. (1.44)

In (1.44), S3 being dual to eψ∧(sin θ1dθ1 ∧ dϕ1 −B1 sin θ2 ∧ dϕ2), B1 is an ‘asymmetry

factor’ defined in [14]; eψ ≡ dψ + cos θ1 dϕ1 + cos θ2 dϕ2) and [72]: F̃3(≡ F3 − τH3) ∝

M(r) ≡ M 1
1+e

α(r−R
D5/D5) , α ≫ 1. If we define the UV and IR values of a quantity “A”

as [AUV , AIR] then we can define the UV and IR values of Neff and Meff as

Neff ∈ [N, 0] and Neff ∈ [0,M ]. (1.45)
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Using (1.42) and (1.45), one can derive the UV and IR values of Nc as given below

Nc ∈ [N,M ]. (1.46)

Therefore, from (1.46), we can easily see that Nc = M in the IR and it was taken as

Nc = M = 3 in the MQGP limit [14]. From the various discussions in this section, we found

that M-theory dual constructed from the type IIB string dual of [14] has finite number of

colors, it is IR confined, it has fundamental quarks, and this dual is valid for all temperatures

(both T > Tc and T < Tc).

1.4.4 M-Theory Uplift Inclusive of O(R4)-Corrections

This section is based on [1]. The first part of the thesis (Part-I) and chapter 7 are based on

this holographic model. We will discuss the inclusion of higher derivative terms in the eleven-

dimensional supergravity action and solutions of the metric EOMs. With the inclusion of

higher derivative terms on the gravity dual side, we are able to explore the intermediate cou-

pling regime of thermal QCD, which was not possible earlier. The SU(3)/G2/SU(4)/Spin(7)-

structure torsion classes of the relevant six-, seven- and eight-folds associated with the M-

theory uplift have been computed in [1].

The origin of O(R4)-corrections to the N = 1, D = 11 supergravity action has been

discussed in [73]. This kind of term has been used in the effective one-loop heterotic action

[74]. The other kind of higher derivative term constructed from Weyl tensor was used in [75]

to compute the correction to the viscosity-to-entropy density ration. There are two ways of

understanding the origin of the O(R4)-corrections to the N = 1, D = 11 supergravity action.

One is in the context of the effects of D-instantons in IIB supergravity/string theory via the

four-graviton scattering amplitude [73]. The other is D = 10 supersymmetry [76]. Let us

briefly discuss these before going into the details of the construction of M-theory dual at

intermediate coupling.

• Let us initially consider interactions generated at leading order in a D-instanton

(closed-string states of type IIB superstring theory where the entire string is con-
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fined at one point in superspace) background within both type IIB supergravity and

string descriptions, which includes a one-instanton correction to the tree-level along

with the one-loop R4 terms [73] - the two containing an identical tensorial structure.

The coordinates pertaining to the location of the D-instanton are used to parameterize

the bosonic zero modes. The broken supersymmetries yield the fermionic zero modes.

The Grassmann parameters are fermionic supermoduli that correspond to dilatino zero

modes and should be integrated out with the bosonic zero modes. The disk diagram

is the most basic open-string world-sheet that occurs in a D-brane procedures. At the

lowest order, an instanton with some zero modes refers to a disk world-sheet along

with open-string states connected to the boundary. Consider on-shell amplitudes in

the instanton background to infer the one-instanton terms in the supergravity effective

action. The separate fermionic zero modes are absorbed by the integration over the

fermionic moduli. Consider four external graviton amplitudes. In supergravity, the

leading term refers to the situation where each graviton is connected with the four

fermionic zero modes. A nonlocal four-graviton interaction is produced by integrating

over the bosonic zero modes. The world-sheet in the associated string computation is

made up of four unconnected disks, each with a single closed-string graviton vertex

and four fermionic open-string vertices. By expressing the graviton polarization tensor

via ζµrνr = ζ(µr ζ̃νr) and calculating the fermionic integral, the authors in [73] showed

that the four-graviton scattering amplitude is able to be represented via the equation:

Ce2iπτ0
∫
d10yei

∑
r
kr·y

×
(
t̂i1j1···i4j4 t̂m1n1···m4n4 − 1

4ϵ
i1j1···j4j4ϵm1n1···m4n4

)
Rm1n1
i1j1 Rm2n2

i2j2 Rm3n3
i3j3 Rm4n4

i4j4 ;

(1.47)
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t8 is specified by:

t̂N1...N8
8 = 1

16

(
−2
(
GN1N3GN2N4GN5N7GN6N8 +GN1N5GN2N6GN3N7GN4N8 +GN1N7GN2N8GN3N5GN4N6

)
+ 8

(
GN2N3GN4N5GN6N7GN8N1 +GN2N5GN6N3GN4N7GN8N1 +GN2N5GN6N7GN8N3GN4N1

)
− (N1 ↔ N2) − (N3 ↔ N4) − (N5 ↔ N6) − (N7 ↔ N8)

)
(1.48)

(Ni belongs to the 8v of SO(8) or covariantized to 10D (or 11D that will be used

later in M-theory)), from [77] the light-cone 8D “zero mode” tensor t8 is generalized

to 10D: t̂8 = t8 − 1/4Bϵ10 where if one assumes BLCdirections = 1, implies t̂i1j1...i4j4 =

ti1j1...i4j4 − 1
2ϵ
i1j1...i4j4 , and an overall factor of e2πiτ0 , the signature of stringy D-instanton,

is computed at χ = ℜτ0 = 0 in the stringy calculation.

• Green and Vanhove showed that the eleven-dimensional O(R4) adjustments possess a

separate motive based on ten-dimensional supersymmetry [76]. The above has been

shown by its relationship with the term C(3) ∧X8 in the M-theory effective action, that

is believed to originate through a number of reasons, including anomaly cancellation

[78, 79]. The formula X8 represents the eight-form in the curvatures obtained via the

term in type IIA superstring theory [80]:

−
∫
d10xB ∧X8 = −1

2

∫
d10x

√
−gA(10)ϵ10BX8, (1.49)

where

X8 = 1
192

(
tr R4 − 1

4(tr R2)2
)
. (1.50)

There exist two distinct ten-dimensional N = 1 super-invariants with an odd-parity

term ( [77] and previous authors): I3 = t8tr R4 − 1
4ϵ10Btr R4 and: I4 = t8(tr R2)2 −

1
4ϵ10B(tr R2)2. Utilizing that t8t8R4 = 24t8tr(R4) − 6t8(tr R2)2, as a result, the specific

linear combination,

I3 − 1
4I4 = 1

24t8t8R
4 − 48ϵ10B X8 (1.51)

includes the ten-form B ∧X8 as well as t8t8R4.



1.4. UV Complete Top-Down Holographic Dual of Thermal QCD 31

Now let us discuss the M-theory uplift in the presence of O(R4) terms based on [1]. The

working action of eleven-dimensional supergravity with N = 1 supersymmetry inclusive of

OR4) terms is written below:

S = 1
2κ2

11

∫
M

√
−g

[
R ∗11 1 − 1

2G4 ∧ ∗11G4 − 1
6C ∧G ∧G

]
+ 1
κ2

11

∫
∂M

d10x
√
hK

+ 1
(2π)432213

(
2π2

κ2
11

) 1
3 ∫

d11x
√

−g
(
J0 − 1

2E8

)
+
(

2π2

κ2
11

)∫
C3 ∧X8, (1.52)

where κ2
11 is the eleven-dimensional Planckian length, and four-form field strength is defined

as G = dC for the three-form potential C. J0 and E8 are define below:

J0 = 3 · 28(RHMNKRPMNQRH
RSPRQ

RSK + 1
2R

HKMNRPQMNRH
RSPRQ

RSK)

E8 = 1
3!ϵ

ABCM1N1...M4N4ϵABCM ′
1N

′
1...M

′
4N

′
4
RM ′

1N
′
1
M1N1 . . . R

M ′
4N

′
4
M4N4 ,

κ2
11 =

(2π)8l9p
2 ; (1.53)

Equations of motion of the M-theory metric and three-form potential are given below.

RMN − 1
2gMNR − 1

12

(
GMPQRG

PQR
N − gMN

8 GPQRSG
PQRS

)
= −β

[
gMN

2

(
J0 − 1

2E8

)
+ δ

δgMN

(
J0 − 1

2E8

)]
,

d ∗G = 1
2G ∧G+ 32213 (2π)4 βX8, (1.54)

where β is defined as [81]:

β ≡ (2π2)
1
3 (κ2

11)
2
3

(2π)4 32212
∼ l6p, (1.55)

RMNPQ, RMN ,R in (1.52)/(1.54) being the Riemann curvature tensor, the Ricci tensor, and

the Ricci scalar, respectively, in the elven-dimensions. Ansatz made by authors to solve
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(1.54) in [1] are written as

gMN = g
(0)
MN + βg

(1)
MN ,

CMNP = C
(0)
MNP + βC

(1)
MNP . (1.56)

Equation of motion for the three-form potential symbolically written as [1]

β∂
(√

−g∂C(1)
)

+ β∂
[(√

−g
)(1)

∂C(0)
]

+ βϵ11∂C
(0)∂C(1) = O(β2) ∼ 0[up to O(β)].

(1.57)

Authors found that C(1)
MNP = 0 for the consistent set of solutions to (1.57) up to O(β).

Therefore, M-theory receives the O(R4) corrections but not the three-form potential. The

correction term of the metric is written as follows.

δgMN = βg
(1)
MN = GMQGP

MN fMN(r), (1.58)

without summation in the indices.

Let’s discuss how to control the higher derivative contributions to the MQGP metric [15].

This was discussed in [1], and we are going to review it here. It is obvious from (B.1) in the

ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2-coordinate patch that in the IR: r = χrh, χ ≡ O(1), and up to O(β):

fMN ∼ β
(log Rh)m

Rn
hN

βN
, m ∈ {0, 1, 3} , n ∈ {0, 2, 5, 7} , βN > 0, (1.59)

where Rh ≡ rh
R
D5/D5

. Now, |Rh| ≪ 1 and as estimated in [82] that | log Rh| ∼ N
1
3 implies the

competition between Planckian and large-N suppression and infra-red enhancement arising

from m,n ̸= 0 in (1.59). Let us choose a hierarchy: β ∼ e−γβNγN , γβ, γN > 0 : γβNγN >

7N 1
3 +

(
m
3 − βN

)
logN such that IR-enhancement does not overpower Planckian suppres-

sion that is why authors considered the O(β) correction to GM
yz , which had the largest IR

enhancement, to set a lower bound on γβ,N/Planckian suppression. Authors concluded that

one will go beyond O(β) if γβNγN ∼ 7N 1
3 . Therefore, they restricted themselves at O(β).



CHAPTER 2

SU(3) LECS FROM TYPE IIA STRING

THEORY

This chapter is based on the paper [2]. Some portion of [2] is already present in a thesis of

one of the co-authors (VY) [83]. Detailed calculations of the relevant quantities appearing

in this chapter are given in [83]. Hence, we will quote those results in appendix A without

going into the details and use those results to calculate the low energy coupling constants

(LECs) of SU(3) chiral perturbation theory in the chiral limit.

2.1 Introduction

The low energy regime of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is described by chiral perturba-

tion theory (χPT), which includes the hadrons (mesons and baryons) as degrees of freedom.

One constructs the Lagrangian of χPT based on the symmetry of the theory, and the sym-

metries are chiral symmetry SU(Nf )L×SU(Nf )R, charge conjugation, and parity symmetry.

The theory turns out to be renormalized order-by-order in momentum expansion. One ob-

tains the (N2
f − 1) (pseudo-)Goldstone bosons from the spontaneous symmetry breaking of

33
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the chiral symmetry mentioned above, where Nf is the number of QCD flavors. In this chap-

ter, we focused on the SU(3) mesonic chiral perturbation theory, where degrees of freedom

considered is ρ vector meson and π-meson.

The procedure to include ρ vector meson is the HLS (Hidden Local Symmetry) approach

with gauge group is Gglobal×Hlocal, where Gglobal = SU(Nf )L×SU(Nf )R and H = SU(Nf )V
is the HLS [84]. Gauge bosons of HLS are the ρ vector meson and its flavor partners.

Expansion of generating functional of QCD is possible in terms of p/Λχ or m/Λχ, where

Λχ ∼ 4πFπ ∼ 1.1GeV [85] is the chiral symmetry breaking scale. The χPT Lagrangian is

constructed order by order in the derivative expansion and should be consistent with the

symmetries mentioned in the first paragraph. The leading order Lagrangian is O(p2). At

leading order, there are two coupling constants F 2
π and F 2

σ (Where Fπ and Fσ are decay con-

stants of π and σ). SU(2) and SU(3) χPT Lagrangians were worked out by Gasser and

Leutwyler in [86] and [87] respectively. The NLO SU(3) χPT Lagrangian contains 12 cou-

pling constants “(Li=1,2,..10, H1, H2)” known as low energy constants (LECs). L4, L5, L6, L8

were calculated from the Lattice simulation in [88], Li=1,2,..10 were obtained at the scale

µ = Mρ in [16], see [89] for the most update values.

Holographic computation of SU(3) LECs was done in [84] from the top-down Sakai-Sugimoto

model [90]. The Sakai-Sugimoto model is not UV complete. The Lagrangian obtained in [84]

is different from the SU(3) χPT Lagrangian given in [87]. The paper [91] contains the rela-

tionship between the SU(3) LECs and the coupling constants obtained in [84]. We obtained

these LECs from a UV complete top-down holographic dual. The gravity dual is type IIA

string theory in the presence of higher derivative terms. Type IIA background had been

obtained by descending back from the M-theory to type IIA string theory.
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2.2 SU(3) Chiral Perturbation Theory Lagrangian and

the Phenomenological Values of LECs

The term appearing in the SU(3) χPT Lagrangian at O(p4) with one-loop renormalized low

energy constants (LECs),Li and Hi, in chiral limit are written as follows [87]:

L1
(
Tr(∇µU

†∇µU)
)2

+ L2
(
Tr(∇µU

†∇νU)
)2

+ L3Tr
(
∇µU

†∇µU
)2

− iL9Tr
(
Lµν∇µU∇νU † + Rµν∇µU∇νU †

)
+ L10Tr

(
U †LµνURµν

)
+H1Tr

(
L2
µν + R2

µν

)
,

(2.1)

where ∇µU ≡ ∂µU − iLµU + iURµ, U = e
2iπ
Fπ . LECs, Li and Hi are defined via the

dimensional regularization and renormalizations of the parameters as follow [87]:

Li = Lri (µ) + Γiλ(µ) , Hi = Hr
i (µ) + ∆iλ(µ) , (2.2)

where µ is the renormalization scale, and for SU(3) χPT, Γi and ∆i are given as [87]:

Γ1 = 3
32 , Γ2 = 3

16 , Γ3 = 0 , Γ4 = 1
8 , Γ5 = 3

8 ,

Γ6 = 11
144 , Γ7 = 0 , Γ8 = 5

48 , Γ9 = 1
4 , Γ10 = −1

4 ;

∆1 = −1
8 , ∆2 = 5

24 .

(2.3)

The divergent piece, λ(µ) appearing in (2.2) is given below.

λ(µ) = − 1
2 (4π)2

[1
ϵ̄

− lnµ2 + 1
]
, (2.4)

where
1
ϵ̄

= 2
4 − d

− γE + ln 4π , (2.5)

where d = 4. The phenomenological values of the one-loop renormalized SU(3) LECs
appearing in (2.1) are listed in the table 2.1 [89]. In table 2.2 sources from where the LECs
have been extracted is given for the column titled GL 1985 [87]. In the chiral perturbation
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LECs GL 1985 [87] NLO 2014 NNLO free fit NNLO BE14 [92]
103 Lr1 0.7(3) 1.0(1) 0.64)06 0.53(06)
103 Lr2 1.3(7) 1.6(2) 0.59(04) 0.81(04)
103 Lr3 -4.4(2.5) -3.8(3) -2.80(20) -3.07(20)
103 Lr4 -0.3(5) 0.0(3) 0.76(18) 0.3
103 Lr5 1.4(5) 1.2(1) 0.50(07) 1.01(06)
103 Lr6 -0.2(3) 0.0(4) 0.49(25) 0.14(05)
103 Lr7 -0.4(2) -0.3(2) -0.19(08) -0.34(09)
103 Lr8 0.9(3) 0.5(2) 0.17(11) 0.47(10)

Table 2.1: SU(3) NLO LECs Lri (i = 1, 2, ..., 8) from various references.

i Lri (Mρ) 103 Source
1 0.4 ± 0.3 Ke4, ππ → ππ
2 1.4 ± 0.3 Ke4, ππ → ππ
3 -3.5 ± 1.1 Ke4, ππ → ππ
4 -0.3 ± 0.5 Zweig rule
5 1.4 ± 0.5 FK : Fπ
6 -0.2 ± 0.3 Zweig rule
7 -0.4 ± 0.2 Gell-Mann-Okubo, L5, L8
8 0.9 ± 0.3 MK0 −MK+ , L5, (ms − m̂) : (md −mu)
9 6.9 ±0.7 < r2 >π

V

10 -5.5 ± 0.7 π → eνγ

Table 2.2: Phenomenological Values of the 1-loop renormalised couplings Lri (Mρ) of (2.1) [16].
Last column shows the source to extract this information.
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theory that is used in gauge-gravity duality, the holographic renormalization acts as the
analogue of the one-loop renormalization. The eleven dimensional on-shell supergravity
action including O(β) correction was worked out in [3] and written below:

Son−shell
D=11 = −1

2

[
−2S(0)

EH+2S(0)
GHY+β

(
20
11SEH − 2

∫
M11

√
−g(1)R(0) + 2SGHY − 2

11

∫
M11

√
−g(0)gMN

(0)
δJ0

δgMN
(0)

)]
.

(2.6)

UV divergent terms that exist in the (2.6) have the following forms:

∫
M11

√
−gR

∣∣∣∣
UV−divergent

,
∫
∂M11

√
−hK

∣∣∣∣
UV−divergent

∼ r4
UV log rUV,∫

M11

√
−ggMN δJ0

δgMN

∣∣∣∣∣
UV−divergent

∼ r4
UV

log rUV
. (2.7)

These UV divergences had been cancelled by using the boundary counter terms in a suitable

linear combination and the counter terms are:
∫
∂M11

√
−hK

∣∣∣
r=rUV

and
∫
∂M11

√
−hhmn ∂J0

∂hmn

∣∣∣
r=rUV

.

2.3 Holographic Computation of SU(3) LECs

This section will discuss the computation of SU(3) LECs holographically. We considered the

gravity dual as type IIA string dual inclusive of O(R4) corrections. Since chiral perturbation

theory is the low energy regime of QCD (T < Tc), we worked with the thermal metric in our

calculations. Mesons are the fluctuations of the flavor D6-branes in type IIA string dual of

the type IIB string dual constructed from a top-down approach [14]. We started with the

M-theory uplift constructed in [1] in the presence of O(R4) terms and then descent back to

type IIA string theory. Flavor D6-branes is given as: ι : Σ1,6

R1,3, r, θ2 ∼ αθ2

N
3

10
, y

 ↪→ M1,9

near the Ouyang embedding (1.23) for a vanishingly small |µOuyang|. The embedding is

parametrized by z = z(r). Similar to [93], it turns out that the embedding solution is

z=constant, and if we choose z = ±C π
2 , then D6/D6-branes will be located at “antipodal”

points along the z coordinate. We worked with the redefined radial coordinates (r, z) in
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terms of the new coordinates (Y, Z) as used in [93].

r = r0e
√
Y 2+Z2 ; z = C arctan Z

Y
.

Fluctuations of the D6-branes along the world volume correspond to the vector mesons,
and fluctuations orthogonal to the D6-branes correspond to the scalar mesons1. The world
volume coordinates of the D6-branes are Σ7(x0,1,2,3, Z, θ2, ỹ) = Σ2(θ2, ỹ) × Σ5(x0,1,2,3, Z). We
considered F̃ as the gauge field fluctuation about a small background gauge filed F0 and
induced background i∗(g + B)[i : Σ7 ↪→ M10, where M10 is the type IIA geometry]. The
SYZ mirror of the Ouyang embedding appears to be written as Y = 0 [93]. We found the
following DBI action after retaining the terms up to quadratic order in F̃ :

SIIAD6 = TD6(2πα′)2

4

(
πL2

r0

)
Str
∫ 3∏

i=0
dxidZdθ2dyδ

(
θ2− αθ2

N
3

10

)
e−Φ

√
−detθ2y(ι∗(g +B))

√
detR1,3,Z(ι∗g)gµ̃ν̃ F̃ν̃ρ̃gρ̃σ̃F̃σ̃µ̃,

(2.8)

where µ̃ = i(= 0, 1, 2, 3), Z. Gauge fields in five dimensions are expanded as:

Aµ(xν , Z) = ∑∞
n=1 ρ

(n)
µ (xν)ψn(Z) and AZ(xν , Z) = ∑∞

n=0 π
(n)(xν)ϕn(Z). If we consider the

lowest lying scalar mode in the aforementioned expansions, which is the pseudo-scalar π

meson and after the application of gauge transformation:ρ(n)
µ → ρ(n)

µ + M−1
(n)∂µπ

(n). We

obtained the following action written in terms of the π meson and ρ(n)
µ vectors mesons.

SIIAD6 ∼ −
∫
d3x tr

1
2∂µπ

(0)∂µπ(0) +
∑
n≥1

(
1
4 F̃

(n)
µν F̃

(n)µν + m2
n

2 ρ(n)
µ ρ(n)µ

) . (2.9)

Now we integrate out the all higher order vector and axial vector mesons and keep only the

lowest vector mesons (ρ meson) in the gauge AZ(xµ, Z) = 0 [84]:

V (1)
µ (xµ) = gρµ(xµ) =


1√
2

(
ρ0
µ + ωµ

)
ρ+
µ K∗+

µ

ρ−
µ − 1√

2

(
ρ0
µ − ωµ

)
K∗0
µ

K∗−
µ K̄∗0

µ ϕµ

 and the lightest pseudo-

scalar meson π is defined as:

1See [94, 95] where the mesons spectrum have been studied for N = 2 super Yang-Mills theory with
fundamental matter using AdS/CFT correspondence. See [96], where the mesonic excitations have been
studied from a non Abelian T-dual of AdS5 × S5 background.
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π = 1√
2


1√
2π

0 + 1√
6η8 + 1√

3η0 π+ K+

π− − 1√
2π

0 + 1√
6η8 + 1√

3η0 K0

K− K̄0 − 2√
6η8 + 1√

3η0

. The expression

for the gauge field Aµ(xν , Z) up to O(π) is as follows:

Aµ(xν , Z) = ∂µπ

Fπ
ψ0(Z) − Vµ(xν)ψ1(Z), (2.10)

where ψ0(z) =
∫ Z

0 dZ ′ϕ0(Z ′), V (1)
µ (xν) = ρ(1)

µ − 1
M(1)

∂µπ
(1). Our motivation was to compute

the LECs of SU(3) chiral perturbation theory and we followed the Hidden Local Symmetry

(HLS) approach of [84]. To do so, we introduced external vector Vµ and axial vector Aµ

fields in addition to the π and ρ vector mesons similar to [84] where we defined 1
Fπ
∂µπ →

α̂µ⊥ = 1
Fπ
∂µπ + Aµ − i

Fπ
[Vµ, π] + · · · , and α̂µ|| ≡ −Vµ + Vµ − i

2F 2
π
[∂µπ, π] + · · · . Therefore

α̂µ⊥ and α̂µ|| act as the degrees of freedom in this approach. As we discussed earlier that

there are infinite number of fields in the mode expansion gauge and scalar fields. Hence,

we truncated the spectrum in such a way that the remaining fields are lowest vector meson

(V (1)
µ = gρµ) and lightest psuedo-scalar meson (π meson) [84]. In terms of the α̂µ⊥ and α̂µ||

, the gauge field is written as:

Aµ(xµ, z) = α̂µ⊥(xµ)ψ0(z) + (α̂µ||(xµ) + V (1)
µ (xµ)) + α̂µ||(xµ)ψ1(z), (2.11)

implying

Fµν = −Vµνψ1 + vµν(1 + ψ1) + aµνψ0 − i[α̂µ||, α̂ν||]ψ1(1 + ψ1) + i[α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥](1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0)

− i([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])ψ1ψ0, (2.12)

where ψ0(≡ ψ0(Z) and ψ1(≡ ψ1(Z) are the profile functions for the psuedo-scalar π meson

and ρ vector meson given in appendix A. Based on [97], as concerns a chiral power counting,

one notices that Mρ ≡ O(p) implying α̂ν|| ≡ O(p3)
M2
ρ

≡ O(p), α̂ν⊥ ≡ O(p). Further,Vµν , aµν and

vµν are of O(p2). Therefore, when using (2.12), (FµνF µν)m is of O(p4m),m ∈ Z+. Because

of this, one must take into account the kinetic term (m = 1) at O(p4), which results in the
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expression shown below:

FµνF
µν = ψ2

1VµνV
µν − ψ1(1 + ψ1)Vµνvµν − ψ0ψ1Vµνa

µν + iψ2
1(1 + ψ1)Vµν [α̂µ||, α̂ν||]

− iψ1(1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0)Vµν [α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥] + iψ0ψ

2
1Vµν([α̂

µ
⊥, α̂

ν
||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥]) − ψ1(1 + ψ1)vµνV µν

+ (1 + ψ1)2vµνv
µν + ψ0(1 + ψ1)vµνaµν − iψ1(1 + ψ1)2vµν [α̂µ||, α̂ν||]

+ i(1 + ψ1)(1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0)vµν [α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥] − iψ0ψ1(1 + ψ1)vµν([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])

− ψ0ψ1aµνV
µν + ψ0(1 + ψ1)aµνvµν + ψ2

0aµνa
µν − iψ0ψ1(1 + ψ1)aµν [α̂µ||, α̂ν||]

+ iψ0(1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0)aµν [α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥] − iψ2

0ψ1aµν([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])

+ iψ2
1(1 + ψ1)[α̂µ||, α̂ν||]V µν − iψ1(1 + ψ1)2[α̂µ||, α̂ν||]vµν

− iψ0ψ1(1 + ψ1)[α̂µ||, α̂ν||]aµν − ψ2
1(1 + ψ1)2[α̂µ||, α̂ν||][α̂µ||, α̂ν||]

+ ψ1(1 + ψ1)(1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0)[α̂µ||, α̂ν||][α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥] − ψ0ψ

2
1(1 + ψ1)[α̂µ||, α̂ν||]([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])

− iψ1(1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0)[α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥]V µν + i(1 + ψ1)(1 + ψ1 − ψ2

0)[α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥]vµν

+ ψ1(1 + ψ1)(1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0)[α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥][α̂µ||, α̂ν||] − (1 + ψ1 − ψ2

0)2[α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥][α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥]

+ ψ0ψ1(1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0)[α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥]([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])

+ iψ0ψ
2
1([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])V µν − iψ0ψ1(1 + ψ1)([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])vµν

− iψ2
0ψ1([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])aµν − ψ0ψ

2
1(1 + ψ1)([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])[α̂µ||, α̂ν||]

+ ψ0ψ1(1 + ψ1 − ϕ2
0)([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])[α̂µ⊥, α̂ν⊥]

− ψ2
0ψ

2
1([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥])([α̂µ⊥, α̂ν||] + [α̂µ||, α̂ν⊥]). (2.13)

Parity is defined as: xi → −xi, and Z → −Z where i are the conformally Minkowskian spatial

directions. When Aµ(x, Z) is odd then α⊥ is even and α|| is odd. Further, when Vµ is odd

then ψ0(Z) and ψ1(Z) are odd and even respectively. Since the coupling constants should be

scalar and even-Z parity. We found that the terms with (3α̂||s , 1α̂⊥ or 3α̂⊥s , 1α̂||) in (2.13)

are odd under the Parity transformation. Similarly, term like tr(α̂µ⊥α̂
µ
||) has been dropped

because of odd-Z parity at O(p2). At O(p2), we have the following Lagrangian [2, 83]:

L(2) ∋ F 2
π tr[α̂µ⊥α̂

µ
⊥] + aF 2

π tr[α̂µ||α̂
µ
||] − 1

2g2
YM

tr[VµνV µν ]. (2.14)



2.3. Holographic Computation of SU(3) LECs 41

At O(p4), SU(3) chiral perturbation theory Lagrangian is obtained as [2, 83]:

L(4) ∋ y1 tr[α̂µ⊥α̂
µ
⊥α̂ν⊥α̂

ν
⊥] + y2 tr[α̂µ⊥α̂ν⊥α̂

µ
⊥α̂

ν
⊥] + y3 tr[α̂µ||α̂

µ
||α̂ν||α̂

ν
||] + y4 tr[α̂µ||α̂ν||α̂

µ
||α̂

ν
||]

+ y5 tr[α̂µ⊥α̂
µ
⊥α̂ν||α̂

ν
||] + y6 tr[α̂µ⊥α̂ν⊥α̂

µ
||α̂

ν
||] + y7 tr[α̂µ⊥α̂ν⊥α̂

ν
||α̂

µ
||]

+ y8
{
tr[α̂µ⊥α̂

ν
||α̂ν⊥α̂

µ
||] + tr[α̂µ⊥α̂

µ
||α̂ν⊥α̂

ν
||

}
+ y9 tr[α̂µ⊥α̂ν||α̂

µ
⊥α̂

ν
||]

+ z1 tr[vµνvµν ] + z2 tr[aµνaµν ] + z3 tr[vµνV µν ] + iz4 tr[Vµνα̂µ⊥α̂ν⊥]

+ iz5 tr[Vµνα̂µ||α̂ν||] + iz6 tr[vµνα̂µ⊥α̂ν⊥] + iz7 tr[vµνα̂µ||α̂ν||] − iz8 tr
[
aµν

(
α̂µ⊥α̂

ν
|| + α̂µ||α̂

ν
⊥

)]
.(2.15)

where

α̂µ||/⊥ = i

2
(
ξRDµξ

†
R ± ξLDµξ

†
L

)
;Dµξ

†
R/L = ∂µξ

†
R/L − i(R/L)µξ†

R/L + iξ†
R/LVµ. (2.16)

vµν = 1
2
(
ξRRµνξ

†
R + ξLLµνξ

†
L

)
and aµν = 1

2
(
ξRRµνξ

†
R − ξLLµνξ

†
L

)
, (2.17)

Lµν = ∂[µLν] − i[Lµ,Lν ] and Rµν = ∂[µRν] − i[Rµ,Rν ] and Lµ = Vµ−Aµ and Rµ = Vµ+Aµ,

and ξ†
L(xµ) = ξR(xµ) = e

iπ(xµ)
Fπ . Coupling constants appearing in (2.14) and (2.15) are given

by the following radial integrals.

F 2
π = −VΣ2

4 << ψ̇2
0 >>,

aF 2
π = −VΣ2

4 << ψ̇2
1 >>,

1
g2

YM
= VΣ2

2 < ψ2
1 >,

y1 = −y2 = −VΣ2

2 < (1 + ψ1 − ψ0)2 >,

y3 = −y4 = −VΣ2

2 < ψ2
1(1 + ψ1)2 >,

y5 = −VΣ2 < ψ2
0ψ

2
1 >,

y6 = −y7 = −VΣ2 < ψ1(1 + ψ1)(1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0) >,

y8 = −y9 = −VΣ2 < ψ2
0ψ

2
1 >,

z1 = −VΣ2

4 < (1 + ψ1)2 >,
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z2 = −VΣ2

4 < ψ2
0 >,

z3 = VΣ2

2 < ψ1(1 + ψ1) >,

z4 = VΣ2 < ψ1(1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0),

z5 = −VΣ2 < ψ2
1(1 + ψ1) >,

z6 = −VΣ2 < (1 + ψ1)(1 + ψ1 − ψ2
0) >,

z7 = VΣ2 < ψ1(1 + ψ1)2 >,

z8 = VΣ2 < ψ2
0ψ1 >, (2.18)

where we have used the following notations.

<< A >>=
∫ ∞

0
V1(z)Adz, (2.19)

< A >=
∫ ∞

0
V2(z)Adz, (2.20)

and

VΣ2 = −TD6(2πα′)2

4

∫
dydθ2δ

θ2 − αθ2

N
3

10

. (2.21)

The simplified expressions of the radial integrals appearing in (2.18) are given in the appendix

A. Relation between SU(3) LECs of [87] (equation (2.1)) and couplings appearing from

holographic computation (equation (2.15)) was obtained in [91]:

Lr1 = Lr2
2 = −Lr3

6 = 1
32

(
1

g2
YM

− z4 + y2

)
, (2.22)

Lr9 = 1
8

(
2

g2
YM

− 2z3 − z4 − z6

)
, (2.23)

Lr10 = 1
4

(
− 1
g2
YM

+ 2z3 − 2z2 + 2z1

)
. (2.24)

Matching Holographic Result with the Phenomenological Data: We now dis-

cuss the matching of the one-loop renormalized O(p4) SU(3) χPT LECs obtained by us

with the phenomenological data given in the literature. We will also discuss the matching
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of F 2
π , gYM(ΛQCD = 0.4GeV,Λ = 1.1Gev, µ = Mρ) where “HLS-QCD” matching scale is

represented by Λ [97], while the renormalization scale is represented by µ. We showed that

Lr1,9,10 match exactly whereas Lr2,3 match up to the order of magnitude and signs.

• Step 1: Matching Lr1,2,3: Using (A.6), (A.12), (A.9), (A.10) and y2 = −y1 we

obtained:

Lr1 = Lr2
2 = −Lr3

6 = 1
32

(
1

g2
YM

− z4 + y2

)

= 1
143360

√
7(fr0 − 1)fr0gs

8 logNM4N8
fα

3
θ1CIR

ψ1
2Ω

3π(fr0 + 1)N7/5

×

−
4822335

√
2 8
√

3 4
√

7π3β
(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z + 2C(1)
θ1x

)
CIR
ϕ0

2ϵ9/4fr0(fr0 + 1)gs4M2N4
fα

9
θ1CIR

ψ1 N
2fr0 + 7

5

(fr0 − 1)3 (logN)3

+
430080

√
21β

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z + 2C(1)
θ1x

)
ϵ3(fr0 − 1)fr0gs

8 logNM4m0
2N3/5N8

fα
5
θ1CIR

ψ1
2

π(fr0 + 1)

+
64
√

7
π
(fr0 − 1)2gs

9 log r0M
4N8

f CIR
ψ1

2N
2fr0

3 − 3
5 Ω

(fr0 + 1)2 +
26880

√
7(fr0 − 1)gs9 log r0M

4N8
f CIR

ψ1
2N

2fr0
3 − 2

5 Ω
(fr0 + 1)2

−
8960

√
7(fr0 − 1)fr0gs

9 logNM4N8
fα

2
θ1CIR

ψ1
2N

2fr0
3 − 2

5 Ω
fr0 + 1

−
132269760

√
2 8
√

3 4
√

7π3CIR
ϕ0

2ϵ17/4fr0(fr0 + 1)2gs
4M2N4

fα
9
θ1CIR

ψ1 N
2fr0 + 7

5

(fr0 − 1)3 (logN)3

−
5160960

√
7ϵ2(fr0 − 1)fr0gs

8 logNM4N3/5N8
fα

5
θ1CIR

ψ1
2

π

−
195259926456 4

√
3π7CIR

ϕ0
4ϵ13/2fr0(fr0 + 1)4α15

θ1N
4fr0 + 11

5

(fr0 − 1)7 (logN)7

, (2.25)

where:

Ω ≡
(
7β
(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z + 2C(1)
θ1x

)
fr0

2γ2gs
2 (logN)2 M4 + 3456ϵ2(fr0 + 1)N2

)
. (2.26)
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Since, we are working up to O(β) and ϵ is small and therefore working up to O(ϵ2),

we found that (2.25) simplified as:

Lr1 = 1
143360

√
7(fr0 − 1)fr0gs

8 logNM4N8
fα

3
θ1

×

3π(fr0 + 1)N7/5

64
√

7
π
(fr0 − 1)2gs

9 log r0M
4N8

fN
2fr0

3 − 3
5

(fr0 + 1)2

+
26880

√
7(fr0 − 1)gs9 log r0M

4N8
fN

2fr0
3 − 2

5

(fr0 + 1)2 −
8960

√
7(fr0 − 1)fr0gs

9 logNM4N8
fα

2
θ1N

2fr0
3 − 2

5

fr0 + 1

−
5160960

√
7(fr0 − 1)fr0gs

8 logNM4N3/5N8
fα

5
θ1

π

(
ϵ2

Ω

). (2.27)

Further, we need to consider: fr0 = 1 − κ, 0 < κ ≪ 1 (from (2.34) and (2.35), will

be discussed later when we match Lr9 with the phenomenological value). Hence (2.27)

further simplified as:

Lr1 = 1
143360

√
7fr0gs

8 logNM4N8
fα

3
θ1

3π(fr0 + 1)N7/5

26880
√

7gs9 log r0M
4N8

f

(fr0 + 1)2

−
8960

√
7fr0gs

9 logNM4N8
fα

2
θ1

fr0 + 1 −
5160960

√
7fr0gs

8 logNM4N
1
3N8

fα
5
θ1

π

(
ϵ2

Ω

).(2.28)

In addition, considering that the log r0 in (2.28) is, in reality, log
(

r0
R
D5/D5

)
- RD5/D5 >

r0, where RD5/D5 denotes the separation between D5 − D5-branes; we realised from

(2.28) that in order to obtain a positive value (which is required by the phenomenolog-

ical value of Lr1), Ω < 0 is necessary. Note that, as demonstrated later in (2.31), fitting

with the experimentally determined value of the pion decay constant Fπ demands a

N -suppression in αθ1 , which implies that the N enhancement in the last term in (2.28)

is an artificial enhancement. Therefore, in order to make certain that one is not pick-

ing up a O
(

1
β

)
contribution in Lr1 from ϵ2

Ω in (2.28), in addition to make sure that the

last term in (2.28) required to partially compensate for the initial two terms that are

negative within the same (as clarified earlier) results in a positive Lr1, from (2.26), we
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set:

ϵ = λϵ

√
β

N
. (2.29)

In conclusion, when all of these findings are taken into account, along with the demand

that the value of Lexp
1 = 0.64×10−3, we get the following: Finally, combining the above

observations with the requirement to match the experimental value Lexp
1 = 0.64×10−3,

we implemented the following constraint:

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z + 2C(1)
θ1x

)
= −493.7(δ + 1)(fr0 + 1)λ2

ϵ

fr0
2γ2gs2 (logN)2 M4

,

δ =
0.053α3

θ1N
− 2fr0

3 −1

gs
. (2.30)

Because of this, we may deduce from (2.29) that the parameter ϵ serves as an expansion

parameter combining the 1
N

and β expansions. In addition, this is the first relationship

among large-N and higher derivative corrections in the framework of calM-theory,

which is the dual of large-N thermal QCD-like theories. This connection was made

achievable from the use of (2.30).

When we compare the theoretical values of Lr2,3 to their experimental values, as shown

in (2.25), we found that it is possible to obtain a match with the order of magnitude

and the sign of the value, but not with the precise numerical value.

• Step 2: Matching F 2
π : Now, using (2.30) and (A.6), we showed that the difference

of (A.11) and the experimental value of F 2
π = 0.0037N−

2fr0
3 −1

gs
2 is zero when:

αθ1 =
0.03 24

√
βgs

11/3 12
√
λϵ (logN)2/3 3

√
MN

2/3
f

3
√

CIR
ψ1 (1 − fr0)2/3N− fr0

3 − 13
60

3
√

CIR
ϕ0

3
√
fr0 + 1

. (2.31)

2F 2
π can be made to match the experimental value of 92.3MeV wherein from 0++-glueball mass [71], one

identifies: 1700
4 MeV ≡ r0√

4πgsN
.
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• Step 3: Matching Lr9: From [98], we have:

Lr9 = 1
8

(
2
g2

YM
− 2z3 − z4 − z6

)
. (2.32)

By using (2.30), (A.6) and (A.10), we obtained:

Lr9 = −0.0031(fr0 − 1)gsN
2fr0

3 + 4
5

(fr0 + 1)α3
θ1

. (2.33)

Now, assuming:

fr0 = 1 − ωα3
θ1 , (2.34)

where

ω = 4.6N− 2fr0
3 − 4

5

gs
, (2.35)

hence we get a match with the phenomenological/experimental value Lexp
9 = 6.9×10−3.

Substituting (2.34) - (2.35) into (2.30), we obtained:

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z + 2C(1)
θ1x

)
≈ − 987.4λ2

ϵ

γ2gs2 (logN)2 M4
. (2.36)

Consistency of (2.34), (2.35) and (2.31), setting 24
√
β ≈ β0.04 to unity (because of the

very small exponent of β), requires:

αθ1 =
11.33 3

√
CIR
ϕ0N

55/36

gs
12
√
λϵ

3
√
MNf

2/3 3
√

CIR
ψ1 log

2
3 (N)

. (2.37)

• Step 4: Matching g2
YM(ΛQCD = 0.4GeV, Λ = 1.1GeV, µ = Mρ): Similarly, g2

YM can

be chosen to match the experimental value 36 (at ΛQCD = 0.3GeV and the HLS-QCD

matching scale “Λ′′ = 1.1GeV [97]) and renormalization scale µ = Mρ by imposing:

12δN

α2
θ1

(
855.11β3/2(δ+1)λ3

ϵm02

fr0
2γ2gs2(logN)2M4 + 12N

) = 36, (2.38)
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which was affected by the following:

γ =
106λ3/2

ϵ m0β
3/4αθ1

√
8.4(δ + 1)

fr0gs (logN)M
√
N
(
3.27 × 109δ − 1.18 × 1011α2

θ1

) (2.39)

We obtained an upper bound on CIR
ϕ0 from the expression (2.39) by demanding that the

argument of the square root in the denominator of (2.39) be positive:

CIR
ϕ0 <

1.04 × 10−13 8
√
β(fr0 − 1)2gs

2 4
√
λϵMN2

f CIR
ψ1 N

−3fr0 − 73
20 log2(N)

fr0 + 1 . (2.40)

• Step 5: Matching Lr10: Now, using (A.6), (2.30), (A.10) and [98], [99] (This also

gives the UV-finite portion of the rho − pi one-loop correction through the use of a

“a(Mρ)” factor with a value equal to 2), for Nf = 3, we showed that:

Lr10 = 1
4

(
− 1
g2

YM
+ 2z3 − 2z2 + 2z1

)
+ 11Nfa(Mρ)

96(4π)2

= 0.47gsN
2fr0

3 +1

αθ1

−
8640.gsN5/3α2

θ1

gsN5/3 − 1831.63α3
θ1

+ 4.4 × 10−3. (2.41)

Since, Lr10 = −5.5 × 10−3, the following is the value that we were able to achieve for

the θ1 delocalization parameter αθ1 :

αθ1 = −2.8 × 10−14gsN
5
3 +

√
4.2 × 10−6 − 2.9 × 10−11g2

sN
10
3

2 . (2.42)

This indicates that N < 140 for the case where gs = 0.1. For gs = 0.1, this implies

N < 140. For the purpose of the numerical calculation, we set N = 102, gs = 0.1, and

M = Nf = 3. We then obtained the following non-linear relation between CIR
ψ1 , λϵ and

CIR
ϕ0 (considered that they also satisfy (2.40):

1.6 3
√

CIR
ϕ0

λ
1

12
ϵ

3
√

CIR
ψ1

= 10−7. (2.43)
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2.4 Summary

In this chapter, we computed the LECs of SU(3) chiral perturbation theory from the type

IIA string dual inclusive of O(R4) corrections. We constructed the SU(3) Lagrangian and

obtained the coupling constants from the radial integrals quoted in appendix A. We already

mention in the beginning of this chapter that we have used the results of [2, 83] to do our

calculations in this chapter. My contribution has been presented in this chapter.

On matching LECs computed holographically with their phenomenological/experimental

values, it turns out that a particular combination of integration constants, (Cth
zz−Cth

θ1z+2Cth
θ1x),

is appearing in all the LECs of SU(3) chiral perturbation theory Lagrangian up to O(p4).

Here, Cth
MN are integration constants appearing in solutions to O(R4) corrections as worked

out in [2] to the MQGP metric for the thermal gravitational dual. This combination, (Cth
zz −

Cth
θ1z +2Cth

θ1x), encodes information about the compact part of non-compact four cycle around

which flavor D7-branes are wrapping in type IIB setup. The key results of this chapter are

summarized below.

1. To match our results of the one-loop renormalized χPT Lagrangian’s LECs Lr1,2,3,9,10, F
2
π , gSU(3)

with the experimental values, we had to fix the eight non-zero parameters listed below

for the given values of N,M,Nf in the MQGP limit (1.39):

(a) a linear combination of integration constants ((Cth
zz − Cth

θ1z + 2Cth
θ1x)) appearing in

the solutions of the EOMs of the O(R4) M-theory uplift’s metric components

GM
zz,θ1z,θ1x

3;

(b) integral constants, CIR
ψ1,ϕ0

4

3It turns out that there is a specific combination of only three costants of integration that emerges while
matching χPT LECs up to O(p4). Although in theory there are additional constants of integration that exist
in other O(R4) M-theory metric components, it has been found that there is only one such combination.
Even though it is not clear the reason why this particular combination, yet it is naturally obvious that it
uses GM

zz,θ1z,θ1x
as these simply belong to the S3, portion of the non-compact four-cycle wrapped around the

flavor D7-branes in the type IIB dual of [14]; these D7-flavor branes are (triple) T dualized to the type IIA
D6 flavor branes. In view of fact, this is a very non-trivial signature of the four-cycle that is enveloped by
the type IIB D7-branes. It manifests itself as O(R4)-corrections to the MQGP background, which leads to
an uplift of thermal QCD-like theories.

4It is possible to self-consistently set the CUV
ψ1,ϕ0

value to zero occurring in the solutions of the EOMs in
the IR of the ρ meson and the π meson respectively.
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(c) ϵ (or equivalently λϵ since ϵ = λϵ

√
β

N
), γ appearing in a =

(
b+ γO

(
gsM2

N

))
r0;

(d) delocalization parameter αθ1 of θ1;

(e) tension of D6-brane or equivalently α′;

(f) fr0 as in r0 = N− fr0
3

All the above points are summarised in the table 2.3.

S. No. Quantities whose Parameters of the holographic dual Equation numbers
experimental values used for fitting

are fitted to
1. Lr1,2,3 Specific linear combination of (2.30)

constants of integration appearing in [using (2.29)]
solutions to O(R4) corrections

to M-theory metric components
GM
zz,θ1z,θ1x; fr0 ; γ;λϵ;

O(R4) − 1
N

connection: (2.29)
a− r0 relation must have

an ϵ ∼ l3p
N

contribution
at O

(
gsM2

N

)0

2. F 2
π ; Lr9 fr0 ;αθ1 ; CIR

ϕ0 ; CIR
ψ1 ;λϵ (2.31), (2.33)-(2.37)[consistency

check]
3. gSU(3) γ; upper bound on CIR

ϕ0 (2.39), (2.40)
4. Lr10 αθ1 ; CIR

ϕ0 ; CIR
ψ1 (2.42) - (2.43) [even though

specific values of N,M,Nf , gs
chosen, but can find analog of

(2.43) ∀N < 140 (2.42)
respecting (1.39)]

Table 2.3: An Overview of the agreement between the theoretical and experimental Values of
one-Loop Renormalized χPT LECs, F 2

π , and g2
SU(3).

2. In addition, the normalisation condition of the ρ-meson profile function ψ1(Z) (n = 1

mode) is used to determine the integration constants CUV
ψ1 appearing in the solution

to ψ1(Z) EOM in the UV, in terms of CIR
ψ1 , fr0 , γ, ϵ, λϵ and TD6 or equivalently α′ (via

“VΣ2”);
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3. Further, the normalization condition of the ρ-meson profile function ψ1(Z) (n = 1

mode) is used to determine the constant of integration CUV
ψ1 appearing in the solution

to ψ1(Z) in the UV, in terms of CIR
ψ1 , fr0 , γ, ϵ, λϵ and TD6 or equivalently α′ (via “VΣ2”); it

had been shown that we were able to set CUV
ψ1 = 0 in a manner that was self-consistent.

4. If one were to take the expression for TD6/α
′/VΣ2 derived above from the normalisation

condition of ψ1(Z) and substitute it into the normalisation condition for the profile

function ϕ0(Z), one would be able to self-consistently set CUV
ϕ0 = 0.



CHAPTER 3

DECONFINEMENT PHASE

TRANSITION IN THERMAL QCD-LIKE

THEORIES AT INTERMEDIATE

COUPLING IN THE ABSENCE AND

PRESENCE OF ROTATION

3.1 Introduction

We can compute the corrections to the infinite-’t Hooft-coupling limit as done in [100] using

gauge/gravity duality, but this time using an AdS background. They used terms quartic in

the Weyl tensor to include higher-derivative corrections on the gravity side. From the gauge

theory point of view, there is a SU(N) supersymmetric Yang-Mills plasma with N = 4 SUSY

at an intermediate ’t Hooft coupling. They provided an explanation for the transport peak

that appeared in the spectral function of the stress-energy tensor at zero spatial momentum

51
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in the small frequency zone. This is a characteristic of perturbative plasma generally.

Different bottom-up models built from gauge/gravity duality have been used to study

QCD at strong coupling, whereas perturbation theory has been used to study it at weak

coupling. The Sakai-Sugimoto model [90] is a well-known top-down holographic type IIA

dual, although one that only works in the infrared. [14] and its M-theory uplift [15] are

the only UV-complete (type IIB) top-down holographic dual of QCD-like theories at strong

coupling that we are aware of. Based on the hard-thermal-loop perturbation theory (HTLpt),

authors in [101] have investigated QCD thermodynamic functions at intermediate coupling.

Gauge/gravity duality can also be used to explore the intermediate coupling regime of QCD.

The authors obtained O(l6p) corrections to the M-theory metric in the [1], as explained in

chapter 1, in order to proceed in this direction.

In general theories of gravity, Wald provided a formula to determine black hole entropy

[102]. He thought about the Lagrangian that results from the diffeomorphism invariant

classical theory of gravity in n dimensions. Noether charge is a (n−2)-form in these theories

of gravity, and the (n− 2)-form Noether charge’s integral across its bifurcate killing horizon

will yield the black hole’s entropy. Therefore, for stationary black holes with bifurcate killing

horizons, entropy equals Noether charge. A formula to calculate entropy for dynamical black

holes was made in [103].

Every physical phenomenon has an energy/distance scale that defines it. RG group

flow is used to move from UV to IR. However, short-range physics begins to interact with

long-range physics in noncommutative field theories and string theory, a process known as

UV/IR mixing. UV divergences in real ϕ4 theory defined on commutative space are changed

into infrared poles in the identical theory defined on noncommutative space as a result of

UV/IR mixing, for example. There are further examples that are nicely explained in [104].

Theoretical models of gravity are nonlocal. As a result, UV/IR mixing might be present

in such theories. In the gauge/gravity duality, the energy scale in the gauge theory side

matches with the radial coordinate in gravitational theory. In the context of the AdS/CFT

correspondence, the authors looked at the “I.R.-U.V.” connection and demonstrated how

infrared phenomena in bulk theory are turned into ultravoilet phenomena in boundary theory
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[105]. In particular, the job of the ultraviolet regulator in the N = 4 super Yang Mills

theory is played by the infrared regulator in the bulk theory. It’s fascinating that in our

work, matching at the deconfinement temperature, M-theory actions dual to the thermal

and black-hole backgrounds at the UV-cut-off, and obtaining a relationship between the

O(R4) metric corrections in the IR, a specific type of UV-IR connection manifests itself.

Using a semiclassical analysis, we determined the deconfinement temperature of QCD-

like theory at the intermediate coupling using gauge/gravity duality, as was first discussed

in [4]. The confinement-deconfinement phase transition in large Nc gauge theories could also

be discussed from the perspective of entanglement entropy [106]. In this procedure, one must

divide one of the spatial coordinates into a segment of length l and the other segment in order

to calculate the entanglement entropy among both of them. Ryu and Takayanagi provided

rules in [107] on how to calculate entanglement entropy from AdS/CFT correspondence.

There are two surfaces-connected and disconnected-as explained in [106]. It has a critical

value, which is indicated by the symbol lcrit . It is the connected surface which takes over

entanglement entropy if we are below the critical point of l, or l < lcrit , and it is the

disconnected surface if we are above the critical value of l, or l > lcrit . These two regions

correspond to the confining and deconfining phases of large Nc gauge theories, respectively.

Therefore, we can interpret this as a phase transition for large Nc gauge theories involving

confinement-deconfinement phases.

In noncentral relativistic heavy ion collisions (RHIC), a fluid known as quark-gluon

plasma (QGP) is created. According to experimental findings from the RHIC collabora-

tion, the angular momentum and angular velocity of this rotating fluid are on the order of

103ℏ and ω ∼ 6 MeV, respectively. In [108], the authors applied hydrodynamic simulations of

heavy ion collisions and found ω ∼ 20−40 MeV. Considering the results mentioned above, a

top-down analysis employing gauge-gravity duality of the effect of rotation on the deconfine-

ment temperature of thermal QCD-like theories will be very interesting, with this motivation

we obtained deconfinement temperature of thermal QCD from a top-down approach in [5].

The authors in [109] examined the consequences of rotating plasma on the deconfinement

temperature of QCD in Hard wall and Soft wall models, and they discovered that decon-
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finement temperature of QCD decreases as angular velocity of the plasma increases. Similar

works using a bottom-up method are available in [110–112].

3.2 Deconfinement Phase Transition in Thermal QCD-

Like Theories in the Absence of Rotation

In this section, we will discuss the deconfinement phase transition of thermal QCD-like

theories at intermediate coupling without including the effect of rotation.

3.2.1 Tc from Semi-classical Method

Here, we’ll detail how we implemented Witten’s proposal [4] to obtain the deconfinement

temperature thermal QCD by applying the gauge/gravity duality and holographic renormal-

ization of the eleven-dimensional supergravity action via 3.2.1.1, 3.2.1.2, and 3.2.1.3.

The M-theory dual for high temperatures, that is, temperatures that are higher than

the critical temperature Tc, will entail a black hole with the metric presented by:

ds2
11 = e− 2ϕIIA

3

 1√
h(r, θ1,2)

(
−g(r)dt2 +

(
dx1

)2
+
(
dx2

)2
+
(
dx3

)2
)

+
√
h(r, θ1,2)

(
dr2

g(r) + ds2
IIA(r, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ)

)+ e
4ϕIIA

3

(
dx11 + A

F IIB
1 +F IIB

3 +F IIB
5

IIA

)2
,(3.1)

where AF
IIB
i=1,3,5

IIA represent the type IIA RR 1-forms that were derived using the triple T/SYZ-

dual of the type IIB F IIB
1,3,5 fluxes found in the type IIB holographic dual of [14], and the black

hole function g(r) = 1 − r4
h

r4
1. For temperatures below the critical temperature, denoted by

1See appendix B.1 for the explicit metric components.
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the notation T < Tc, the metric is represented by a thermal gravitational dual:

ds2
11 = e− 2ϕIIA

3

 1√
h(r, θ1,2)

(
−dt2 +

(
dx1

)2
+
(
dx2

)2
+ g̃(r)

(
dx3

)2
)

+
√
h(r, θ1,2)

(
dr2

g̃(r) + ds2
IIA(r, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ)

)+ e
4ϕIIA

3

(
dx11 + A

F IIB
1 +F IIB

3 +F IIB
5

IIA

)2
,(3.2)

where g̃(r) = 1 − r4
0
r4 and h(r, θ1,2) is warp factor in type IIB string theory [14, 15]. One

notes that in (3.1), t → x3, x3 → t, and that after performing a double Wick rotation

in the newly generated x3, t coordinates, one finds (3.2). In sum, this means: −gBH
tt (rh →

r0) = gx3x3 Thermal(r0), gBH
x3x3(rh → r0) = −gtt Themal(r0) in the findings [1, 113]. For further

information on type IIA Euclidean/black D4-branes, see the work of Kruczenski et al [29].

We assumed that world volume of the spatial part of the solitonic M3 brane (equivalent

to solitonic M5-brane wrapped around a homologous sum of two-spheres [61]) is R2(x1,2) ×

S1(x3) where S1(x3) has the period 2π
MKK

with MKK = 2r0
L2

[
1 + O

(
gsM2

N

)]
and L = (4πgsN)

1
4

because r0 is very small IR cut-off for thermal background. Hence, limMKK→0 R2(x1,2) ×

S1(x3) = R3(x1,2,3) implies the four dimensional physics. We took g̃(r) = 1 in (3.2) for the

computation of Tc.

If we assume that the periods of the thermal circles in the black hole and thermal cal M-

theory backgrounds are βBH,Th, then at r = RUV: βBH

√
GBH
tt = βTh

√
GTh
tt , and at T = Tc [4],

βBH /
∫
M11

(
LBH

EH + LBH
GHYδ(r − RUV) + LBH

O(R4)

)
= βTh /

∫
M11

(
LTh

EH + LTh
GHYδ(r − RUV) + LTh

O(R4)

)
,

(3.3)

where /
∫

does not include the coordinate integral of x0 which implies:


√√√√1 − r4

h

R4
UV

−1 ∫
M10

(
LBH

EH + LBH
GHYδ(r − RUV) + LBH

O(R4)

)
=
∫
M̃10

(
LTh

EH + LTh
GHYδ(r − RUV) + LTh

O(R4)

)
. (3.4)

Derivation of the On-Shell Action: The following is the structure of the supergravity
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action in κ2
11 = 1-units that corresponds to calM -theory in the presence of O(R4) terms.

SD=11 = 1
2

∫
M11

√
−GM

(
R − G2

4
2.4! + β

(
J0 − E8

2

))

+ 2
∫
∂M11

√
−hK − 1

6

∫
M11

C3 ∧G4 ∧G4 + 4π2
∫
M11

C3 ∧X8

, (3.5)

that results in an EOM:

RMN − GMN

2 R − 1
12

(
GMPQRG

PQR
N − GMN

8 G2
4

)
= −β

[
GMN

2

(
J0 − E8

2

)
+ δ

δGMN

(
J0 − E8

2

)]
. (3.6)

Using the trace of (3.6), we obtained:

− 9
2R + G2

4
32 = −β

[
11
2

(
J0 − E8

2

)
+GMN δ

δGMN

(
J0 − E8

2

)]

≈ −β
[

11
2 J0 +GMN δJ0

δGMN

]
, (3.7)

wherever there is a justification for the estimate in [1]. Let us write R = R(0) + βR,K =

K(0) +βK,C3 = C
(0)
3 +βC3, etc., in [1], it is also demonstrated that one is capable of setting

C3 = 0 . Therefore,

G2
4 = 144R(0),

J0 ≈ 9
11R

(1) − 2
11G

MN δJ0

δGMN
. (3.8)

Hence, on-shell action up to O(β) using X8(M11) = 0 [15] is obtained as:

Son−shell
D=11 = −1

2

[
−2S(0)

EH+2S(0)
GHY+β

(
20
11SEH − 2

∫
M11

(√
−GM

)(1)
R(0) + 2SGHY − 2

11

∫
M11

√
−GMGMN δJ0

δGMN

)]
,

(3.9)

where
(√

−GM
)(1)

= G
(1)
M

2
√

−G(0)
M

.
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3.2.1.1 Black Hole Background Uplift (Relevant to T > Tc) and Holographic

Renormalization of On-Shell D = 11 Action

In this chapter, we worked near the Ouyang embedding implemented by the following coor-

dinate patches [66]:

θ1 = αθ1

N
1
5
, θ2 = αθ2

N
3

10
. (3.10)

The following expression is what we computed the IR Einstein-Hilbert term:

√
−GMR

∣∣∣∣IR
Ouyang

∼ −
b2gs

3/4logN3MNf
3rh

4 log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)
log

(
1 − rh

Rbh
D5/D5

)
(1 − β(Cbh

zz − 2Cbh
θ1z + 3Cbh

θ1x))

N
5
4 Rbh

D5/D5
3(r − rh) sin3 θ1 sin2 θ2

.

(3.11)

Performing now the angular integration for the previously stated equation,
∫ ∫

dθ1dθ2
1

sin3 θ1 sin2 θ2
= 1

8 cot(θ2)
(

csc2
(
θ1

2

)
− sec2

(
θ1

2

)
− 4 log

(
sin
(
θ1

2

))
+ 4 log

(
cos
(
θ1

2

)))
(3.12)

which simplifies near (3.10) as given below:

∫ π−αθ1N
− 1

5

θ1=αθ1N
− 1

5

∫ π−αθ2N
− 3

10

θ2=αθ2N
− 3

10

dθ1dθ2

sin3 θ1 sin2 θ2
∼ N

7
10

α2
θ1αθ2

+ O
(
N

3
10
)
. (3.13)

We derived the following expression for the action density (for Einstein-Hilbert term) in the

IR by utilizing equation (3.13) and carrying out radial integration of (3.11):

∫Rbh
D5−D5

r=rh
∫ π−αθ1N

− 1
5

θ1=αθ1N
− 1

5

∫ π−αθ2N
− 3

10

θ2=αθ2N
− 3

10

√
−GMR

∣∣∣∣∣
Ouyang

V4
∼

−
b2gs

3/4logN3MNf
3rh

4 log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)
log

(
1 − rh

Rbh
D5/D5

)
(1 − β(Cbh

zz − 2Cbh
θ1z + 3Cbh

θ1x))

N
11
20 Rbh

D5/D5
4
α2
θ1αθ2

,

(3.14)
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where Rbh
D5−D5 ≡

√
3abh, with the resolution parameter, abh =

(
1√
3 + ϵbh + O

(
gsM2

N

))
rh of

the blown up S2 [1]. In addition, there is one additional term that appears in the on-shell

action as stated in the equation (3.9), and the simplified version of that term is as follows:
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. (3.15)

The version of the Einstein-Hilbert term pertaining to the ultraviolet(UV) region is:

√
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∣∣∣UV

Ouyang
= −

4
(
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)
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3

9
√

3 4
√
πgs9/4N
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f (2logN log r + logN + 3(1 − 6log r)log r) + 2gs(2log r + 1)NUV
f log

( 1
4αθ1αθ2

)
+ 8πlog r

)
≈

4MUVr
3 (34 log2(r) + 14 log(r) − 1

)
9
√

3 4
√
πgs13/4NUV

f N
5
4 sin3 θ1 sin2 θ2 logN(2 log(r) + 1)

, (3.16)

where the correction terms, O
(

1
logN

)
, have been removed to make the computation sim-

pler. Since,
∫ r3(34 log2(r)+14 log(r)−1)

2 log(r)+1 = 1
16

(
4Ei(4 log(r)+2)

e2 + r4(68 log(r) − 23)
)

+ constant. The

following UV finite Einstein-Hilbert term was consequently found:

(
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. (3.17)

The following is the part that make up the EH action’s contribution to UV divergent:

SEH
UV−div ∼

MUVR4
UV log

(
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Rbh
D5/D5

)
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s

13/4Rbh
D5/D5

4logNNUV
f N

11
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Up to O(β), the UV-finite boundary Gibbons-Hawking-York contribution is found to be:

(
1 + r4
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2R4
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.(3.19)

The GHY term’s UV-divergent contribution is as follows:

SGHY
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log
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D5/D5

)
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11
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. (3.20)

We showed that the contribution from the higher derivative term is as follows, up to O(β0):
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; (3.21)

utilizing:

−
∫
dr

r3 log(r)
(2 log(r) + 1)7

= 1
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(3.22)
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The higher derivative term that gives rise to the UV finite contribution was found to be:

(
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The following has been utilized. The most dominating term in
√

−GMGMN δJ0
δGMN is

− 8MUVr
3 log(r)

177147πgUV
s

4(2log r+1)7N39/20NUV
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√
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. Since:∫
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Therefore, it is important to highlight that the contribution of UV-finite to:(
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√
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,

which ends up being the case: O

 r4
h

log
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)
-suppressed in comparison to
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R
D5/D5

√
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. Additionally, UV divergence contribution was found

from higher derivative term as:
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In addition, we observe that the surface counter term that neutralizes UV divergence is
emerging via higher derivative term is provided by the expression that follows when r is held
constant.

β
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Using:
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(

−6 log
(

sin
(
θ1

2

))
+ 6 log

(
cos
(
θ1

2

))
− 1
)

− 15 cos(3θ1) log
(

sin
(
θ1

2

))
− 61

)
− 1259712(cos(2θ2) − 2) cot(θ2) csc2(θ2)

(
log
(

cos
(
θ1

2

))
− log

(
sin
(
θ1

2

)))}]
,

(3.26)

We found that small values of θ1,2 produced the most significant effect. Therefore,
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√
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√
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Because of this, the simpler version of the counter term is as follows:
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Further,
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By matching the results of (3.24) with those of (3.25), one is able to impose the following:

log3 N

log
 RUV
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5

NUV
f

2 ∼ NUV
f

8/3 log
11
3 (N), (3.30)

results in:
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(
log
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D5/D5

)) 15
2

logN . (3.31)

Holographic Renormalization When T > Tc: It has been found that the form of the
UV-divergent part of the on-shell action (3.9) for the black hole backdrop is as follows:
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(
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As a result, the following are the necessary counter terms in order to cancel out the UV-
divergences:
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√
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where the second term of (3.33) is worked out in (3.28), and
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3.2.1.2 Thermal Background Uplift (Relevant to T < Tc) and Holographic Renor-

malization of On-Shell D = 11 Action

In the limit of large N , as well as in the infrared, the fMN EOMs associated with the

thermal background become algebraic. Writing below just those components that receive a

non-trivial O(β) contributions, below is the O(β)-corrected MQGP metric for the thermal

background in the IR in the ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2-coordinate patches.
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The Einstein-Hilbert term pertaining to the thermal background, which works in the infrared

close to (3.10), is:
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(3.36)

where Rth
D5/D5 =

√
3ath, the resolution parameter ath =
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EH, IR, but we will not provide them here because they do not shed any new
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In the ultraviolet(UV), the equivalent Einstein-Hilbert term is:
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implying:

∫ π−αθ1N
− 1

5

θ1=αθ1N
− 1

5

∫ π−αθ2N
− 3

10

θ2=αθ2N
− 3

10

∫RUV
R
D5−D5

dr
√

−GMR

∣∣∣∣∣
UV−Finite

Ouyang

V4

∼ −κβ
0,0

EH, UV

∫ π−αθ1N
− 1

5

θ1=αθ1N
− 1

5

∫ π−αθ2N
− 3

10

θ2=αθ2N
− 3

10

MUVN
UV
f

(
− 121r04

16Rth
D5/D5

4 − 6r02

Rth
D5/D5

2 + 2
)

gUV
s

5/4N
5
4 sin3 θ1 sin2 θ2

. (3.39)

Hence, the UV finite Einstein-Hilbert term, after carrying out the radial and angular integrals

of the preceding equation is obtained as:

∫ π−αθ1N
− 1

5

θ1=αθ1N
− 1

5

∫ π−αθ2N
− 3

10

θ2=αθ2N
− 3

10

∫RUV
R
D5−D5

dr
√

−GMR

∣∣∣∣∣
UV−Finite

Ouyang

V4

∼ −κβ
0,0

EH, UV

MUVN
UV
f

(
− 121r04

16Rth
D5/D5

4
1

α2
θ1
αθ2

− 6r02

Rth
D5/D5

2 + 2
)

gUV
s

5/4N
11
20

1
α2
θ1αθ2

. (3.40)

The Einstein-Hilbert divergent term for the thermal background in the UV region is:

SUV−divergent
EH−thermal

V4
∼
κβ

0,2
EH, UV

4
MUVN

UV
f R4

UV

Rth
D5/D5

4
gUV
s

5/4N
11
20

1
α2
θ1αθ2

. (3.41)

For a thermal background up to O(β), the UV-finite portion of the boundary Gibbons-

Hawking-York term is calculated to be:

∫ √
−hMK

∣∣∣r=RUV UV−finite

Ouyang

V4
∼

r0
4

κβ0,UV−finite
GHY

gs3MUV
2 log

(
RUV

Rth
D5/D5

)
N

11
20

1
α2
θ1
αθ2


Rth
D5/D5

4
gs21/4MUV

. (3.42)
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The Gibbons-Hawking-York term in thermal background has an additional UV divergence

component, which is:

SUV−divergent
GHY

V4
= −κβ

0, UV−div
GHY

log
(

RUV
Rth
D5/D5

)
MUVRUV

4

Rth
D5/D5

4
gUV
s

9/4N
11
20α2

θ1αθ2

. (3.43)

We also showed that the contribution from the higher derivative term in the IR, up to O(β0),

is:

GMN δJ0

δGMN

∣∣∣∣∣
IR

Ouyang
∼

(
19683

√
6 sin6 θ1 + 6642 sin2 θ2 sin3 θ1 − 40

√
6 sin4 θ2

)
ϵ8gs9/4logN2N

6
5 sin4 θ1 sin2 θ2Nf

2

Nf

{
logN − 3 log

(
r0

Rth
D5/D5

)}2/3 ,

(3.44)

implying:
∫R

D5/D5
r0

√
−GM GMN δJ0

δGMN

∣∣
Ouyang

V4
∼

MNfr0
2
(

1 − r0
Rth
D5/D5

)2
log
(

r0
Rth
D5/D5

)
ϵ8gslogN2N21/20Rth

D5/D5
2

(
−6642αθ1

3αθ2
2 + 19683

√
6αθ1

6 log
(
αθ1

2 5√
N

)
− 20

√
6αθ2

4
)

3αθ1
6αθ2

3

× κβ
0, IR
GMN

δJ0
δGMN

{
logN − 9 log

(
r0

Rth
D5/D5

)}[
logN − 3 log

(
r0

Rth
D5/D5

)]2

. (3.45)

In addition, the contribution arising from the higher derivative term in the UV near (3.10)

is:

GMN δJ0

δGMN

∣∣∣∣∣
UV

Ouyang
= gUV

s

1/4log r̃MUV

(
19683 sin6 θ1 + 1107

√
6 sin2 θ2 sin3 θ1 − 40 sin4 θ2

)
gUV
s

17/4logN3(2log r̃ + 1)7N39/20NUV
f

2
r̃ sin7 θ1 sin4 θ2

×

−κβ
0,0
GMN δJ0

δGMN

a4
(
64log r̃3 + 208log r̃2 + 212log r̃ + 57

)

− κβ
0,1
GMN δJ0

δGMN

8a2
(
4log r̃2 + 15log r̃ + 9

)
r̃ − κβ

0,2
GMN δJ0

δGMN

r̃3

, (3.46)
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where r̃ ≡ r
Rth
D5/D5

, Therefore, the UV-finite component of the aforementioned equation, after

angular and radial integration, found as:

∫ π−αθ1N
− 1

5

θ1=αθ1N
− 1

5

∫ π−αθ2N
− 3

10

θ2=αθ2N
− 3

10

∫RUV
R
D5/D5

√
−GM GMN δJ0

δGMN

∣∣∣UV−finite

Ouyang

V4

∼ −κβ
0, UV−finite
GMN δJ0

δGMN

MUV

gUV
s

4logN3N21/20NUV
f

2

×

 a2

Rth
D5/D5

2 + 1


(
−6642αθ1

3αθ2
2 + 19683

√
6αθ1

6 log
(
αθ1

2 5√
N

)
− 20

√
6αθ2

4
)

3αθ1
6αθ2

3

 .(3.47)

The UV-differential portion of the equation (3.46) was further deduced as:

∫ π−αθ1N
− 1

5

θ1=αθ1N
− 1

5

∫ π−αθ2N
− 3

10

θ2=αθ2N
− 3

10

∫RUV
R
D5/D5

√
−GM GMN δJ0

δGMN

∣∣∣UV−divergent

Ouyang

V4

= κβ
0, UV−div
GMN δJ0

δGMN

1
gUV
s
MUVRUV

4

Rth
D5/D5

4
gUV
s

9/2N21/20NUV
f

8/3 log
11
3 (N) log

(
RUV

Rth
D5/D5

)

×

(
−6642αθ1

3αθ2
2 + 19683

√
6αθ1

6 log
(
αθ1

2 5√
N

)
− 20

√
6αθ2

4
)

3αθ1
6αθ2

3 . (3.48)

We found that:

∫ √
−h

V4

∣∣∣∣∣
r=RUV

= κβ
0

√
−h

(
1

gUV
s

)7/3
MUVRUV

4 log
(

RUV
R
D5/D5

)
NRth

D5/D5
4

×
∫ π−αθ1N

− 1
5

θ1=αθ1N
− 1

5

∫ π−αθ2N
− 3

10

θ2=αθ2N
− 3

10

dθ1dθ2

sin3 θ1 sin2 θ2

= κβ
0

√
−h

(
1

gUV
s

)7/3
MUVRUV

4 log
(

RUV
R
D5/D5

)
N

3
10α2

θ1αθ2Rth
D5/D5

4 ≡ κ
(0)√

−h@∂M11

 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

4

log
 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

 ,
∫ √

−hR
V4

∣∣∣∣∣
UV−div

r=RUV

∼

(
1
gs

)2/3
MUVN

UV
f RUV

4

N
11
10 Rth

D5/D5
4
√
gsUVα2

θ1αθ2

≡ κβ
0

√
−hR@∂M11

R4
UV,
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∫ √
−hK
V4

∣∣∣∣∣
UV−div

r=RUV

= −κβ
0, UV−div

GHY@∂M11

log
(

RUV
Rth
D5/D5

)
MUVRUV

4

Rth
D5/D5

4
gUV
s

9/4N
11
20α2

θ1αθ2

,

β

∫ √
−h Gmn δJ0

δGmn

∣∣∣Ouyang

r=RUV

V4
∼ −

MUVRUV
4β
(
−19683

√
6
)

Rth
D5/D5

4
gUV
s

47/12logN2
{

log
(

RUV
Rth
D5/D5

)}6

N13/10NUV
f

2
α3
θ2

≡ βκ
(0)
√

−hGmn@∂M11
δJ0
δGmn

(
RUV

R
D5/D5

)4

log6
(

RUV
Rth
D5/D5

) . (3.49)

Let us assume the following in relation to (3.48) and the fourth equation in (3.49):

log
 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

6

N−υ+ 4
5 = log

 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

N 11
20 , (3.50)

or

log
 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

 = N
4υ−1

20 . (3.51)

Assuming additionally that υ = 1
4 + ϵ,

log
 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

 ∼ 1 + ϵ

5 logN. (3.52)

Given (3.30), we can then say

NUV
f = 1

logN + ϵ1 : 0 < ϵ1 ≪ 1, (3.53)

log
 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

 ∼ 1 + 2ϵ1

15 logN. (3.54)

Based on the values found in (3.52) and (3.54), ϵ1 = 3
2ϵ.

Holographic Renormalization When T < Tc: The UV-divergent contribution of 1
2

−7
2S

(0)
EH+
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2S(0)
GHY

 was derived from the preceding discussion as follows:

κ̃β
0,1

UV−div

 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

4

+ κ̃β
0,2

UV−div

 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

4

log
 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

 . (3.55)

The following can be deduced from (3.49):

• The counter term for κ̃β
0,1

UV−div

(
RUV

Rth
D5/D5

)4

is
∫
r=RUV

√
−h(0)R(0);

• Counter term to cancel the UV divergence, κ̃β
0,2

UV−div

(
RUV

Rth
D5/D5

)4

log
(

RUV
Rth
D5/D5

)
is
∫
r=RUV

√
−h.

3.2.1.3 Tc Inclusive of O(R4) Corrections

Here, we’ll use the on-shell action comparison between black hole and thermal backgrounds

to determine the deconfinement temperature using information gathered from 3.2.1.1 and

3.2.1.2. We will also describe a variant of the UV-IR connection that emerges from the

O(R4) terms.

We showed that leading order terms in N, log
(

RUV
R
D5/D5

)
and rh

R
D5/D5

corresponding to the

black hole and thermal backgrounds have the following forms:

(
1 + r4

h

2R4
UV

)
SBHD=11, on−shellUV−finite ∼

2κbh
GHYMUVrh

4 log
(

RUV
Rbh
D5/D5

)
gs9/4N11/20α2

θ1αθ2

+
2Cbh

θ1xκ
IR(√

−GM
)(1)

R(0)

+
20
(
−Cbh

zz + 2Cbh
θ1z − 3Cbh

θ1x

)
κβ, IR

EH

11

b2gs
3/4MNf
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4 log3(N) log

(
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R
D5/D5

)
log

(
1 − rh

R
D5/D5

)
N11/20RD5/D5

4α2
θ1αθ2

β.

(3.56)
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Following is the on-shell action that corresponds to the thermal background uplift:

Sthermal
D=11, on−shellUV−finite ∼

2κth, β0

GHY MUVr0
4 log

(
RUV

Rth
D5/D5

)
gUV
s

9/4N11/20Rth
D5/D5

4
α2
θ1αθ2

+
2gs3/4κth, β0

EH,IRMNf
3r0

2 log2(N) log
(
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D5/D5

)
N11/20Rth

D5/D5
2
α2
θ1αθ2

−
20βκIR, β

EH,thr0
3
(
2α3

θ2 − 729
√

6α3
θ1αθ2

)
fx10x10(r0)

11gs9/4MN7/20Nf
5/3Rth

D5/D5
3
α4
θ1 log

2
3 (N) log

(
r0

Rth
D5/D5

)β. (3.57)

Now, the following equation must be solved for equality of O(β0) terms in (3.4):

2κbh
GHYMUVrh

4 log
(

RUV
Rbh
D5/D5

)
gs9/4 =

2κth, β0

GHY MUVr0
4 log

(
RUV

Rth
D5/D5

)
gUV
s

9/4Rth
D5/D5

4

+
2gs3/4κth, β0

EH,IRMNf
3r0

2 log2(N) log
(

r0
Rth
D5/D5

)
Rth
D5/D5

2 . (3.58)

Near (θ1, θ2) ∼
(
αθ1

N
1
5
,
αθ1

N
3

10

)
, we found that κth, β0

GHY

κth, β0
EH,IR

∼ 105, therefore κth, β0

EH,IR term has been

dropped. Hence,

rh =

4

√
κth, β0

GHY

κbh, β0
GHY

r0Rbh
D5/D5

4

√√√√√√√√√
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Rth
D5/D5
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log
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Rth
D5/D5

. (3.59)

Since r0
L2 = m0++

4 [114] and utilizing Tc = rh/πL
2 [66], the following equation describes the

deconfinement temperature:

Tc =

4

√
κth, β0

GHY

κbh, β0
GHY

m0++Rbh
D5/D5

4

√√√√√√√√√
log
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D5/D5

)

log

(
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D5/D5

)
4πRth

D5/D5
. (3.60)
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The match at O(β) utilizing (3.56) and (3.57) produces:

2Cbh
θ1xκ

IR(√
−GM

)(1)
R(0)

+
20
(
−Cbh

zz + 2Cbh
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(
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√
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α4
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2
3 (N) log
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) , (3.61)

this results in,

fx10x10(r0)

∼ −
b2gs

3M2Nf
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rh
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D5/D5

)4
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log
2
3 (N) log

(
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Rth
D5/D5
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log
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rh
Rbh
D5/D5
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log
(

1 − rh
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βκβ, IR

EH
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√
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)3
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θ2

(
729

√
6α3

θ1
− 2α2

θ2

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(3.59)

×

(
11π17/4Cbh

θ1xκ
IR(√

−GM
)(1)

R(0)
log3(N) − 10κβ, IR

EH log3(N)
(
−Cbh

zz + 2Cbh
θ1z − 3Cbh

θ1x

))
. (3.62)

In the context of this discussion, the term “UV-IR connection” refers to the equations (3.62)

and (3.59). Because this is providing a connection that connects the integration constant

appearing in the O(R4) corrections to the thermal background along the M-theory circle

and a specific combination of integration constants appearing in the O(R4) corrections to

the black hole background. The combination figuring in the black hole background is along

the compact part S3 of the non-compact four cycle (locally) Σ(4) = R+ × S3 wrapping the

flavor D7-branes of the type IIB dual [14], hence this has the information of flavor branes in

M-theory uplift which has no branes and this is known as “Flavor Memory” effect in this

context.

Non-Renormalization of the Deconfinement Temperature (Tc) from Semiclassical

Method: We now turn to Green and Gutperle’s argument that a SL(2,Z) completion of an

effective R4 interaction results into a fascinating non-renormalization theorem that prohibits

perturbative corrections to this term beyond one loop in the zero-instanton sector [73]. The



72
Chapter 3. Deconfinement Phase Transition in Thermal QCD-Like Theories at

Intermediate Coupling in the Absence and Presence of Rotation

term that occurs in (1.47) bilinear in the tensor t̂ bears the same structure just like terms

that occur in the zero instanton sector via both the one-loop four-graviton amplitude and

a (α′)3 effect at tree level [115]. Thus, in the Einstein frame, one gets the expression that

follows for the total effective R4 action, which can be formally represented by:

SR4 = (α′)−1
[
aζ(3)τ 3/2

2 + bτ
−1/2
2 + ce2πiτ + · · ·

]
R4 ≡ (α′)−1f(τ, τ̄)R4, (3.63)

a, b are understood to be numerical constants, R4 represents the contractions t̂t̂R4 in (1.47),

and · · · represents perturbative and nonperturbative corrections to the coefficient of R4 with

τ = CRR + ie−ϕ (type IIB) and τ̄ . The first term of (3.63) reflects the (α′)3 tree-level contri-

bution, whereas the second term represents the one-loop compared to the first. The entire

equation for SR4 , on the other hand, has to be invariant under SL(2,Z) transformations:

τ → (aτ + b)(cτ + d)−1 (a, b, c, d ∈ Z : ad − bc = 1). It imposes severe constraints on its

form. Because the R4 factor remains invariant, f(τ, τ̄) in (3.63) serves as a scalar under the

SL(2,Z) transformations, implying a sum of all instantons and anti-instantons. The authors

provided a simple function which fulfills all of these conditions, such as [73]:

f(τ, τ̄) =
∑

(p,n)̸=(0,0)

τ
3/2
2

|p+ nτ |3
, (3.64)

wherein the summation denotes the sum of all positive and negative p, n values except

p = n = 0. Now:

f = 2ζ(3)τ 3/2
2 + τ

3/2
2

Γ(3/2)
∑
n ̸=0,p

∫ ∞

0
dyy1/2e−y|p+nτ |2 . (3.65)

The sum over p, utilizing the Poisson resummation formula(∑∞
n→−∞ f(n) = ∑∞

m→−∞ FT[f ](m); FT[e−πA(p+x)2 ] = e
− M2

4Aπ−iMx

2πA ,M = 2πm
)

, provides,

f(τ, τ̄) = 2ζ(3)τ 3/2
2 + 2π2

3 τ
−1/2
2 + 2τ 3/2

2
∑

m,n ̸=0

∫ ∞

0
dy exp

(
−π2m2

y
+ 2πimnτ1 − yn2τ 2

2

)
,
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= 2ζ(3)τ 3/2
2 + 2π2

3 τ
−1/2
2 + 8πτ 1/2

2
∑

m̸=0n≥1

∣∣∣∣mn
∣∣∣∣ e2πimnτ1K1(2π|mn|τ2)

= 2ζ(3)τ 3/2
2 + 2π2

3 τ
−1/2
2

+ 4π3/2 ∑
m,n≥1

(
m

n3

)1/2
(e2πimnτ + e−2πimnτ̄ )

(
1 +

∞∑
k=1

(4πmnτ2)−k Γ(k − 1/2)
Γ(−k − 1/2)

)
. (3.66)

In (3.66), the asymptotic expansion for K1(z) for large z is used after carrying out a per-

turbative expansion in 1
τ2

of the non-perturbative instanton contribution of charge mn. The

perturbative terms in (3.66) end after the one-loop term, as previously proposed. The non-

perturbative terms are a sum of single multiply-charged instantons and anti-instantons with

action proportional to |mn|. The terms in parentheses in (3.66) reflect a never-ending se-

ries of perturbative corrections near the charge instantons mn. As a result, there aren’t

any perturbative corrections in the action up to O(R4), i.e., SR4, beyond one loop in the

zero-instanton sector. Hence, this suggests the “non-renormalization of the deconfinement

temperature (Tc)” beyond one-loop in the zero instanton sector.

3.3 Wald Entropy, Tc from Entanglement Entropy and

MχPT Compatibility

3.3.1 Wald Entropy

Lets now prove that the black hole entropy that was calculated using (3.56) and Wald’s

technique are consistent with one another. We takes away from the (3.56) that the formula

for calculating the BH entropy, SBH, up to O(β0), is as follows:

SBH = βBH
∂SEBH
∂β

− SEBH ∼

√
NMUVrh

3 log
(

RUV
Rbh
D5/D5

)
gs7/4N11/20α2

θ1αθ2

∼
MUV

(
NUV
f logN

) 2
15 r3

h

N
1

20
. (3.67)
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It’s interesting to note that the Wald entropy density that results from the O(β0) action

may be expressed as:

SWald
BH
V3

=
∮
M6(θ1,2,x,y,z,x10)

∂R

∂Rmnpq

ϵmnϵpq
√
gx1,2,3,θ1,2,x,y,z,x10dθ1dθ2dxdydzdx

10

∼ −
(3b2 − 1) (9b2 + 1) gs5/4MN−1/20Nfrh

3 log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)(
logN − 9 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

))
(6b2 + 1)α2

θ1αθ2

×

Nf

logN − 3 log
 rh

Rbh
D5/D5

2/3

, (3.68)

where V3 represents R3(x1,2,3 coordinates volume). When replacing b = 1√
3+ϵ, ϵ ∼ (| log rh|)

9
2N− 9

10 −αϵ ,

(3.68) implying:

gs
5/4MNfrh

3N− 19
20 −αϵ (| log rh|)

11
2

(
logN − 9 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

))
α2
θ1αθ2

×

Nf

logN − 3 log
 rh

Rbh
D5/D5

2/3

. (3.69)

Both approaches result in the same conclusion, which is that the black hole entropy is

proportional to r3
h. The findings are a perfect match for (for the sake of simplicity, we have

disregarded in (3.70) numerical factors and M,Nf which, in the MQGP limit, are O(1)):

αϵ = − 9
10 +

∣∣∣∣log
(
MUV

(
NUV
f

) 2
15
)∣∣∣∣

logN + 211 log logN
logN ∼

∣∣∣∣log
(
MUV

(
NUV
f

) 2
15
)∣∣∣∣

logN − 9
10; (3.70)

αϵ > 0 if MUV
(
NUV
f

) 2
15 < N− 9

10 . We demonstrated that in order to compute the entropy of a

black hole from O(R4) terms, one must evaluate a total of four classes of terms independently
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while calculating the ∂J0
∂Rtrtr

:

(i) (Grr)2
(
Gtt

)2
(
RPrtQ + 1

2RPQtr

)
R RSP
t RQ

RSr

∼ (Grr)2 (Grr)2 Rtrrt

(
R zθ1t
t Rr

zθ1r +R θ1zt
t Rr

θ1zr

)

∼ −

(
logN − 9 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

))2
3

√√√√Nf

(
logN − 3 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

))

gs3/2N3/2Nf
5
(

logN − 3 log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

))5 ;

(ii)RHrtKR RSt
H Rr

RSK + 1
2R

HKtrR RSt
H RQ

RSK ∼ Rtrrt
(
R zθ1t
t Rr

zθ1r +Rθ1zt
t Rr

θ1zr

)

∼ −
(logN − 9 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

)
)2

gs3/2N3/2Nf
14/3

(
logN − 3 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

))14/3 ;

(iii) (Grr)2 Gtt
(
RPrtQ + 1

2RPQtr

)
R RSP
t RQ

RSr ∼
gs

9/2M6 log3(rh)(logN − 12 log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)
)3

Nf
5/3
(

logN − 3 log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

))14/3 ;

(iv)Gtt
(
RHMNrRPMNt + 1

2R
HrMNRPtMN

)
R rtP
H ∼

√
gsM

2 log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)

Nf
11/3

(
logN − 3 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

))14/3

×

logN − 12 log
 rh

Rbh
D5/D5

 . (3.71)

As a result, we are able to notice that the contribution (iii) is the one that predominates in

the MQGP limit, and the black hole entropy from the higher derivative terms is obtained

as:

SO(R4)
E

V3
∼
∮
θ1,2,x,y,z,x10)

∂J0

∂Rrtrt

√
−G9dθ1dθ2dxdydzdx

10

∼
gs

23/4M8Nf
4/3
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)3

log4
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)(
logN − 12 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

))3

20
√
Nα2

θ1αθ2

(
logN − 3 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

))8/3 . (3.72)
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One notes that (3.72) has the same dependency on r3
h and N− 1

20 , and semiclassical result is

found at O(β). This imposes the following restriction, which must be met in order for the

latter and the Wald entropy results to coincide exactly at O(β):

2Cbh
θ1xκ

IR(√
−GM

)(1)
R(0)

+
20
(
−Cbh

zz + 2Cbh
θ1z − 3Cbh

θ1x

)
κβ, IR

EH

11

 log3(N)
∣∣∣∣log

(
MUV

(
NUV
f

) 2
15
)∣∣∣∣

∼
log3

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

)(
logN − 12 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

))3

(
logN − 3 log

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

))8/3 . (3.73)

As a result, we found that linear constraints must be placed on the constants of integration

that appear in the solutions to the EOMs of the metric corrections at O(R4) in the directions

that contain the “memory” of the compact part of the non-compact four-cycle “wrapped”

by the flavor D7-branes in the type IIB dual [14] of the large-N thermal QCD-like theories.

3.3.2 Deconfinement from Entanglement Entropy

The confinement-deconfinement phase transition in thermal QCD has been explored in this

section from the perspective of entanglement entropy, which relies on [106]. We have com-

puted the entanglement entropy of regions that have been defined as “connected” and “dis-

connected” in an appropriate manner. We shall demonstrate that a phase transition from

the confined phase to the deconfined phase will take place at a critical value of the coor-

dinate length (l). The quantum entanglement entropy among the regions A ≡ Rd−1 × l

and B ≡ Rd−1 × (R − l), with l representing a period of length l, may be expressed as the

following expression [107]:

SA = 1
4G(d+2)

N

∫
γ
ddσ

√
G

(d)
ind, (3.74)

where G
(d+2)
N is the Newton constant in the dimension (d + 2), and G

(d)
ind is the value of

the determinant corresponding to the induced string frame metric on the co-dimension two

minimal surface γ. The equation (3.74) can be generalized to apply to non-conformal theories
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as shown in the following [106]:

SA = 1
4G(d+2)

N

∫
γ
ddσe−2ϕ

√
G

(d)
ind, (3.75)

where ϕ denotes the profile of the dilaton. Due to the absence of a dilaton in a M-theory

dual, the equation (3.75) will be considered to be replaced with the following expression:

SA = 1
4G(11)

N

∫
γ
d9σ

√
G

(9)
ind. (3.76)

Consider now the gravity dual’s metric in string frame, which may be stated as:

ds2 = α(r)[σ(r)dr2 + dxµdx
µ] + gmndx

mdxn, (3.77)

where xµ(µ = 0, 1, 2) denotes (2 + 1) Minkowskian coordinates, r represents the radial

coordinate, and xm(m = 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10) is equivalent to x3 and has six angular coordinates

(θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ, x
10). Observing that gx3x3(r = r0) = 0, (x3, r) create a cigar-like shape. The

following expressions determine the volume of the seven-fold:

Vint =
∫ ∏

m

dxm
√
g. (3.78)

In this case, the QFT is defined on IR2+1, which has a dimension of (2 + 1). Let us define

two regions in two dimensions, labeled A and B, as shown below:

A = IR × l,

B = IR × (IR − l). (3.79)

Using the equation (3.76), we will now determine the entanglement entropy between A and

B using the metric (3.77). The following is an expression for the induced metric on γ (note
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that we replaced x1 by x):

ds2|γ = α(r)
σ(r) +

(
dx

dr

)2
 dr2 + dx2

2

+ gmndx
mdxn. (3.80)

Hence,
SA
V1

= 1
4G(11)

N

∫
dr
√
H(r)

√
σ(r) + (∂rx(r))2, (3.81)

where H(r) is defined as:

H(r) = V2
intα(r)2. (3.82)

H(r = r0) = 0 is the same as [106]. The equation of motion for x(r) could be derived from

(3.81) as follows:
dx

dr
= ±

√
σ(r)

√
H(r∗)√

H(r) −H(r∗)
, (3.83)

where r∗ is the radial distance when dr/dx becomes zero. By integrating the previous

equation, we found:

l(r∗) = 2
√
H(r∗)

∫ ∞

r∗
dr

√
σ(r)√

H(r) −H(r∗)
. (3.84)

Entanglement entropy will be reduced to the following using equations (3.81) and (3.83).

SA
V1

= 1
2G(11)

N

∫ r∞

r∗
dr

√
σ(r)H(r)√

H(r) −H(r∗)
. (3.85)

The UV cut-off is denoted here by r∞. According to the explanation in [106] that r∗ = r0,

when l > lmax the entanglement entropy of the disconnected surface can be expressed as

follows:
SA
V1

= 1
2G(11)

N

∫ r∞

r0
dr
√
σ(r)H(r). (3.86)
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Connected and disconnected surfaces’ entanglement entropy differences have the following

expression for l < lmax:

2G(11)
N (S(conn)

A − S
(disconn)
A )

V1
=
∫ ∞

r∗
dr


√
σ(r)H(r)√

H(r) −H(r∗)
−
√
σ(r)H(r)

−
∫ r∗

r0
dr
√
σ(r)H(r).

(3.87)

Let us discuss the implications of (3.87).

• If l is small then the entropy is lowest for a connected solution with a big r∗.

• There are two possible outcomes once l begins to rise. First, until l reaches the highest

possible value, lmax, the connected solution can keep being the lowest. Second, the

disconnected solution may become the dominant one above a certain value of l, denoted

by lcrit and lcrit < lmax.

• In the former, the phase transition will occur at l = lmax, while in the latter, it will

occur at l = lcrit < lmax.

Equations (3.2) and (3.77) allow us to deduce the following:

α(r) = e
−2ϕIIA

3√
h(r, θ1,2)

; σ(r) = e
2ϕIIA

3

˜g(r)
, (3.88)

where ϕIIA represents the type IIA dilaton profile, which could be deduced from the M-

theory metric as follows:

GM
x10x10 = e

4ϕIIA
3 . (3.89)
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Based on the equation (3.78), the simpler version of the Vint for the metric given in the

equation (3.2) is as follows:

Vint ∼
gs

3/4MN9/20
√

1 − r04

r4

(
−Nf log (9a2r4 + r6) + 16π

gs
+ Ω

gs

)
4/3

rα3
θ1α

2
θ2

(1
2β(Cth

zz − 2Cth
θ1z) + 1

)

×

gs logNNf

(
3a2 − r2

)
(2 log(r) + 1) + log(r)

×
(

4gsNf

(
r2 − 3a2

)
log

(1
4αθ1αθ2

)
− 24πa2 + r2(8π − 3gsNf )

)

+ 2gsNf

(
r2 − 3a2

)
log

(1
4αθ1αθ2

)
+ 18gsNf

(
r2 − 3a2(6r + 1)

)
log2(r)

, (3.90)

where Ω ≡
(
gs(2 logN + 3)Nf − 4gsNf log

(
1
4αθ1αθ2

)
− 8π

)
. α(r) and σ(r) were derived

from the equation (3.89) and h(r, θ1,2) is provided in [14, 15]; a simpler version of them are

presented below:

α(r) =
32/3

(
−Nf log (9a2r4 + r6) + 16π

gs
+ Ω

gs

)
2/3

8π7/6
√

gsN
r4

−
27 32/3b10 (9b2 + 1)4

βM
(

1
N

)3/4
r
(
19683

√
6α6

θ1 + 6642α2
θ2α

3
θ1 − 40

√
6α4

θ2

)
(6a2 + r0

2) (r − 2r0)

16π13/6 (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN4
√
NNfr04α3

θ2 (9a2 + r02)
√

gsN
r4

×
(

log3(r0)
(

−Nf log
(
9a2r4 + r6

)
+ 16π

gs
+ Ω
gs

)
2/3
)
. (3.91)

and

σ(r) =
4
(
π
3

)2/3
(

32πa2gsM2Nf (c1+c2 log(r0))
N(9a2+r2)(−Nf log(9a2r4+r6)+ 16π

gs
+ Ω
gs

) + 1
)

(
1 − r04

r4

) (
−Nf log (9a2r4 + r6) + 16π

gs
+ Ω

gs

)
2/3

−
18 3
√

3
π
b10 (9b2 + 1)4

βM
(

1
N

)5/4
r5
(
19683

√
6α6

θ1 + 6642α2
θ2α

3
θ1 − 40

√
6α4

θ2

)
(3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN4Nfr04α3

θ2 (9a2 + r02) (r04 − r4)

× (6a2 + r0
2) (r − 2r0) log3(r0)(

−Nf log (9a2r4 + r6) + 16π
gs

+ Ω
gs

)
2/3
, (3.92)
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c1,2 appeared from O
(
gsM2

N

)
-correction

(
gsM2

N

)
(c1 + c2 log r0)r0 from a − r0 relationship

(motivated by [60, 82]). We were able to get the following using the equations (3.90) and

(3.91):

H(r) ≡ V2
intα(r)2 = h0(r) + βh1(r), (3.93)

where:

h0(r) ∼
√gsM2r2

10
√
Nα6

θ1α
4
θ2

(
1 − r0

4

r4

)
λ2

1λ
4
2, (3.94)

and,

h1(r) ∼
gs

3/2M2N9/10
(
1 − r04

r4

)
r2α6

θ1α
4
θ2 (9a2 + r02) λ2

1λ
8/3
2

 λ
4/3
2

64π10/3 (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 gs logN4N3/2Nfr04α3
θ2


×
(

3 3
√

3r4(Cth
zz − 2Cth

θ1z)
64π7/3gsN

− 81 3
√

3b10
(
9b2 + 1

)4
M
( 1
N

)3/4
r5Σ1

(
6a2 + r0

2
)

(r − 2r0) log3(r0)
)
,

(3.95)

wherein λ1 and λ2 have been defined as follows:

λ1 =
gs logNNf

(
3a2 − r2

)
(2 log(r) + 1)

+ log(r)
(

4gsNf

(
r2 − 3a2

)
log

(1
4αθ1αθ2

)
− 24πa2 + r2(8π − 3gsNf )

)

+ 2gsNf

(
r2 − 3a2

)
log

(1
4αθ1αθ2

)
+ 18gsNf

(
r2 − 3a2(6r + 1)

)
log2(r)

, (3.96)

λ2 =
(

−Nf log
(
9a2r4 + r6

)
+ 8π
gs

− 4Nf log
(
αθ1αθ2

4
√
N

))
. (3.97)

In a similar manner, we were able to derive h0(r∗) and h1(r∗) by exchanging the value of r

with r∗. Hence,

H(r∗) = h0(r∗) + βh1(r∗). (3.98)
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After that, rewriting σ(r) as follows:

σ(r) = σ0(r) + βσ1(r). (3.99)

Utilizing equations (3.93), (3.98) and (3.99), the integrand that is seen in (3.84) can also be

expressed as:

√√√√ σ(r)
H(r) −H(r∗) =

√√√√ σ0(r)
h0(r) − h0(r∗) + β

(σ1(r)(h0(r) − h0(r∗)) − σ0(r)(h1(r) − h1(r∗)))
2
√
σ0(r)(h0(r) − h0(r∗)) 3

2
;

(3.100)

where,

h0(r∗) ∼
M2 (r∗4 − r0

4) (gsNf log
(
9a2r∗4 + r∗6)− Ω − 16π

) 4

gs7/2 10
√
Nr∗2α6

θ1
α4
θ2

×

[
log(r∗)

(
6a2(gs logNNf − 4π) + 4gsNf

(
r∗2 − 3a2

)
log
(

1
4αθ1αθ2

)
+ r∗2(8π − gs(2 logN + 3)Nf )

)

+ gsNf

(
3a2 − r∗2

)(
logN − 2 log

(
1
4αθ1αθ2

))
+ 18gsNf

(
r∗2 − 3a2(6r∗ + 1)

)
log2(r∗)

]
. (3.101)

• In H(r∗) if we consider

log r∗ →

√
72gs2Nf

2
(
logN − 2 log

(
1
4αθ1αθ2

))
+ Ω2 + Ω

36gsNf

=
gsNf

(
logN − 2 log

(
1
4αθ1αθ2

))
8π +

gs
2Nf

2
(
−4 log

(
1
4αθ1αθ2

)
+ 2 logN + 3

)
64π2

×
(

logN − 2 log
(1

4αθ1αθ2

))
+
gs

3Nf
3
(
logN − 2 log

(
1
4αθ1αθ2

))
512π3

×
(

16 log2
(1

4αθ1αθ2

)
+ 4 logN2 − 4(4 logN − 3) log

(1
4αθ1αθ2

)
− 6 logN + 9

)
+O

(
Nf

4
)
, (3.102)

then,

√
h0(r∗) =

aMUVN
UV
f r∗

√
|logN − 2 log (αθ1αθ2) + log(16)|

24
√

6π9/4gs3/4 20
√
Nα3

θ1α
2
θ2

+O
(
NUV
f

2)
. (3.103)
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The integral in the variable l(r∗) is now proportional to
20√
Nα3

θ1
α2
θ2

gs5/4MNf
10/3r3 log(r)(logN−3 log(r))7/3| logN−9 log(r)| ∼

α3
θ1
α2
θ2( 1

log(N))
10/3

gs5/4MNf
10/3r3 log(r)+O

((
1

logN

)13/3
)

. Since∫ dr
r3 log r = Ei(−2 log(r)) = −2 log2(r)+log(r)−1

4r2 log3(r) + O
((

1
r

)3
)

≈ − 1
2r2 log r . Therefore, we ob-

tained:

l(r∗) ∼
aMUVN

UV
f

(
1

log(N)

)10/3√
−2 log (αθ1αθ2) + log(N) + log(16)

gs2MNf
10/3r∗ log(r∗)

r∗→∞−→ 0, (3.104)

similar to [106]. Since it was assumed that r∗ was in the UV, and we found that

l(r∗) is a function that monotonically decreases in the UV, we found that l(r∗) gains

a maximum value at r∗ = Rth
D5/D5. The solution of l(r∗) = C

r∗ log r∗ where C ∼
a( 1

log(N))
10/3
√

−2 log(αθ1αθ2)+logN+log(16)

gs2NUV
f

7/3 . implying

r∗ = C

l(r∗)W
(

C
l(r∗)

) . (3.105)

Entanglement Entropy: The formula for the connected region entanglement entropy

that takes into account both tiny l and large r is as follows:

S

V1
=


∫RUV
r∗

√
σ(r)H(r)√

H(r)−H(r∗)
dr

2GN
(11)

 . (3.106)

For M-theory background, we found the following contributions to the entanglement en-

tropies at O(β0) and O(β).

SUV−finite, β0

connected
2V1

∼
logN4/3MUVN

UV
f

4/3
α2
θ2

(
r0

4r∗2 log3(r∗) + r∗6 log2(r∗)
)

12
√
gs

20
√
Nr∗2α6

θ1 log(r∗)

≈
logN4/3MUVN

UV
f

4/3
r∗4α2

θ2 log(r∗)
12
√
gs

20
√
Nα6

θ1

;

SUV−finite,β
connected

2V1
∼
β 3
√

1
gs
MUVr

∗4(Cth
zz − 2Cth

θ1z)
(

1
log(N)

)17/3

gs7/4 20
√
NNUV

f
2/3
α3
θ1α

2
θ2

. (3.107)
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Following is an expression that has been obtained for the disconnected region entanglement

entropy:

Sdisconnected

2V1
=

∫RUV
r0

√
σ(r)H(r) dr

2GN
(11)


=


(∫R

D5/D5
r0 +

∫RUV
D5/D5

)√
σ(r)H(r) dr

2GN
11


= 1
α3
θ1α

2
θ2

g
5
4
s N

8
3
f

log2 RD5/D5RD5/D5

(
−6a2 + R2

D5/D5

) (
logN − 3 log RD5/D5

) 5
3

− log2 r0r
2
0

(
−6a2 + r2

0

)
(logN − 3 log r0)

5
3

(1 +
Cth
zz − 2Cth

θ1z

2 β

)
+
MUV

20
√

1
N
NUV
f

4/3

12
√
gsα3

θ1α
2
θ2

×

RUV
4 log(RUV)(logN − 3 log(RUV))4/3

− R4
D5/D5 log(RD5/D5)(logN − 3 log(RD5/D5))4/3

. (3.108)

Using a =
(

1√
3 + ϵ

)
r0, focus in the range, r ∈

[
r0,RD5/D5

]
, entanglement entropy is obtained

as:

−
ϵgs

5/4M 20
√

1
N
Nf

8/3r0
4(β(Cth

zz − 2Cth
θ1z) + 2)

α3
θ1α

2
θ2

. (3.109)

Due to the highly non-trivial cancellation of O(R4) corrections Cth
zz − 2Cth

θ1z = 0, see (B.16),

we are able to deduce that there aren’t any O(R4)-corrections to the entanglement entropies

of the connected and disconnected regions. It is important to note that radial distances are

always calculated in units of Rth
D5/D5, i.e., log RD5/D5 ≡ 0, we obtained:

Sdisconnected − Sdisconnected
UV

2V1
∼ −

gs
5/4M 20

√
1
N
Nf

8/3r4
0 log2(r0)(logN − 3 log(r0))5/3

64 3
√

235/6π41/12α3
θ1α

2
θ2

;

Sconnected − Sconnected
UV

2V1
∼
MUVN

UV
f

4/3
α2
θ2 log

4
3 (N)

(
r4

0r
∗2 log3(r∗) − r∗6 log2(r∗)

)
72 22/335/6π25/12 12

√
gs

20
√
Nr∗2α6

θ1 log(r∗)
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Sconnected − Sconnected
UV

2V1
≈ −

MUVN
UV
f

4/3
r∗4 log

4
3 (N) log(r∗)

72 22/335/6π25/12 12
√
gs

20
√
N

, (3.110)

wherein:

Sdisconnected
UV ∼

MUVN
UV
f

4
3 R4

UV (logN − 3 log RUV)
4
3 log RUV

N
1

20α3
θ1α

3
θ2

,

Sconnected
UV ∼

MUVN
UV
f

4
3 R4

UV (logN)
4
3 log RUVα

2
θ2

N
1

20α6
θ1

. (3.111)

One should take attention that in the limit of large N , RUV < (4πgsN)
1
4 and set α3

θ1 = α4
θ2 ,

we found that Sdisconnected
UV = Sconnected

UV . At r∗ = rcriticial, Sconnected = Sdisconnected and rcritical

can be obtain from the equation given below:

(r∗)4 log r∗ = γ, (3.112)

wherein γ ∼
gs4/3MNf

8/3α3
θ1

log2(r0)(log(N)−3 log(r0))5/3

π4/3MUVNUV
f

4/3
α4
θ2

log
4
3 (N)

. Equation (3.112) has the solution, r∗ =

e
1
4W (4γ) ≈

√
2 4
√
γ. Using MUV, Nf ∼ 1

logN , log r0 = −fr0
3 logN , and fr0 ≈ 1 [2], we obtained:

rcritical =
3
√
gsMNf

2/3α
3/4
θ1 log

7
6 (N)

4
√

2 3
√
παθ2

r0. (3.113)

Choosing M = Nf = 3, gs = 0.1 − 1; (3.113) implying rcritical ∼ O(1)α
3
4
θ1
αθ2

. By considering

the 4D-limit that is achieved through MKK → 0, or, analogously, r0 → 0, one can therefore

deduce the following result from the (3.59):

O(1)
α

3
4
θ1

αθ2

4D−limit−→

4

√
κth, β0

GHY

κbh, β0
GHY

Rbh
D5/D5

4

√√√√√√√√√
log

(
RUV

Rth
D5/D5

)

log

(
RUV

Rbh
D5/D5

)
Rth
D5/D5

, (3.114)
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Figure 3.1: Plot Sconnected (blue) and Sdisconnected(orange) versus l(r∗)

proportional to the deconfinement temperature. For the numerical purpose, we choose N =

100,MUV = NUV
f = 0.01,M = Nf = 3, αθ1,2 : α3

θ1α
2
θ2 = 2, and r0 = N− fr0

3 , fr0 ≈ 1 [2], and

hence, l(rcritical) = 3850. For these values plot of entanglement entropy versus l(r∗) is shown

in Fig. 3.1. In addition to this, let us consider the possibility that r∗ ∈ [r0,RD5/D5], i.e.,

IR-valued r∗, and split the radial integral
∫RUV
r∗ into

(∫R
D5/D5

r∗ +
∫RUV

R
D5/D5

)
, we obtained:

∫ R
D5/D5

r∗
dr

√
σ(r)H(r)√

H(r) −H(r∗)

∼ 2√
gsM

2Nf
13/3

∫ R
D5/D5

r∗
r6

√
1 − r4

0
r4 log2(r)(logN − 3 log(r))11/3 dr

=
∫ R

D5/D5

r∗

2√
gs logN11/3M2Nf

13/3r6

√
1 − r4

0
r4 log2(r) +O

(
(logN)8/3

) dr
=
 2

343
√
gs logN11/3M2Nf

13/3r7

7 log(r)
7 log(r) 2F1

(
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4
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r4
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− 2 3F2

(
−7

4 ,−
7
4 ,−

1
2; −3

4 ,−
3
4; r

4
0
r4

)+ 2 4F3

(
−7

4 ,−
7
4 ,−

7
4 ,−

1
2; −3

4 ,−
3
4 ,−

3
4; r

4
0
r4

)R
D5/D5

r∗
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= 4
343

√
gs logN11/3M2Nf

13/3 −
2r4

0

(√
gs logN11/3M2Nf

13/3
)

27RD5/D5
4 +O

(
r5

0

)
− 2

7
(√

gs logN11/3M2Nf
13/3r∗ 7 log2(r∗)

)
+ 1

3
√
gs logN11/3M2Nf

13/3r4
0r

∗ 3 log2(r∗) +O
(
r5

0

)
,

(3.115)

and,

∫ RUV

R
D5/D5

dr

√
σ(r)H(r)√

H(r) −H(r∗)

=
∫ RUV

R
D5/D5

dr
4
√

1
gs

6
√
gsMUVN

UV
f

4/3
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√
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NUV
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=
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r4 log(r)

18 22/335/6π25/12 12
√
gs

20
√
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+ O
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UV
f
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θ2 log(r)
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√
gs

20
√
Nα3
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r4
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 logN4/3MUVN

UV
f
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√
gs

20
√
Nα3

θ1

RUV

R
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=
logN4/3MUVN

UV
f

4/3RD5/D5
4α2

θ2

288 22/335/6π25/12 12
√
gs

20
√
Nα3

θ1

+
logN4/3MUVN

UV
f

4/3R4
UVα

2
θ2 log(RUV)

72 22/335/6π25/12 12
√
gs

20
√
Nα3

θ1

. (3.116)

• We found that in S
r∗∈[R

D5/D5,RUV]
connected , Sr

∗=r0
disconnected, S

r∗∈[r0,RD5/D5]
connected , “UV-divergent” terms are

same, represented by SUV ∼ logN4/3MUVN
UV
f

4/3R4
UV log(RUV)

12√gs 20√
N

.

• Additionally, S
r∗∈[r0,RD5/D5]
connected − SUV ∼ √

gs logN11/3M2Nf
13/3.

• Hence, we obtained (in a vein of some of the examples in [106]):

S
r∗∈[r0,RD5/D5]
connected − SUV > S

r∗∈[R
D5/D5,RUV]

connected > Sr
∗=r0

disconnected − SUV, l(r∗) > l(rcritical),

S
r∗∈[r0,RD5/D5]
connected − SUV > S

r∗∈[R
D5/D5,RUV]

connected − SUV < Sr
∗=r0

disconnected − SUV, l(r∗) < l(rcritical).
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3.3.3 MχPT Compatibility

In chapter 2, we obtained one-loop renormalized LECs of the SU(3) chiral perturbation

theory Lagrangian up to O(p4) from type IIA string dual of large-N thermal QCD like-

theory, including the O(R4) corrections. Due to our chiral limit restriction, several terms in

the SU(3) chiral perturbation theory Lagrangian of Gasser and Leutwyler [87] were missing.

As a result, we were able to calculate gYM , Lr1,2,3,9,10, and Fπ. We compare our findings

to the one-loop renormalized LEC phenomenological values listed in [89]. In chapter 2, we

showed how to match the phenomenological values of the O(p4) SU(3) χPT LECs (gYM ,

Lr1,9,10, and Fπ) in five stages, in addition to the order of the magnitude and signs of Lr2,3.

We discovered that in order for Lr9 to match the holographic computation, a particular

set of integration constants had to have a definite sign [see equation (2.36)]. In appendix

B, by taking the decompactification limit (i.e. MKK → 0 limit) of the spatial circle S1(x3)

appearing as part of the M-theory metric utilized in [2], i.e., in S1(x0) × R2 × S1
(

1
MKK

)
to reconstruct a theory similar to 4D QCD limit, we were able to derive values for these

integration constants in an explicit manner. In the matter of fact, we used those values to

show that the previously mentioned combination of integration constants, which appears in

all of the LECs of SU(3) χPT Lagrangian up to O(p4), actually could be rendered to have a

negative sign as needed by comparing with the phenomenological/experimental values of the

one-loop renormalized LECs of SU(3) χPT Lagrangian as discussed previously. This can be

seen from (B.16), Cth
zz − 2Cth

θ1z + 2Cth
θ1x = 2Cth

θ1x ∼ ( 1
N )7/6

Σ1

ϵ11gs9/4 logN4Nf
3r05α7

θ1
α6
θ2

and this is negative

when Σ1 < 0.

3.4 Deconfinement Temperature of Rotating QGP at

Intermediate Coupling from M-Theory

This part is based on [5]. In this paper, we have obtained the deconfinement temperature

of thermal QCD-like theories in the presence of rotation. We will discuss the holographic

construction of rotating QGP from a top-down approach in 3.4.1. Using this holographic
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dual, we will discuss the calculation of Tc in the presence of rotation in 3.4.2 and UV-IR

mixing, Flavor Memory effect, and non-renormalization of Tc in 3.4.3

3.4.1 Top-Down Holographic Dual of Rotating QGP

When T > Tc on the gravity dual side and T < Tc on the gauge theory side, we could

investigate the affect of rotation in thermal QCD-like theories by introducing a rotating

cylindrical black hole and thermal backgrounds on the gravity dual side. In order to obtain

the background of a rotating cylinder black hole, we need to make x3 periodic by replacing

it with lϕ, where l represents the length of the cylinder and 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 2π. This will allow

us to obtain the rotating cylinder black hole background. After completing the following

Lorentz transformation around the cylinder of length l, one can obtain the holographic dual

of rotating quark-gluon plasma. This can be done by following [116,117]:

t → 1√
1 − l2ω2

(
t+ l2ωϕ

)
; ϕ → 1√

1 − l2ω2
(ϕ+ ωt) , (3.117)

where ω represents the angular velocity of the rotating cylindrical black hole in the gravity
dual, which is connected to the rotation of quark-gluon plasma by means of the gauge-gravity
duality. Only when ωl < 1, the Lorentz transformation, also known as the Lorentz-boost,
considered to be trustworthy. Following the application of the Lorentz transformation, which
is denoted by the equation (3.117), the equation (3.1) is rewritten as follows:

ds2
11|BH = e− 2ϕIIA

3

[
1√

h(r, θ1,2)

(
−Y1(r)dt2 + Y2(r) (dϕ+ Y3(r)dt)2 +

(
dx1)2 +

(
dx2)2

)

+
√
h(r, θ1,2)

(
dr2

g(r) + ds2
IIA(r, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ)

)]
+ e

4ϕIIA
3

(
dx11 +A

F IIB
1 +F IIB

3 +F IIB
5

IIA

)2
, (3.118)

where Y1(r) = g(r)(1−l2ω2)
(1−g(r)l2ω2) ; Y2(r) = l2(1−g(r)l2ω2)

(1−l2ω2) ; Y3(r) = ω(1−g(r))
(1−g(r)l2ω2) . Note that we have

the equation (3.118), we are able to determine the Hawking temperature of the rotating
cylindrical black hole by utilizing the formula that appeared in [110]:

TH(γ) =

∣∣∣∣∣ κ2π
∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣ limr→rh − 1
2

√
Grr

−Ĝtt
Ĝtt, r

2π

∣∣∣∣∣ = rh√
3π3/2

√
N

√
gs

(
1
γ

+ β

2
(
−CBH

zz + 2CBH
θ1z − 3CBH

θ1x

))
, (3.119)
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where Ĝtt = −Y1(r), Ĝtt, r suggests that a derivative of Ĝtt with respect to r is being

computed, and Lorentz factor, γ = 1√
1−l2ω2 . Considering that L4 = 4πgsN , the Hawking

temperature of the rotating cylindrical black hole is calculated to be:

TH(γ) =
(
rh
πL2

)(1
γ

+ β

2
(
−CBH

zz + 2CBH
θ1z − 3CBH

θ1x

))

= TH(0)
(

1
γ

+ β

2
(
−CBH

zz + 2CBH
θ1z − 3CBH

θ1x

))
, (3.120)

where TH(0) represents the Hawking temperature for a static black hole that was obtained

in [66], the O(β) term in equations (3.119) and (3.120) is computed in small-ω limit with

γ = 1. The constants of integration CBH
zz/θ1z/θ1z

could be found in the O(R4) correction to

the black hole background metric [1]. As a consequence of this, the Hawking temperature

of the rotating cylindrical black hole will be multiplied by the inverse of the Lorentz factor.

Since CBH
zz = 2CBH

θ1z and |CBH
θ1x| ≪ 1 [3], the Hawking temperature does not get any O(R4)

correction, which is the same thing as saying that the Hawking temperature is unaffected by

the presence of O(R4) terms,

TH(γ) = TH(0)
γ

= TH(0)
√

1 − l2ω2. (3.121)

In order to produce the rotating cylindrical thermal background, we substitute x3 by lϕ and

carry out the Lorentz transformation (3.117) of (3.2) in the same manner as we did to the

black hole background. As a result of these steps, the metric of the rotating cylindrical

thermal background simplified as:

ds2
11|Thermal = e− 2ϕIIA

3

 1√
h(r, θ1,2)

(
−dt2 +

(
dx1

)2
+
(
dx2

)2
+ l2 (dϕ)2

)

+
√
h(r, θ1,2)

(
dr2 + ds2

IIA(r, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ)
)+ e

4ϕIIA
3

(
dx11 + A

F IIB
1 +F IIB

3 +F IIB
5

IIA

)2
.(3.122)
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3.4.2 Deconfinement Temperature of Rotating QGP from M-Theory

Dual

Using a semi-classical method [4], we will compute the deconfinement temperature of a

rotating QGP at intermediate coupling in this section similar to 3.2.1. On-shell action, in

this case, will be the same as (3.9), and hence we computed the various terms appearing

in (3.9) for the rotating cylindrical black hole (3.118) and thermal (3.122) backgrounds,

and integrated over the angular coordinates similar to 3.2.1. In the upcoming pages, we

will not discuss every step, and we will write the final results because the procedure is the

same as 3.2.1. Only metric is different for the rotating cylindrical black hole and thermal

backgrounds compared to 3.2.1.
In a procedure analogous to that of 3.2.1, the UV-finite and holographic IR regularized

on-shell action density for the M-theory rotating cylindrical black hole background (3.118)
was calculated as follows:

(
1 + r4

h

2R4
UV

)
SBH
D=11, on−shell UV−finite

V4
= λBH

EH,IR

ϵBHγ8ω2MN3
f g

3/2
s r4

h log3(N) log
(

rh
RBH
D5/D5

)
log
(

1 − rh
RBH
D5/D5

)
RBH
D5/D5

4
N1/2

+ λBH
EH,UV

γ8lMUVr4
h log2

(
RUV

RBH
D5/D5

)
N1/2gUV

s
3/2RBH

D5/D5
4 + λBH

GHY

lMUVr4
h log

(
RUV

RBH
D5/D5

)
N1/2RBH

D5/D5
4
gUV
s

3/2 , (3.123)

with numerical prefactors λBH
EH,IR, λ

BH
EH,UV and λBH

GHY. V4 being the coordinate volume of
S1(t) ×w R2(x1,2) ×w S

1(ϕ) and RBH/th
D5−D5 ≡

√
3aBH/th, where aBH/th represent the resolution

parameter of the blown up S2 and have the forms: aBH/th =
(

1√
3 + ϵBH/th + O

(
gsM2

N

))
r(h/0)

[1]. In addition, the UV-finite and holographic IR regularized O(β0) contribution of the
on-shell action density for the M-theory rotating cylindrical thermal background (3.122)
obtained as follows:

Sthermal
D=11, on−shell UV−finite

V4
=
λth

GHYMUVlr0
4 log

(
RUV

Rth
D5/D5

)
gUV
s

3/2
N1/2Rth

D5/D5
4 +

gs
3/2λth

EH,IRMNf
3lr0

2 log2(N) log
(

r0
Rth
D5/D5

)
N1/2Rth

D5/D5
2

+
λth

EH, UVMUVN
UV
f l

(
− 121r0

4

16Rth
D5/D5

4 − 6r0
2

Rth
D5/D5

2 + 2
)

gUV
s

1/2
N

1
2

, (3.124)

wherein r0 represents the Infrared cut-off of the theory when T < Tc within QCD, and where
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λth
GHY, λ

th
EH,IR and λth

EH, UV are the numeric factors. The UV-valued parameters are indicated

in (3.123) and (3.124) by parameters that include the superscript “UV” like MUV, gUV
s etc.

At the UV cut-off [3]:

(
1 + r4

h

2R4
UV

)
SBH
D=11, on−shell UV−finite

V4
=
Sthermal
D=11, on−shell UV−finite

V4
. (3.125)

In (3.123), ω2 < 1, λBH
GHY ∼ O(103)λBH

EH,IR and λBH
GHY ∼ O(10)λBH

EH,UV, and in (3.124), λth
GHY ∼

O(103)λth
EH,IR, λth

GHY ∼ O(102)λth
EH, UV, Consequently, one has to solve the following equation:

λBH
GHY

lMUVr4
h log

(
RUV

RBH
D5/D5

)
N1/2RBH

D5/D5
4
gUV
s

3/2 −
λth

GHYMUVlr0
4 log

(
RUV

Rth
D5/D5

)
gUV
s

3/2N1/2Rth
D5/D5

4 = 0. (3.126)

The following is a solution to the equation presented above:

rh =

4

√
λth

GHY
λBH

GHY
r0RBH

D5/D5
4

√√√√√√√√√
log

(
RUV

Rth
D5/D5

)

log

(
RUV

RBH
D5/D5

)
Rth
D5/D5

. (3.127)

With reference to the numerics: λth
GHY = 0.08, λBH

GHY = 0.23; Since, Rth/BH
D5/D5 =

√
3
(

1√
3 + ϵth/BH

)
e−κ(h/0)N

−1/3 ,

where κ(h/0) ≪ 1 [82], RUV ≈ L = (4πgsN)1/4 [2] and assuming gs = 0.1, N = 100,

κrh = 0.01, κr0 = 0.01, ϵBH = 0.36 and ϵth = 0.1, the equation (3.127) can be simplified to:

rh ≈ 1.16r0. (3.128)

In the context of gauge-gravity duality, the Hawking Page phase transition, which occurs

at T = TH(γ) on the gravity side between a thermal and black hole background is dual

to the deconfinement phase transition, which occurs at T = Tc(γ) in gauge theories , i.e.,
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Figure 3.2: Plot of Tc(γ)
Tc(0) versus ω for l = 0.2, 0.6, 1.

TH(γ) ∼ Tc(γ) [4],

Tc(γ) = 1
γ

 rh
πL2

 = 1
γ

 1.16r0

π
√

4πgsN

 = Tc(0)
√

1 − l2ω2. (3.129)

Taking r0√
4πgsN = 1700

4 MeV [71], we get Tc(0) ≈ 157 MeV, which is roughly the value found

through holographic research [118] and lattice calculations [119]. The ratio of the decon-

finement temperature of QCD in the presence and absence of rotation versus the angular

velocity of the rotating quark-gluon plasma for l = 0.2, 0.6, 1 GeV −1 is plotted in Fig. 3.2

which is justified by the equation (3.129).

Comparison with Other Models: The authors found identical behavior from Nambu-

Jona-Lansinio model in [120] because of chiral condensate suppression, which was investi-

gated as well from lattice simulations in [121, 122]. Lattice simulations with different kinds

of boundary conditions (open, periodic, and Dirichlet) have been carried out in rotating

reference frames. In both gluodynamics and the theory of dynamical fermions, the au-

thors investigated the impact of rotation on the critical temperature. The result found that

the decrease in deconfinement temperature of thermal QCD from a rise of rotation of quark-
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gluon plasma was previously studied using gauge-gravity duality from a bottom-up approach

in [109–112]. In contrast to our finding and other holographic findings mentioned earlier, the

critical temperature for gludynamics exhibits the opposite behavior. However, the authors

found that the critical temperature for dynamical fermions decreases as rotation increases.

The hard-wall and soft-wall models were used for the bottom-up holographic study in [109],

and the Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton system is involved in the gravity dual of [110]. The au-

thors of [111, 112] considered the gravity dual of rotating QGP to be the Kerr-AdS black

hole background in five dimensions. The deconfinement temperature of rotating QGP from a

top-down model is not covered in any published article. Because top-down models compact-

ify the initial type IIB/IIA string theory or M-theory on an internal manifold to produce

four-dimensional QCD at finite temperature, they are more fundamental than bottom-up

models. We successfully studied rotating QGP from a top-down holographic dual for the

first time and were able to confirm the non-zero angular velocity of rotating QGP found in

hydrodynamic simulation [108] and STAR collaboration [123].

3.4.3 UV-IR Mixing, Flavor Memory Effect and Non-Renormalization

of Tc in Rotating QGP

Focusing on the outcomes presented in the appendix B.4. At O(β), the UV finite on-shell
action densities for the rotating cylindrical black hole and thermal backgrounds are as follows:

(
1 + r4

h

2R4
UV

)
Sβ,BH
D=11, on−shell UV−finite

V4
=
[

−2Cθ1xκ
IR√
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20
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)
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×
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(
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)
log
(
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)
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4 β,
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= −

20κIR, β
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11gs3/2MNf
5/3Rth

D5/D5
3 log

2
3 (N) log

(
r0

Rth
D5/D5

)β. (3.130)
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In a manner analogous to that of the O(β0) scenario (3.125), comparing on-shell action

density results of O(β) terms occurring in (3.130) at the ultraviolet (UV) cut-off, i.e.,

(
1 + r4

h

2R4
UV

)
Sβ,BH
D=11, on−shell UV−finite

V4
=
Sβ,thermal
D=11, on−shell UV−finite

V4
. (3.131)

We got the following results using the equations (3.130) and (3.131):

fx10x10(r0) = −
b2gs

3M2Nf
14/3

(
rh

Rbh
D5/D5

)4
log3(N) log

(
r0

Rth
D5/D5

)
log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)
log
(

1 − rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)
κβ, IR

EH,thN

(
r0

Rth
D5/D5

)3

×
(

−11Cθ1xκ
IR√
G(1)R(0) log3(N) − 10κβ, IR

EH,bh
(
−Cbh

zz + 2Cbh
θ1z − 3Cbh

θ1x

))
. (3.132)

The “UV-IR” mixing that is described in the equation (3.132) is almost identical to the

UV-IR mixing that is described in [3] and discussed earlier in this chapter. The combina-

tion of the constants of integration such as
(
−Cbh

zz + 2Cbh
θ1z − 3Cbh

θ1x

)
possesses the memory

of flavor D7-branes of type IIB string dual referred to as the “Flavor Memory” effect, and

the identical effect also seen in O(β) correction of the Hawking temperature (3.120). Be-

cause the previously mentioned group of constants of integration is zero, there is no O(β)

correction to the Hawking temperature (3.121), and there is also no O(β) correction to the

deconfinement temperature (Tc) due to gauge-gravity duality. This suggests that Tc does not

undergo renormalization at O(β). The holographic renormalization of this part is discussed

in appendix B.5.

3.5 Summary

We obtained the following results in this chapter.

• UV-IR Mixing and Flavor Memory: During the computation of Tc from the

semiclassical method [4], we obtained “UV-IR” mixing described as the connection

between the O(β) corrections to the M-theory metric along the M-theory circle in

thermal background and the O(β) correction to a specific combination of the M-theory



96
Chapter 3. Deconfinement Phase Transition in Thermal QCD-Like Theories at

Intermediate Coupling in the Absence and Presence of Rotation

metric components along the compact part of the four-cycle “wrapped” by the flavor

D7-branes of the parent type IIB (warped resolved deformed) conifold geometry - the

latter referred to as “Flavor Memory” in the M-theory uplift on equating the O(β)

portion of the on-shell actions of the black hole and thermal backgrounds in the absence

and presence of rotation both.

• Non-Renormalization of Tc:

– Semiclassical computation: We have shown that the leading order result for

Tc is still valid after incorporating the cal O(R4) terms in supergravity action. In

the large-N limit, the t8t8R4 terms dominate the O(R4) contributions (together

with the sub-dominant term, ϵ11ϵ11R
4), which, from a type IIB viewpoint in the

zero-instanton sector, translate to a tree-level contribution at O ((α′)3) and one-

loop contribution to the amplitude of four-graviton scattering which is obtained

from integration of fermionic zero modes. The SL(2,Z) completeness of such R4

terms [73], indicates that they are not perturbatively renormalized beyond one

loop of the zero-instanton sector, indicates that they are not renormalized from

a type IIB point of view. This shows that Tc is not renormalized at all the loops

in M-theory at O(R4).

– Tc from Entanglement entropy: We computed the entanglement entropy be-

tween two parts by dividing one of the spatial coordinates of the thermal M-

theory background into a segment of length l and its complement. This general-

ization of [106] to M-theory was made possible by an obvious extension of [106]

to M-theory. In the same vein as [106], there are two different RT surfaces: con-

nected and unconnected. If one is located below the critical value itlcrit, then the

connected surface is the one that dominates the entanglement entropy, and if one

is located above the critical value lcrit , then the disconnected surface is the one

that dominates the entanglement entropy; In large Nc gauge theories, the l < lcrit

region belongs to the confining phase, whereas the l > lcrit region belongs to the

deconfining phase of the same theory. In high Nc gauge theories, this phenomenon
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is regarded as a phase transition between confinement and deconfinement phases.

As a result of a precise and delicate cancellation between the O(β) correction

from a subset of the aforementioned metric components, it is remarkable to ob-

serve that, Tc receives no O(β) correction which is consistent with the conjecture

discussed above from semiclassical computation.

– Hawking temperature of rotating cylinder black hole background is proportional

to
(
−CBH

zz + 2CBH
θ1z − 3CBH

θ1x

)
, as we have obtained in (3.120). To make the correc-

tion to the three-form potential zero, it was proved in [3] that CBH
zz = 2CBH

θ1z and

|CBH
θ1x| ≪ 1. This suggests that even in the presence of rotating Quark Gluon

Plasma, there is no O(R4) correction to the deconfinement temperature, and

hence the “Non-Renormalization of Tc” in the rotating QGP as well.

• Deriving MχPT-Phenomenology compatibility: As demonstrated in chapter 2,

in order to match the phenomenological value corresponding to the one-loop renor-

malized low energy constant associated with the O(p4) SU(3) χPT Lagrangian term

“
(
∇µU

†∇µU
)2

” with the value found from the type IIA string dual of thermal QCD-

like theories including the O(R4) corrections, we need to impose a constraint, negative

sign of the combination of integration constants mentioned above. R2 × S1( 1
MKK

) is

the thermal supergravity background counterpart of type IIB (solitonic) D3-branes at

lower temperatures. In order to restore a boundary four-dimensional QCD-like the-

ory after compactifying on the base of a G2-structure cone, one must take the limit

ofMKK → 0, and in this limit we derived the values of the aforementioned integration

constants explicitly and found that this combination has negative sign.

• Wald Entropy at O(R4): In the high-temperature M-theory dual, matching of

O(R4) computation of Wald entropy with the black hole entropy puts a linear con-

straint on the same linear combination of the aforementioned integration constants.

• Holographic Dual of Rotating QGP: By applying Lorentz transformations (3.117)

along (t, ϕ) coordinates on the gravity dual side, we are able to derive the rotating QGP

on the gauge theory side via gauge-gravity duality. Therefore, for T > Tc and T < Tc
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on the gauge theory side (where Tc serves as the deconfinement temperature of thermal

QCD-like theories), the gravity dual includes a rotating cylinder black hole and thermal

backgrounds.

• Tc in Rotating QGP: We found that the deconfinement temperature of rotating

QGP (3.129) is inversely proportional to the Lorentz factor, γ, by equating the O(β0)

terms for the rotating cylindrical black hole and the cylindrical thermal backgrounds

at the UV cut-off (3.125). This means that when the angular velocity of rotating QGP

increases, the deconfinement temperature of thermal QCD-like theories decreases and

vice-versa. Experimental results from the noncentral Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider

(RHIC) have shown that the Quark Gluon Plasma created in these collisions has an

angular velocity, and that the deconfinement temperature decreases with increasing

rotation [123]. To ensure that the deconfinement temperature of rotating QGP com-

puted using a top-down technique is in agreement with actual results, our study serves

as a good check for the top-down duals of [14] and [1].



CHAPTER 4

CONCLUSION AND FUTURE

OUTLOOK

We explored the intermediate coupling regime of thermal QCD-like theories from a top-down

model constructed in [1]. The model is obtained as the extension of [15] by including higher

derivative terms (O(R4)) in the eleven dimensional supergravity action. We studied the

following issues in the context of holographic thermal QCD at intermediate coupling.

• SU(3) Chiral Perturbation Theory from IIA String Theory: We obtained

the low energy coupling constants (LECs) appearing in the SU(3) chiral perturbation

theory Lagrangian in the chiral limit from the type IIA string dual inclusive of O(R4)

corrections [2]. We matched our results with the phenomenological values of the LECs

available in the literature, and in this process we found that resolution parameter of

the conifold geometry receives an O
(
l3p
N

)
correction. We also found the connection

between higher derivative terms and 1
N

correction.

• Deconfinement Phase Transition in Thermal QCD-Like Theories at Inter-

mediate Coupling: We discussed the deconfinement phase transition in thermal

QCD from the semi-classical method and entanglement entropy point of view. The

99



100 Chapter 4. Conclusion and Future Outlook

semi-classical method is based on the Hawking Page phase transition between thermal

and black hole background on the gravity dual side. The procedure is to obtain the

on-shell action densities of thermal and black hole backgrounds and equates these two

at the UV cut-off. We obtained the deconfinement temperature of thermal QCD by

equating the leading order terms. We observed the “UV-IR” mixing, “Flavor Memory”

effect, and “non-renormalization of Tc”. Let us explain these effects in some detail.

UV-IR Mixing and Flavor Memory Effect: When we equated the on-shell action

densities at the UV cut-off, then we obtained a relationship between the integration

constants appearing in the black hole background along the compact part of the non-

compact four cycle, which is part of the flavor D7-branes worldvolume and higher

derivative correction to the thermal background along the M-theory circle. This is

called “UV-IR mixing” in our setup. Since the aforementioned integration constants

are associated with the flavor D7-branes of parent type IIB string dual and hence they

have the information about the flavor branes in the M-theory uplift, which has no

branes. This is interpreted as the “Flavor Memory” effect in our setup.

Non-Renormalization of Tc: The deconfinement phase transition in thermal QCD

corresponds to phase transitions between the entanglement entropies of connected and

disconnected surfaces in the language of gauge-gravity duality. We showed that the

deconfinement phase transition occurs at the critical value of the length of the in-

terval chosen to compute the entanglement entropy. In this process, we found that

entanglement entropies of connected and disconnected surfaces do not receive the

O(R4) corrections, and hence Tc does not receive the same. This is known as the

non-renormalization of the deconfinement temperature of thermal QCD-like theories.

MχPT-Tc Compatibility: While matching one of the one-loop renormalized LECs

with the phenomenological data in [2], we imposed the constraint on the combination

of integration constants mentioned earlier but now for the thermal background. The

constraint was that one would get the exact matching with phenomenological data

provided the combination, as mentioned above, should have a negative sign. In this

paper, we explicitly calculated the expressions of integration constants for the thermal
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background and showed that the constraint is satisfied, and hence we showed the com-

patibility between our chiral perturbation theory study and deconfinement temperature

computation.

• Deconfinement Phase Transition in Rotating QGP at Intermediate Cou-

pling: We constructed the holographic dual of rotating QGP by making one of the

spatial coordinates in the M-theory dual periodic and performing the Lorentz trans-

formation along the temporal and the periodic coordinate mentioned earlier. The

gravity dual will be a rotating cylindrical black hole and thermal backgrounds when

T > Tc and T < Tc on the thermal QCD side. Since the cylindrical black hole has

the angular velocity, this maps to the angular velocity of rotation of QGP in thermal

QCD via gauge-gravity duality. We followed the semi-classical method to study the

deconfinement phase transition in rotating QGP from a top-down model. We found

that the deconfinement temperature of thermal QCD is inversely proportional to the

Lorentz factor, implying that as QGP rotation increases, Tc decreases and vice-versa.

When we analyze the effect of higher derivative terms similar to [3], we found that one

again observed “UV-IR mixing”, “Flavor Memory effect”, and “non-renormalization of

Tc” even in the rotating QGP. In this paper, we showed the normalization of Tc by

calculating the higher derivative correction to the Hawking temperature too. Since,

Hawking temperature maps to Tc on the QCD side via Hawking-Page phase transition

in the context of gauge-gravity duality. We found that Hawking temperature receives

no higher derivative corrections, guaranteeing that Tc is non-renormalized.

Future Physics outlook:

• The LEC H1 of (2.1) and, in general, the LECs of the χPT Lagrangian at O(p6) [124]

may be calculated using the given values of the parameters of our M-theory dual of

thermal QCD-like theories.

• No prior work has applied gauge-gravity duality approaches to the study of the per-

turbative regime of thermal QCD-like theories in order to explain, for example, the
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low-frequency peaks expected to appear in spectral functions related to transport co-

efficients, from M-theory, in the context of intermediate ’t Hooft coupling top-down

holography. We would like to explore more application of [1], e.g., we can obtain the

spectral/correlation functions using the techniques available from the gauge-gravity

duality with the gravity dual as M theory uplift of [15] including the O(R4) correc-

tions. This will allow us to get more insight about the experimental results of the QCD

at Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider(RHIC) and test the QCD/M-theory duality used

in part-I of this thesis. In addition, the dependence on temperature of the speed of

sound, attenuation constant, and the bulk viscosity can all be obtained from its solu-

tion, along with the O(l6p) and the non-conformal corrections to them from the same

holographic dual. One could attempt to reproduce the well-known weak-coupling result

from M-theory, which states that the ratio of the bulk viscosity to the shear viscosity

has a lower bound that is proportional to the square of the deviation of the square

of the speed of sound from its conformal value (last reference of [60]). In a general

sense, the dissipative quasi-normal modes of the spectral functions at low frequencies

could be studied to analyze the occurrence of peaks at low frequencies in transport

coefficients, providing connections between perturbative QCD results along with QCD

plasma RHIC experiments.
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Part-II

(HD) Gravity Islands, and Multiverse

“God does not play dice.” - Albert Einstein

“God not only plays dice, he sometimes throws the dice where they cannot

be seen.” - Stephen Hawking

“If God throws dice where they cannot be seen, they cannot affect us.” -

Don Page





CHAPTER 5

INTRODUCTION

In this chapter, we present the introduction of the materials needed to understand the

information paradox and its resolution from holography. We start with the discussion on

entanglement entropy in section 5.1, we discuss the information paradox and the Page curve

in section 5.2 and finally we discuss the resolution of the information paradox in 5.3 from

the island proposal, doubly holographic setup and wedge holography in 5.3.1, 5.3.2 and 5.3.3

respectively.

5.1 Holographic Entanglement Entropy: Ryu-Takayanagi

and Dong’s Proposals

Entanglement Entropy in Quantum Mechanics (QM): Let us first discuss the entan-

glement entropy in quantum mechanical system. Let us consider a system whose state is

denoted by |ψ⟩. The density matrix of the system is defined as:

ρAB = |ψ⟩AB⟨ψ|AB. (5.1)

105
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Entanglement entropy is measured by the von-Neumann entropy. For this, first we have to

partition the system into two subsystems A and B. States in the subsystems A and B are

denoted by |ψ⟩A and |ψ⟩B such that |ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩AB = |ψ⟩A ⊗ |ψ⟩B. Reduced density matrix of

the subsystem A is obtained by tracing over the degrees of freedom of the subsystem B and

vice-versa.

ρA = TrB (ρAB) = TrB (|ψ⟩AB⟨ψ|AB) = |ψ⟩A⟨ψ|A. (5.2)

Now, the von-Neumann entropy is defined as:

SEE = −Tr (ρAlnρA) . (5.3)

Entanglement Entropy in Quantum Field Theory (QFT): It is not easy to com-

pute the entanglement entropy in quantum field theories (QFTs) by factoring the system

into subsystems because factorization is not always possible in QFTs. Entanglement entropy

in QFT is calculated using the replica trick. First, let us define the Renyi entropy:

S
(n)
A = 1

1 − n
log (TrρnA) , (5.4)

from the Renyi entropy, von-Neumann entropy is defined as: SEE = Limitn→1S
(n)
A . In QFTs,

usually we calculate the Renyi entropy and then take the limit n → 1. ρnA is obtained from

taking the n copies of the same subsystem A, tracing in (5.4) corresponds to the gluing of

the n-sheeted surfaces where the subsystem A is defined. It is found that:

TrρnA = Zn(A)
Zn

1
, (5.5)

where Zn(A) is the partition function of the n-sheeted surface. Therefore Renyi entropy is

defined as:

S
(n)
A = 1

1 − n
log

(
Zn(A)
Zn

1

)
. (5.6)

Hence, if we can obtain the von-Neumann entropy when n → 1 in (5.6).
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Holographic Entanglement Entropy (HEE): As we saw in the earlier discussion that

once we know the partition function of the n-sheeted surface then we are able to compute the

entanglement entropy in QFT but calculation of the partition function itself is a cumbersome

process. The AdS/CFT correspondence make this job easier because of the Ryu-Takayanagi

proposal to compute the entanglement entropy in dual CFT from the gravity side [107].

Suppose, we are dealing with AdSd+1/CFTd duality and the bulk is denoted by Md+1,

subsystem on the boundary CFT is denoted by A with boundary ∂A then the proposal

states that

• We need to find out a co-dimension two surface (ϵA) in the bulk Md+1 which is anchored

on ∂A.

• There is possibility of many surfaces but we have to consider the one which satisfy the

homology constraint, i.e., ϵA is smoothly retractable to the boundary region A.

• Out of those surfaces which satisfy homology constraint, we need to pick the one with

the minimal area then the entanglement entropy is defined as:

SA = min (AreaϵA)
4G(d+1)

N

. (5.7)

The Ryu-Takayangi formula has certain limitation, it is applicable to the the time-

independent backgrounds. For the time dependent background, one is required to use the

HRT formula [125] where HRT stands for Hubney, Rangamani and Takayanagi. Quantum

corrections to all order in ℏ to the Ryu-Takayanagi formula was incorporated in [126] where

one is required to extremize the generalised entropy. Surfaces which extremize the gener-

alised entropy are known as quantum extremal surfaces(QES). If there are more than one

quantum extremal surfaces then we need to consider the one with minimal area. In [6], au-

thors generalised the QES prescription to island surfaces where we are required to extremize

the generalised entropy like functional which includes contribution from the island surfaces.

In this case, extremal surfaces are known as quantum extremal islands. Since, in this thesis,

we are confining ourselves to the time independent backgrounds and therefore we will not



108 Chapter 5. Introduction

discuss the HRT formula.

Dong’s Proposal to Compute HEE in Higher Derivative Theories of Gravity:

One can obtain the HEE in in general higher derivative theories of gravity by using the

formula given by X. Dong in [127]. In the context of AdSd+1/CFTd correspondence the

formula is written below:

SEE =
∫
dd−1y

√
−g

 ∂L
∂Rzz̄zz̄

+
∑
α

(
∂2L

∂Rzizj∂Rz̄mz̄l

)
α

8KzijKz̄ml

(qα + 1)

, (5.8)

where (a, b) and (i, j, k, l) denote the normal and tangential directions, g is the induced

metric’s determinant on the co-dimension two surface in the bulk, Kzij = 1
2∂zGij with trace

Kz = KzijG
ij. (5.8) consists of two terms: Wald entropy like term and the second term can

be calculated by following these steps:

• Let us label the each term as αth term after getting the final expression of the second

term which is obtained from the differentiation of Lagrangian with respect to Riemann

tensor twice.

• We need to perform the following transformations on certain components of the Rie-

mann tensors:

Rabij = rabij + gml (KajmKbil −KaimKbjl) ,

Raibj = raibj + gmlKajmKbil −Qabij,

Rijml = rijml + gab (KailKbjm −KaijKbml) , (5.9)

where Qabij = ∂aKbij.

• In the αth term, the number of Qaaij and Qbbij be denoted by γ and the number of

Kaij, Rabci and Raijk will be denoted δ. Then qα corresponding to the αth term is

defined as:

qα = γ + δ

2 . (5.10)

• From (5.9), we can obtain rabij, raibj, rijml in terms of Rabij, Raibj, Rijml, substitutions
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of the same in (5.8) results the entanglement entropy in terms of original Riemann

tensors i.e. in terms of Rabij, Raibj etc.

The reason for discussing these proposals is that when we compute the Page curve of black

holes in doubly holographic setup and wedge holography then these proposals will be useful.

The holographic entanglement entropy has also been computed from the holographic stress

tensor and surface terms in [128] and [129] respectively.

5.2 Hawking’s Information Paradox and Page Curve

Hawking’s black hole information paradox is a long-time puzzle that started with his papers

[130, 131]. When matter collapses to form a black hole, the whole matter is stored in the

singularity. The horizon of the black hole covers the black hole singularity. Initially, the

system is in a pure state. Hawking studied the creation of particles in pairs with negative

and positive energy in the presence of quantum effects, and he found that a particle with

negative energy gets trapped inside the black hole, whereas the particle with positive energy

scattered off to infinity is what we receive in Hawking radiation. We can get the radiation

from the black hole due to quantum mechanics, which allows the possibility of quantum

tunneling through a potential barrier. In the case of a black hole, the horizon acts as the

potential barrier. Hawking calculated the spectrum of the particles coming out of the black

hole and found that the spectrum behaves as the spectrum of thermal radiation with a

temperature known as Hawking temperature, which implies a mixed state. This means that

the black hole evolves from the pure state to the mixed state, and hence unitary evolution

of quantum mechanics is not preserved. This leads to the famous “information paradox”.

Page suggested that when we include the quantum effects, then the black hole must follow

the unitary evolution [132]. If we consider the black hole and radiation region as a single

system, then one should get the Page curve to resolve the paradox. For the evaporating

black hole, entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation first increases linearly with time

up to the Page time and then falls back to zero [132]. We are interested in eternal black

holes, and for these black hoes, instead of falling to zero of the entanglement entropy, one
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obtains the constant entanglement entropy after the Page time, and this constant value is

equal to the twice the thermal entropy of the black holes.

In this part of the thesis, we focus on getting the Page curve of eternal black holes using

the recent proposals given in the literature, e.g., island proposal, doubly holographic setup,

and wedge holography. Apart from getting the Page curve, we have also obtained other

exciting results, which are discussed in the upcoming chapters.

5.3 Resolution of Information Paradox from Hologra-

phy

Following three proposals are available in the literature which started with the idea of holog-

raphy to resolve the black hole information paradox.

5.3.1 Island Proposal and its Extension to HD Gravity

Authors in [6] proposed a method to resolve the information paradox which is equivalent

to getting the Page curve. Idea is that at early times we get only contribution from the

radiation region which gives the divergent part of entanglement entropy at late times because

the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation turns out to be proportional to the time.

According to [6] at early times situation remains the same whereas at late times interior of the

black holes becomes part of the entanglement wedge and hence at late times entanglement

entropy receives the contributions from the radiation as well as interior of the black holes.

The part of the interior the black holes which contributes to the entanglement entropy is

known as “island”.

Island rule was proposed from a setup where we couple the evaporating JT(Jackiw Teit-

elboim) black hole plus conformal matter on the Planck brane with the two-dimensional

CFT bath [6]. The black hole is contained on the Planck brane, and the Hawking radiation

is collected in the 2D conformal bath. This setup has the following three descriptions.

• 2D-Gravity: The Planck brane is coupled to the external CFT bath, which acts as
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the sink for the Hawking radiation.

• 3D-Gravity: Two-dimensional conformal field theory has the three-dimensional grav-

ity dual with metric AdS3 via AdS/CFT correspondence.

• QM: The boundary of the external CFT bath is one dimensional where quantum

mechanics (QM) is present.

The island formula was derived from the gravitational path integral using the replica trick

for special JT black holes in [133, 134]. The authors obtained the Page curve from the

disconnected and connected saddles. One obtains the linear time dependence in the Page

curve from the disconnected saddles, whereas connected saddles produce the finite part of

the Page curve. The discussion of [133] holds for the replica wormholes with n boundary as

well. The generalised entropy in the presence of island surface is written as follows:

Sgen(r) = MinI

ExtI

Area(∂I)
4GN

+ Smatter(R ∪ I)
, (5.11)

where R, GN and I are representing the radiation region, Newton constant and the island

surface. Equation (5.11) contains two terms: island surface’s area and the matter contribu-

tion from the radiation and island regions. From (5.11), we can easily see that when island

surface is absent then Sgen(r) = Smatter(R). It has been shown in the literature that island

surface emerges at late times and hence initially one obtains the linear time dependence in

the Page curve and at late times, when island surface’s contribution dominates then one ob-

tains the fall of the entanglement entropy for the evaporating black holes where as constant

part (twice of their thermal entropies) for the eternal black holes. Hence, when we include

these contributions, we obtain the Page curve. If there are more than one island surfaces

then we have to consider the one with the minimal area. We have followed this proposal to

obtain the Page curve of Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole in [12] and discussed in detail

in the chapter 8 of this thesis. See [135–137] for the application of island proposal in the

context of JT gravity and other issues [138–140].

Island proposal was extended for higher derivative gravity in [141]. The proposal is
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exactly similar to [6] but we have to replace the first term of (5.11) by the term which can

give the information about the entanglement entropy of higher derivative gravity and the

formula for the same was proposed by X. Dong in [127] and hence the island proposal in the

presence of higher derivative terms in the gravitational action is written as [141]

Stotal = Sgravity + Smatter, (5.12)

where Smatter is the same as the Smatter(R ∪ I) of (5.11) and Sgravity will be calculated using

the Dong’s formula [127]. For the AdSd+1/CFTd correspondence the Dong’s formulas is

given below1.

Sgravity = 1
4GN

∫
dd−1y

√
h

− ∂L
∂Rµ1ν1ρ1σ1

ϵµ1ν1ϵρ1σ1 +
∑
α

(
∂2L

∂Rµ3ν3ρ3σ3∂Rµ1ν1ρ1σ1

)
α

2Kλ3ρ3σ3Kλ1ρ1σ1

qα + 1 [(nµ3µ1nν3ν1 − ϵµ3µ1ϵν3ν1)nλ3λ1 + (nµ3µ1ϵν3ν1 + ϵµ3µ1nν3ν1) ϵλ3λ1 ]
, (5.13)

where

nµν = n(i)
µ n

(j)
ν gij,

ϵµν = n(i)
µ n

(i)
ν ϵij,

ϵµνϵρσ = nµρnνσ − nµσnνρ,

Kλµν = n
(i)
λ m

(a)
µ n(b)

ν Kiab, (5.14)

where m(a)
µ and n(i)

µ are the unit normal vectors along the tangential (ya) and normal direc-

tions, , h is the determinant of the induced metric on co-dimension two surface in the bulk.

qα can be obtained similar to (5.10).

1We have already written the formula in (5.1), here we are writing the covariant form of (5.1). In this
formula, a and i, j represents the tangential and normal directions.
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Figure 5.1: Description of doubly holographic setup. Blue curves are the island surfaces and red
curve is the Hartman-Maldacena surface. δM is the conformal boundary, z∗ and zT are the turning
points of Hartman-Maldacena and island surfaces.

5.3.2 Doubly Holographic Setup

The doubly holographic setup is a nice setup to calculate the Page curve of black holes. As its

name suggests, it is the double copy of the usual holography proposed by J. Maldacena. First,

we need to take the bulk and truncate the geometry along one of the spatial coordinates

[142, 143]. By doing so, one generates d-dimensional geometry embedded in the (d + 1)-

dimensional bulk. The d-dimensional geometry is known as end-of-the-world brane or Karch-

Randall brane in the literature, and this holography is called “braneworld holography”. The

doubly holographic setup is obtained by joining the two copies of the Karch-Randall model.

The setup consists of an eternal black hole living on the brane and two baths where we can

collect the Hawking radiation. These two baths behave as thermofield double states because

these are like two copies of the boundary conformal field theory (BCFT). Let us discuss

the double holography in the context of AdSd+1/BCFTd correspondence using a bottom-up

approach, and the setup is shown in figure 5.1.

The doubly holographic setup has the three descriptions summarised below.

• Boundary description: d-dimensional BCFT at the conformal boundary of the bulk
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AdSd+1. The boundary of BCFT d is the (d− 1) dimensional defect.

• Intermediate description: Gravity on the end-of-the-world brane is coupled to

BCFT via transparent boundary condition at the defect.

• Bulk description: The holographic dual of BCFT d is AdSd+1 spacetime.

The intermediate description is very crucial to resolving the information paradox. Be-

cause in this description black hole living on the end-of-the-world brane directly couples with

the external CFT bath. Define S(R) as the von Neumann entropy of the subregion R on

a constant time slice in description 1. One can obtain the S(R) in second description from

the island rule [6]:

S(R) = minI extI Sgen(R ∪ I), (5.15)

where generalised entropy functional (Sgen(R ∪ I)) is [126]:

Sgen(R ∪ I) = A(∂I)
4GN

+ Smatter(R ∪ I), (5.16)

A doubly holographic setup is advantageous in the sense that we can obtain S(R) very

easily using the classical Ryu-Takayanagi formula [107]. When bulk is (d + 1) dimensional

then [107]:

Sgen(R ∪ I) = A(γ)
4G(d+1)

N

, (5.17)

where γ is the minimal co-dimension of two surface in bulk.

In figure 5.1, there are two BCFTs on the conformal boundary of the bulk. The vertical

line is the end-of-the-world brane which contains the black hole. The CFT bath collects the

Hawking radiation emitted by the black hole. This setup has two possible extremal surfaces:

Hartman-Maldacena [144] and island surfaces. The Hartman-Maldacena surface connects

the two BCFTs; it starts at the CFT bath, crosses the horizons, reaches up to the turning

point, and then meets the thermofield double partner of BCFT. The entanglement entropy

is divergent at late times for the Hartman-Maldacena surface, which implies Hawking’s

information paradox. The island surface starts at the external CFT bath and lands on the
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end-of-the-world brane. The island surface’s entanglement entropy turns out to be a constant

value (twice of thermal entropy of the black hole). Therefore, one recovers the Page curve by

combining the contributions of the entanglement entropies of both these extremal surfaces.

See [7, 145–161] for the extensive literature on the doubly holographic setup.

Some authors found that gravity is massive on the end-of-the-world brane [162–165]

when we couple the brane to the external CFT bath. In some papers, it was shown by

the authors that we could construct the doubly holographic setup with massless gravity on

the brane [11,154,166,167]. We constructed the doubly holographic setup from a top-down

approach in [11] and details are given in chapter 7. We have a non-conformal bath (QCD2+1)

and the holographic dual is M theory inclusive of O(R4) corrections [1]. The reason for the

existence of massless graviton in our setup is that we required the wave function of the

graviton to be normalized, the second reason is due to the Dirichlet boundary condition on

the wave function of the graviton, and the third reason is that end-of-the-world brane had

non-zero tension and hence localization of graviton is possible on the brane in a “volcano”-

like potential. We obtained the Page curve with massless gravity in our setup, which was

impossible in other doubly holographic setups without the DGP term. One alternate method

to deduce the massless gravity on the brane is to include the Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati (DGP)

term [168] on the brane [166].

5.3.3 Wedge Holography

In the doubly holographic setup, the external bath is a fixed CFT bath. In some of the papers,

it was found that gravity is massive on the end-of-the-world brane and island prescription

is not valid in the masssless gravity. Some of the authors considered the bath as gravitating

too [8, 9, 162, 169]. This setup is known as wedge holography in the literature. It was also

argued that in wedge holography, Hartman-Maldacena surface does not exist and hence no

Page curve in wedge holography. In [13], we showed that entanglement entropy of Hartman-

Maldacena surface is non-zero for the AdS and Schwarzschild black hole and it is zero for

the de-Sitter black hole. This implies that one could get the Page curve for the AdS and

Schwarzschild black hole but not for the de-Sitter space using wedge holography. See Fig.
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Figure 5.2: Description of wedge holography. Two d-dimensional Karch-Randall branes joined at
the (d− 1) dimensional defect, Karch-Randall branes are embedded in (d+ 1)-dimensional bulk.

5.2 for the pictorial description of the wedge holography. One can get the Page curve or

not in wedge holography is a debatable topic. Some progress in this direction has been

made in [166]. It was shown by the author that we can get the Page curve with massless

gravity localize on the Karch-Randall brane provided we have to include the DGP term on

the Karch-Randall brane, see [170,171] for the detailed analysis with examples.

Take into consideration the following action, [8, 9, 169], to describe the mathematical

description of wedge holography:

S = − 1
16πG(d+1)

N

∫
dd+1x

√
−gbulk (R[gbulk] − 2Λ)

− 1
8πG(d+1)

N

∫
α=1,2

ddx
√

−hα (Kα − Tα) , (5.18)

where the first term serves as the Einstein-Hilbert term with the cosmological constant(
Λ = −d(d−1)

2

)
and the second term being the boundary terms on the Karch-Randall branes
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with tensions Tα=1,2. The bulk action’s Einstein equation (5.18) is as follows:

Rµν − 1
2gµνR = d(d− 1)

2 gµν . (5.19)

The above equation has the following solution [9]:

ds2
(d+1) = gµνdx

µdxν = dr2 + cosh2(r)hαijdyidyj, (5.20)

where hαij denote the induced metric on Karch-Randall branes. The Neumann boundary

condition (NBC) obtained from the variation of the bulk action (5.18) with respect to the

metric on Karch-Randall branes hαij is as follows:

Kα
ij − (Kα − Tα)hαij = 0. (5.21)

The wedge holography exist if the metric (5.20) is the solution of the Einstein equation

(5.19) and the bulk metric (5.20) satisfies the NBC (5.21) on the branes, i.e., at r = ±ρ. For

−ρ1 ≤ r ≤ ρ2 with ρ1 ̸= ρ2 [9], the branes will have different tensions [9]. It is also required

that the induced metric hαij on the branes should be the solution of Einstein equation with

a negative cosmological constant to have the anti de-Sitter branes in wedge holography.

Rα
ij − 1

2h
α
ijR[hij]α = (d− 1)(d− 2)

2 hαij, (5.22)

Similar to the double holography, wedge holography has also the three descriptions:

• Boundary description: BCFT d on the conformal boundary of the bulk AdSd+1 with

the (d− 1) dimensional defect.

• Intermediate description: two gravitating systems are connected with each other

via the transparent boundary condition at the defect.

• Bulk description: the holographic dual of BCFT d is classical gravity AdSd+1 space-

time.



118 Chapter 5. Introduction

The wedge holographic dictionary for the (d+ 1)- dimensional bulk is stated as: holographic

dual of the (d−1)-dimensional defect conformal field theory is the classical gravity in (d+1)-

dimensions. Therefore it is a co-dimension two holography. Now let us understand the how

this duality exists.

Classical gravity in (d+ 1)-dimensional bulk

≡ (Quantum) gravity on two d-dimensional Karch-Randall branes with metric AdSd
≡ CFT living on (d− 1)-dimensional defect.

Braneworld holography [142,143] relates first and second line whereas AdS/CFT correspon-

dence [17] between the dynamical gravity on the Karch-Randall brane and defect CFT

connects second and third line. Therefore, classical gravity in (d+ 1) bulk is dual to CFTd−1

at the defect. Wedge holography helps us in getting the Page curve of the black holes similar

to doubly holographic setup discussed in 5.3.2. One is required to compute the entanglement

entropies of Hartman-Maldacena and island surfaces and plot of these entropies with time

will give the Page curve.



CHAPTER 6

PAGE CURVES OF

REISSNER-NORDSTRÖM BLACK

HOLE IN HD GRAVITY

6.1 Introduction and Motivation

Applying the island proposal described in 5.3.1, we are able to compute the Page curves of

eternal black holes [6]. In the papers [172–175], the Page curves of the Reissner-Nordström

black hole, charged dilaton black hole, Schwarzschild black hole, and hyperscaling violating

black branes were found. In the research referred to as [176], the page curve in the charged

linear dilaton model for both the non-extremal black hole and the extremal black hole was

analyzed. Islands in Kerr-de Sitter spacetime and generalized dilaton theories were the

subject of research in the article [177, 178]. In the research referred to as [141], the effect

that mutual knowledge between subsystems on the Page curve was analyzed. Calculations of

the page curve used in higher derivative gravity theories could be found in the papers [11,141].

Page curves of Schwarzschild black holes were obtained by the authors of the paper mentioned

119



120 Chapter 6. Page Curves of Reissner-Nordström Black Hole in HD Gravity

above [141] when higher derivative terms, known as O(R2) and Gauss-Bonnet terms, were

present in the gravitational action.

In the papers [179–185] researchers looked at charged black holes in Einstein-Gauss-

Bonnet gravity in four dimensions. See [186] for a review of the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet the-

ory of gravity when applied to four dimensions. Since we were dealing with higher derivative

theories of gravity, we employed [127] to compute the entanglement entropy for those cases

where it was necessary. The non-extremal black holes are what we’ll be discussing in this

chapter. For extremal black holes, see [176, 187, 188]. It has come to our attention that

research on the effect of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling on the Page curve of a charged Einstein-

Gauss-Bonnet black hole had not been done. As a result, it would be quite fascinating to

investigate how the Page curves of the Reissner-Nordström black hole will change when the

Gauss-Bonnet term is present. As a result of this inspiration, we have computed the Page

curves of charged black holes in higher derivative gravity with O(R2) terms and for charged

Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet black holes in this work.

6.2 Review

This section has been broken up into two different subsections. We will provide a concise

review of the charged black hole in Einstein-Guass-Bonnet gravity in the vanishing cosmo-

logical constant limit [189] and the Page curve calculation of the Reissner-Nordström black

hole [172] in four dimensions in 6.2.1 and 6.2.2.

6.2.1 Brief Review of Charged Black Hole in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet

Gravity

It has been demonstrated by the authors of the work [190] that the Gauss-Bonnet term in

four dimensions can be made dynamical by rescaling the Gauss-Bonnet coupling to the form

α → α
D−4 . The authors in [191] produced a consistent theory of Gauss-Bonnet gravity in

(d + 1)-dimensions with all of the necessary degrees of freedom. The action of Aoki, Gorji,
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and Mukhohyama (AGM) theory can be written as follows:

S = 1
2κ2

∫
d(d+1)x

√
−g (R[g] + αLGB) , (6.1)

where LGB = Rµνρσ[g]Rµνρσ[g] − 4Rµν [g]Rµν [g] + R[g]2 represents Gauss-Bonnet term. The

limit d → 3 of (6.1) implies consistent theory of four dimensional neutral Gauss-Bonnet black

hole. By scaling the Gauss-Bonnet coupling, the author of [189] produced a charged Einstein-

Gauss-Bonnet black hole solution in four dimensions. In the vanishing cosmological constant

limit, we discuss about this solution. The Maxwell term, along with Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet

gravity, has the following action:

S = 1
2κ2

∫
d4x

√
−g[R[g] + αLGB − FµνF

µν ], (6.2)

where R[g] represents the Ricci scalar, α denotes the Gauss-Bonnet coupling, LGB represents

the Gauss-Bonnet term, and Fµν denotes the field strength tensor associated with Aµ gauge

field, which are described as follows:

LGB = Rµνρσ[g]Rµνρσ[g] − 4Rµν [g]Rµν [g] +R[g]2,

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. (6.3)

The gravitational action (6.2)has the following black hole solution:

ds2 = −F (r)dt2 + dr2

F (r) + r2dΩ2, (6.4)

where the black hole function F (r) is defined as:

F (r) = 1 + r2

2α

1 ±

√√√√1 + 4α
(

2M
r3 − Q2

r4

) . (6.5)
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Figure 6.1: Plot of r+ versus α

If we do a small expansion in α with a negative sign chosen in (6.5), then we get the following

result:

F (r) = 1 − 2M
r

+ Q2

r2 + (Q2 − 2Mr)2

r6 α. (6.6)

Solving F (r) = 0 with negative sign of (6.5) yields the black hole’s horizons, which are

presented in the following form:

r± = M ±
√
M2 −Q2 − α, (6.7)

where the physical horizon of the charged black hole is denoted by the symbol r+ and the

Cauchy horizon is denoted by the symbol r−.

Let us now examine the relationship between the Gauss-Bonnet coupling α and the black

hole horizon r+. We have depicted it in figure 6.1 for M = 1 and for a variety of different

values for the black hole charges. When the Gauss-Bonnet coupling (α) is zero, as shown

by the figure 6.1 and the equation (6.7), we get the typical Reissner-Nordström black hole.

The decrease of Gauss-Bonnet coupling results in the increase of the black hole horizon and

vice-versa. When M = 1, the following values for the Gauss-Bonnet coupling α have been

specified by the authors of [179,182]:

• A:Q2 − 4 − 2
√

4 − 2Q2 < α < 1 −Q2, when 0 < Q <
√

3
2 .
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• B:Q2 − 4 − 2
√

4 − 2Q2 < α < Q2 − 4 + 2
√

4 − 2Q2, when 0 < Q <
√

2.

In contrast to the region B, which only contains the physical horizon (r+), the region A

contains both horizons (r±). Since we’re looking for the non-extremal black hole, the region

A is of interest to us. Using Q = 0.8, we found that for the region A, α ∈ (−6.66, 0.36).

6.2.2 Review of Page Curve of Reissner-Nordström Black Hole

Here, we take a look back at [172]’s computation of the Reisnner-Nordström black hole’s

Page curve. The action that describes the Einstein-Maxwell gravity is given as:

I = 1
16πGN

∫
M
d4x

√
−g

(
R − 1

4FµνF
µν
)

+ Imatter, (6.8)

where R represents the Ricci scalar, Fµν denotes the field strength tensor associated with the

Aµ gauge field, and Imatter represents the matter part of the action. The Reissner-Nordstörm

black hole has the following metric:

ds2 = −F (r)dt2 + dr2

F (r) + r2dΩ2, (6.9)

where, dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2 and black hole function:

F (r) = 1 − 2M
r

+ Q2

r2 . (6.10)

The following are the black hole horizons that result from solving F (r) = 0:

r± = M ±
√
M2 −Q2. (6.11)

Below is a version of metric (6.9) written in Kruskal coordinates:

ds2 = −r+r−

r2κ2
+

(
r−

r − r−

)κ+
κ−

−1

e−2κ+rdUdV + r2dΩ2, (6.12)



124 Chapter 6. Page Curves of Reissner-Nordström Black Hole in HD Gravity

where,

U = −e−κ+(t−r∗), V = eκ+(t+r∗), (6.13)

and the tortoise coordinate r∗ is given by:

r∗ = r + r2
+

r+ − r−
log |r − r+| −

r2
−

r+ − r−
log |r − r−|. (6.14)

For both r+ and r−, we have the following expressions for the surface gravities κ±:

κ± = r± − r∓

2r2
±

. (6.15)

The following are definitions of the charged black hole’s Hawking temperature and Bekenstein-

Hawking entropy:

TRN = κ+

2π ,

S
(0)
BH = πr2

+
GN

. (6.16)

The conformal factor in the metric, expressed in Kruskal coordinates, is defined as follows:

g2(r) = r+r−

r2κ2
+

(
r−

r − r−

)κ+
κ−

−1

e−2κ+r. (6.17)

As a result, the metric can be expressed as follows:

ds2 = −g2(r)dUdV + r2dΩ2. (6.18)

The Penrose diagrams of an eternal Reissner-Nordström black hole are shown in figures 6.2

and 6.3. In figures 6.2 and 6.3, the R− and R+ denote the left and right wedges of radiation

regions, the b− and b+ denote the boundaries of R− and R+, and the a− and a+ denote the

boundaries of island surface in the left and right wedges, respectively.
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Figure 6.2: Penrose diagram of an eternal
Reissner-Nordström black hole [172] in the
absence of island surface.

Figure 6.3: Penrose diagram of an eternal
Reissner-Nordström black hole [172] in the
presence of island surface.

6.2.2.1 Entanglement Entropy without Island

Since there is no island surface to begin with, the entanglement entropy of the Hawking

radiation will be obtained by applying the formula shown below [173,192,193]:

S = c

6 log[d2(b+, b−)], (6.19)

where b+(tb, b) and b−(−tb + ιβ2 , b) represent the boundaries of the radiation regions in the

right and left wedges of the Reissner-Nordstrom black hole, respectively. The value of β,

which is defined as β = 2π/κ+, represents the inverse of the Hawking temperature. Equa-

tion (6.19) with no island is applicable to two-dimensional vacuum CFT. Higher-dimensional

spacetime’s entanglement entropy formula is unknown. However, by assuming that the

observer/cut-off surface is located at a large distance from the black hole horizon (r+)

(b± ≫ r+), we can use the (6.19) for higher-dimensional spacetime in the s-wave assumption.

Therefore, the angular component of the metric may be ignored in the s-wave approximation,

leaving us with an asymptotically flat black hole for which we can utilize the (6.19). The
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formula for calculating the geodesic distance among two points (l1, l2) is as follows:

d(l1, l2) =
√
g(l1)g(l2)(U(l2) − U(l1))(V (l1) − V (l2)). (6.20)

Now, utilizing equations (6.13), (6.14), (6.17), (6.19) and (6.20), the entanglement entropy

of Hawking radiation in the absence of an island surface has been simplified to [172]:

S = c

6 log[4g(b)2e2κ+r∗(b) cosh2 κ+tb], (6.21)

If tb → ∞, i.e., in late time approximation, we can write cosh κ+tb ∼ eκ+tb . The time-

dependent component of the equation (6.21) can be simplified as:

SWI
EE ∼ c

3κ+tb. (6.22)

Therefore, we can observe that the entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation in without

an island surface is increasing linearly with time and approaches infinite at later times via

the equation (6.22). This is what causes the information paradox for the Reissner-Nordström

black hole.

6.2.2.2 Entanglement Entropy with Island

Here, we will go through the computation of the entanglement entropy of the Hawking

radiation when an island surface is present. We are able to compute it by utilizing the

formula [173,192,193], which is as follows:

S(R ∪ I) = c

3 log
(
d(a+, a−)d(b+, b−)d(a+, b+)d(a−, b−)

d(a+, b−)d(a−, b+)

)
, (6.23)

where a+(ta, a) and a−(−ta+ιβ2 , a) represent the boundaries of the island surface in the right

and left wedges of Reissner-Nordström geometry, respectively. In the s-wave approximation

(b± ≫ r+), the entanglement entropy formula (6.23) can be applied to higher-dimensional

spacetime similar to (6.19). In late time assumption (ta, tb ≫ b > r+) utilizing (6.13), (6.14),
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(6.17) and (6.20); (6.23) simplified to the following form [172]:

S(R ∪ I)late times = c

6 log[g2(a)g2(b)] + 2c
3 κ+r∗(b)

+ c

3

−2e−κ+(b−a)

∣∣∣∣∣∣a− r+

b− r+

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1/2∣∣∣∣∣∣a− r−

b− r−

∣∣∣∣∣∣
−(r2

−/r
2
+)

− eκ+(r∗(b)−r∗(a)−2tb)

. (6.24)

Therefore, generalized entropy with inclusion of an island surface at late times is as follows

[172]:

Slate times
gen (a) = 2πa2

GN

+ c

6 log[g2(a)g2(b)] + 2c
3 κ+r∗(b)

+ c

3

−2e−κ+(b−a)

∣∣∣∣∣∣a− r+

b− r+

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1/2∣∣∣∣∣∣a− r−

b− r−

∣∣∣∣∣∣
−(r2

−/r
2
+)

− eκ+(r∗(b)−r∗(a)−2tb)

. (6.25)

By taking the variation of (6.25) with respect to a, i.e., ∂Slate times
gen (a)

∂a
= 0, we have to find the

solution of the equation given below:

4πr+

GN

+
c
(
r+−r−
b−r−

) −
r2

−
r2

+ eκ+(r+−b)

3 (r+ − b)
√

a−r+
b−r+

= 0, (6.26)

which has solution:

a ≈ r+ +
c2

(
r+−r−
b−r−

) −
2r2

−
r2

+ G2
Ne

2κ+(r+−b)

144π2r2
+ (b− r+)

, (6.27)

Substitution of a using (6.27) in (6.25), results in Hawking radiation’s total entanglement

entropy at late times:

S
(0)
total = 2πr2

+
GN

+ c

3 log


r−e

2κ+(b−r+)
(

r2
−

(r+−r−)(b−r−)

) 1
2

(
κ+
κ−

−1
)

bκ2
+

+ small,
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S
(0)
total = 2S(0)

BH + c

3 log


r−e

2κ+(b−r+)
(

r2
−

(r+−r−)(b−r−)

) 1
2

(
κ+
κ−

−1
)

bκ2
+

+ small. (6.28)

We may deduce from the preceding equation that the total entanglement entropy remains

the same, which means that it takes precedence after the Page time, and as a result, we have

the Page curve of an eternal Reissner-Nordström black hole.

6.2.2.3 Page Curve

We showed that the entanglement entropy without an island surface increases linearly with

time by using (6.22), and we found that the entanglement entropy remains constant at late

times by using (6.28). Island surface appears after the Page time, which saturates the linear

growth of entanglement entropy and attains a fix value, which equals twice of the Bekenstein-

Hawking entropy of the Reissner-Nordström black hole, we are able to get the Page curve of

the Reissner-Nordström black hole.

We used only the leading order term in the GN in equation (6.28) when we drew the Page

curve of the Reissner-Nordström black hole (shown in figure 6.4) with the value M = 1, Q =

0.8, GN = 1. The blue line in figure 6.4 refers to the linear time growth of the entanglement

entropy equation (6.22)), and the orange line refers to the entanglement entropy with island

surface (equation (6.28)), which takes over after the Page time and results in the Page curve.

Page time: Page time is described as the point in time at which the entanglement

entropy of the Hawking radiation begins to approach zero for a black hole that is evaporating

and reaches a value that is constant for a black hole that is eternal. From matching the

equations (6.22) and (6.28), we are able to obtain the Page time, which is represented by

the following:

t
(0)
Page ∼

6πr2
+

cκ+GN

= 12πr4
+

c GN(r+ − r−) = 3S(0)
BH

2πcTRN
. (6.29)

Scrambling time: The term “scrambling time” refers to the time when we are able
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Figure 6.4: Page curve of an eternal Reissner-Nordström black hole by considering only leading
order term in GN .

to retrieve the information that was lost when it was sucked into the black hole in the

form of Hawking radiation [194, 195]. Information from a black hole that has evaporated

halfway can be quickly retrieved as Hawking radiation, as detailed in [194]. If the black hole

hasn’t evaporated halfway, we’ll have to wait until it does so that we can swiftly retrieve

the information we’ve lost. Scrambling time, as used in the terminology of entanglement

wedge reconstruction [196], is the amount of time it takes the information from the cut-off

surface (r = b+) to arrive at the island surface’s boundary (r = a+). Once the information

thrown into the black hole has traveled to the boundary of the island surface (r = a+), the

entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation begins to include contribution from the island

surface, as the degrees of freedom of the island become part of the entanglement wedge of the

Hawking radiation. Time it takes the information to travel from the cut-off surface (r = b)

to the boundary of the island surface (r = a) when sent into a black hole is provided by:

t(0)
scr = r∗(b) − r∗(a) = b− a+ r2

−
r+ − r−

log
(
a− r−

b− r−

)
−

r2
+

r+ − r−
log

(
a− r+

b− r+

)
. (6.30)

Scrambling time of the Reissner-Nordström black hole is found to be when the value of a

from equation (6.27) is substituted into the previous equation and the obtained expression
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is written as:

t(0)
scr ∼

2r2
+

(r+ − r−) log
(
πr2

+
GN

)
+ small = 1

2πTRN
log

(
S

(0)
BH

)
+ small. (6.31)

This result is comparable to [195], which suggests that black holes are the most efficient

scramblers. We can observe this by looking at the equation (6.31), which shows that the

scrambling time is logarithmic of the thermal entropy of charged black hole analogous to

[195].

6.3 Page Curves of Charged Black Hole in HD Gravity

up to O(R2)

We studied generic higher derivative terms of O(R2) for the gravitational action as that of

considered in [141], and we obtained the Page curves of an eternal Reissner-Nordström black

hole. The gravitational action of the Einstein-Maxwell theory with inclusion of O(R2) is

given as below:

S = 1
16πGN

∫
d4x

√
−g

(
R[g] + λ1R

2[g] + λ2Rµν [g]Rµν [g] + αLGB[g] − FµνF
µν
)
,(6.32)

where R[g] denotes the Ricci scalar, Rµν [g] represents the Ricci tensor, and LGB denotes the

Gauss-Bonnet term defined in (6.3). The formula to calculate the Wald entropy in higher

derivative theories of gravity is given as [102,103]:

SWald = 1
4GN

∮ √
h

(
∂L

∂Rµνρσ

)
ϵµνϵρσd

2x, (6.33)

where h denotes the determinant of the induced metric of the co-dimension two surface. The

metric (6.9) is rewritten as follows:

ds2 = −
(

(r − r+)(r − r−)
r2

)
dt2 + dr2(

(r−r+)(r−r−)
r2

) + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (6.34)
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We found the following for the action (6.32):

∂L
∂Rµνρσ

=
gνσgµρ(1 + 2αR[g]) + 2αRµνρσ[g] − 8αgµρRνσ[g]


+ 2λ1R[g]gνσgµρ + 2λ2g

µρRνσ[g], (6.35)

For the metric (referred to as (6.34)), the Wald entropy that corresponds to the action

(referred to as (6.32)) can be calculated utilizing the equation (referred to as (6.35)) as

follows:

S
(R2)
Wald = S

(α)
BH = 1

4GN

∮ √
h

(
∂L

∂Rtrtr

)
dθdϕ

= π

GN

(
r2

+ + 4α(r+ + 6r−)
r+

− 2λ2

(
r−r+

r2
+

))
. (6.36)

Given that r+ ≫ r−, the preceding equation can be simplified to read as follows:

S
(R2)
Wald = S

(α)
BH ∼ π

GN

(
r2

+ + 4α
)
. (6.37)

The formula which was given in [127] and is described in chapter 5, can be utilized to

determine the holographic entanglement entropy that is associated with higher derivative

gravity theories. According to what was discussed in chapter 5, we are able to write the

total entanglement entropy in the presence of higher derivative terms as follows [141]:

Stotal = Sgravity + Smatter(R ∪ I). (6.38)

The result of calculating gravity’s contribution to the entanglement entropy corresponding

to the action (6.32) is as follows [141]:

Sgravity = A[∂I]
4GN,ren

+ 1
4GN,ren

∫
∂I

(
2λ1,renR[g] + λ2,ren

2∑
i=1

[Rµν [g]nµi nνi − 1
2KiKi] + 2αrenR[∂I]

)
,

(6.39)
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where i refers to normal directions, Ki representing the trace of extrinsic curvature, Ki,µν =

−hαµhνβ, and hµν being the induced metric on island surface’s boundary. In addition,

GN,ren, λ1,ren, λ2,ren and αren are representing the renormalized Newton constant and the cou-

pling constants that appear in higher derivative gravity action (6.32). These are what are

utilized in the process of absorbing the UV divergences of the von Neumann entropy of

matter field that was covered in [141]. We can calculate the matter’s contribution to the

entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation in the presence of the island surface by

utilizing the equations (6.13), (6.14), (6.17), (6.20) and (6.23), which is written as [172]1:

Smatter(R ∪ I) = c

6 log[24g2(a)g2(b) cosh2(κ+ta) cosh2(κ+tb)] + c

3κ+(r∗(a) + r∗(b))

+ c

3

cosh (κ+(r∗(a) − r∗(b))) − cosh (κ+(ta − tb))
cosh (κ+(r∗(a) − r∗(b))) + cosh (κ+(ta − tb))

. (6.40)

In late time approximation, when ta, tb ≫ b > r+, the preceding equation can be simplified

into the following simpler version:

Slate time
matter (R ∪ I) = c

6 log[g2(a)g2(b)] + 2c
3 κ+r∗(b)

+ c

3

−2e−κ+(b−a)

∣∣∣∣∣∣a− r+

b− r+

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1/2∣∣∣∣∣∣a− r−

b− r−

∣∣∣∣∣∣
−(r2

−/r
2
+)

− eκ+(r∗(b)−r∗(a)−2tb)

. (6.41)

Because of this, the generalized entropy of the action (6.32) is as follows [141]:

Sgen(r) = MinI

ExtI

 A[∂I]
4GN,ren

+ 1
4GN,ren

∫
∂I

2λ1,renR[g] + λ2,ren

2∑
i=1

[Rµν [g]nµi nνi − 1
2KiKi]

+ 2αrenR[∂I]
+ Smatter(R ∪ I)

. (6.42)

1The contribution of matter to the entanglement entropy, denoted by the notation Smatter(R ∪ I), is
comparable, at least to some extent, to the result given in [172]. Because of this, we currently wrote the
result until that point.
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As we have the metric (6.9), we obtained: R[g] = 0, R[∂I] = 2
a2 , n

t
1 = 1√

F (r)
, nr2 =√

F (r),K1 = 0 and K2 = −2
r

√
F (r), implying

2∑
i=1

Rµν [g]nµi nνi = 0,

K1K1 = 0,

K2K2 = 4
a2

(
1 − 2M

a
+ Q2

a2

)
. (6.43)

The gravitational component of the entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation (6.39)

can therefore be simplified as follows:

Sgravity(a) = 2π
GN,ren

a2 − 2λ2,ren

(
1 − 2M

a
+ Q2

a2

)
+ 4αren

, (6.44)

Thus, the total generalized entropy is going to be calculated as the sum of the contributions

to the entanglement entropy from the gravity component (6.44) and the matter part (6.41),

which is given as follows:

Sgen(a) = Sgravity(a) + Slate times
matter (R ∪ I)(a)

Sgen(a) ∼ 2π
GN,ren

a2 − 2λ2,ren

(
1 − 2M

a
+ Q2

a2

)
+ 4αren

+ c

6 log[g2(a)g2(b)] + 2c
3 κ+r∗(b)

+ c

3

−2e−κ+(b−a)

∣∣∣∣∣∣a− r+

b− r+

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1/2∣∣∣∣∣∣a− r−

b− r−

∣∣∣∣∣∣
−(r2

−/r
2
+), (6.45)

where r∗(b), g(a), and g(b) can be replaced from the equations (6.14) and (6.17) in the

equation (6.45). The small tb dependent contribution is ignorable in (6.41). The position of

the island surface can be determined by extremizing the equation shown above with respect

to the variable a, which can be written as:

∂Sgen(a)
∂a

∼
4π
(
−2Mr+λ2,ren + 2Q2λ2,ren + r4

+

)
r3

+GN

+
c
(
r+−r−
b−r−

) −
r2

−
r2

+ eκ+(r+−b)

3 (r+ − b)
√

a−r+
b−r+

= 0, (6.46)
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solving above equation, we obtained:

a ≈ r+ +
c2r6

+

(
r+−r−
b−r−

) −
2r2

−
r2

+ G2
Ne

2κ+(r+−b)

144π2 (b− r+) (2λ2,ren (Q2 −Mr+) + r4
+) 2 . (6.47)

Because the island is located beyond the event horizon of the black hole, this creates a

causality paradox. It was demonstrated in [197] that this conclusion occurs in all two-sided

eternal black holes or black holes in the Hartle-Hawking state, and it is possible to restore

causality using quantum focusing conjecture (QFC) [198]. When we separate the black hole

from the bath, a finite quantity of energy flux is generated. This energy flux pulls the black

hole horizon outwards, and as a result, the island always stays behind the horizon. It was

pointed out in [199] that a limited quantity of energy is also generated even when we couple

the black hole to bath, so such energy flux drives the horizon outwards, that suggests that

island lies behind the horizon similar to the way that the decoupling process works, and that

we are able to get rid of the causality paradox.

When the value of “a” from the equation (6.47) is substituted into the equation (6.45),

the generalized entropy equation is simplified to the following form:

S
O(R2)
total = Sgravity + Smatter(R ∪ I),

S
O(R2)
total ∼

2π
(
r2

+ + 4αren
)

GN

+ c

3 log


r−e

−κ+(b+r+)
(

r2
−

(r+−r−)(b−r−)

) 1
2

(
κ+
κ−

−1
)

bκ2
+

+ O(GN),

S
O(R2)
total = 2S(α)

BH + c

3 log


r−e

−κ+(b+r+)
(

r2
−

(r+−r−)(b−r−)

) 1
2

(
κ+
κ−

−1
)

bκ2
+

+ O(GN). (6.48)

If we only look at the leading order term in GN , we are able to see that the total entanglement

entropy of an eternal Reissner-Nordström black hole with inclusion of O(R2) terms in the

gravitational action approaches a constant value that is compatible with the literature. In
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the case where α → 0, the equation (6.48) can be simplified to:

S
(0)
total = 2πr2

+
GN

+ c

3 log


r−e

−κ+(b+r+)
(

r2
−

(r+−r−)(b−r−)

) 1
2

(
κ+
κ−

−1
)

bκ2
+

 . (6.49)

It is nearly identical to what is seen in [172]. The Page curves are obtained by combining

6.22) and (6.48), respectively. Taking into account only the leading order term in (6.48),

and then replacing r+ = M +
√
M2 −Q2, the following is what we get:

Stotal =
2π
((
M +

√
M2 −Q2

)2
+ 4α

)
GN

, (6.50)

where α is αren in (6.50) and in this chapter, where we’ve just used α for the purpose of

simplicity. In figure 6.5, we displayed the Page curves of the charged black hole in with the

presence of O(R2) terms for the parameters M = 1, Q = 0.8, GN = 1 for a range of different

values of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling (α). The diagonal green line indicates (6.22) and the

constant red, green and blue horizontal lines are representing the twice of thermal entropy

of the black hole when α = 0.2, 0,−0.2 with Page times t1Page , t2Page and t3Page . Figure 6.5

represents the shifting of Page curves with Gauss-Bonnet coupling. When α rises then Page

curves shift towards later times and vice-versa.

Page Time: As at t = tHD
Page, SWI

EE = Stotal, thus (6.22) and (6.48) implying the following

Page time:

tHD
Page ∼

6π
(
r2

+ + 4α
)

cκ+GN

= 3S(0)
BH

2πcTRN
+ 12α
c GNTRN

= t
(0)
Page + 12α

c GNTRN
. (6.51)

The preceding equation makes it abundantly evident that in the case when α → 0 is being

considered, the Page time of the Reissner-Nordström black hole with the presence of O(R2)

terms simplifies to the Page time of the Reissner-Nordström black hole (6.29) when higher
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Figure 6.5: Page curves of an eternal Reissner-Nordström black hole using a number of different
Gauss-Bonnet couplings.

derivative terms are removed.

t
(0)
Page ∼

6πr2
+

cκ+GN

. (6.52)

As a result of the fact that the Gauss-Bonnet coupling (α) appears with a positive sign in

(6.48) and (6.51), we receive the Page curves at a later or earlier times when α increases or

decreases.

Scrambling time: The scrambling time of the charged black hole with the presence of

O(R2) terms can be found by putting a from (6.47) into (6.30). The resulting equation is as

follows:

tHD
scr ∼

2r2
+

r+ − r−
log

π
(
2λ2,ren (Q2 −Mr+) + r4

+

)
r2

+GN

+ small. (6.53)

In the previous equation, if we consider the limit of λ2,ren → 0, we will get the scrambling

time for the Reissner-Nordström black hole (6.31) when higher derivative terms are not taken
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into account. The small λ2,ren expansion of (6.53) results in:

tHD
scr ∼

2r2
+

r+ − r−
log

(
πr2

+
GN

)
+ 2λ2,ren (Q2 −Mr+)

(r+ − r−) r2
+

,

= 1
2πTRN

log
(
S

(0)
BH

)
+ 2λ2,ren (Q2 −Mr+)

(r+ − r−) r2
+

= t(0)
scr + 2λ2,ren (Q2 −Mr+)

(r+ − r−) r2
+

. (6.54)

Hence, scrambling time of the charged black hole with inclusion of O(R2) terms may increase

or decrease based on the sign of second term of (6.54).

6.4 Page Curves of Charged Black Hole in Einstein-

Gauss-Bonnet Gravity

We now obtain the Page curves of charged black hole in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity.

The gravitational action of Einstein-Maxwell-Gauss-Bonnet gravity without cosmological

constant has the following form [189]:

S = 1
2κ2

∫
d4x

√
−g[R[g] + αLGB − FµνF

µν ]. (6.55)

The Wald entropy of the charged black hole in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity has been

obtained utilizing (6.33),(6.34),(6.35) and (6.55) and the obtained results is written below:

S
(EGB)
Wald = S

(α)
BH = π

GN

(
r2

+ + 4α(r+ + 6r−)
r+

)
∼ π

GN

(
r2

+ + 4α
)
. (6.56)

The following is a result of the holographic entanglement entropy of the gravitational action
(6.55) that was done in [127,200,201]:

Sgravity = 1
4GN

∫
d2y

√
h

[
1 + α

(
2R[g] − 4

(
Rµν [g]nνinµi − 1

2K
iKi

)
+ 2

(
Rµνρσ[g]nµinνjnρi n

σ
j −Ki

abK
ab
i

))]
,

(6.57)
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where h denotes the determinant of a given induced metric on a surface with constant

coordinates (t, r = a):

ds2 = habdx
adxb = a2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (6.58)

Now equation (6.57) was simplified by the use of Gauss-Codazzi equation [141,201]:

R[g] = R[∂I] −Rµνρσ[g]nµinνjnρinσj + 2Rµν [g]nνinµi −KiKi +Ki
abK

ab
i . (6.59)

Holographic entanglement entropy in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity can be simplified to

the following form through the use of the equations (6.57) and (6.59), which represent the

gravitational contribution to the generalized entropy:

Sgravity = 1
4GN

∫
d2y

√
h (1 + 2αR[∂I]) , (6.60)

and contribution of matter to the entanglement entropy is same as given in 6.3. For the

induced metric (6.58), we found that: R[∂I] = 2
a2 . Hence, (6.60) has the following form for

the metric (6.58):

Sgravity = 2πa2

GN

(
1 + 4α

a2

)
, (6.61)

Hence, similar to 6.3, the generalised entropy for this case is obtained as:

Sgen(a) ∼ 2πa2

GN

(
1 + 4α

a2

)
+ c

6 log[g2(a)g2(b)] + 2c
3 κ+r∗(b)

+ c

3

−2e−κ+(b−a)

∣∣∣∣∣∣a− r+

b− r+

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1/2∣∣∣∣∣∣a− r−

b− r−

∣∣∣∣∣∣
−(r2

−/r
2
+). (6.62)

The variation of (6.62) with respect to a leads to the following equation:

∂Sgen(a)
∂a

∼ 4πr+

GN

+
c
(
r+−r−
b−r−

) −
r2

−
r2

+ eκ+(r+−b)

3 (r+ − b)
√

a−r+
b−r+

= 0, (6.63)
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from the previous equation, we found the location of the island surface as written below:

a ≈ r+ +
c2
(
r+−r−
b−r−

) −
2r2

−
r2

+ G2
Ne

2κ+(r+−b)

144π2r2
+ (b− r+) . (6.64)

Using (6.64), the total entanglement entropy of the charged Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet black

hole (6.62) in late time approximation is obtained as:

SEGB
total ∼

2π
(
4α + r2

+

)
GN

+ c

3 log


r−e

−κ+(b+r+)
(

r2
−

(r+−r−)(b−r−)

) 1
2

(
κ+
κ−

−1
)

bκ2
+

 ,

SEGB
total = 2S(α)

BH + c

3 log


r−e

−κ+(b+r+)
(

r2
−

(r+−r−)(b−r−)

) 1
2

(
κ+
κ−

−1
)

bκ2
+

 . (6.65)

Since the total entanglement entropy of the charged black hole in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet

gravity at late times (6.65) is the same as the total entanglement entropy of the charged

black hole in higher derivative gravity with the O(R2) terms specified in the equation (6.48),

it may be concluded that the two quantities are identical. Because of this, the Page curves

and Page times of the charged black hole in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity will turn out to

be the same as the Page curves and Page times of the charged black hole in higher derivative

gravity with O(R2) terms , figure 6.5.

Scrambling time: In this particular instance, the scrambling time is not influenced by the

higher derivative terms and is identical to the scrambling time of the Reissner-Nordström

black hole [172]:

tEGB
scr ∼

2r2
+

(r+ − r−) log
(
πr2

+
GN

)
+ small = 1

2πTRN
log

(
S

(0)
BH

)
+ small = t(0)

scr + small. (6.66)
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6.5 Conclusion and Discussion

We obtained the Page curves of an eternal Reissner-Nordstrom black hole in this chapter.

We concentrated on the non-holographic model and made the assumption that the observer

is located a large distance from the black hole. As a result, we were able to employ the s-wave

approximation to compute the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation utilizing the for-

mula associated with two-dimensional conformal field theory. The affect of higher derivative

terms on the Page curve was studied in [141] for the neutral black hole. The researchers in

that paper took into account the eternal black hole and the evaporating black hole both.

They were solely concerned with the more generic O(R2) terms. We considered the general

O(R2) terms as well as Gauss-Bonnet term both as the higher derivative terms for the non-

extremal eternal Reissner-Nordström black hole and found that Page time, scrambling time,

and the Page curves of eternal black holes are all affected when higher derivative terms are

present in the gravitational action. The key results that have been found are summarized

below.

1. In the first scenario, we took into account the general terms (O(R2)) in the gravitational

action described in [141] and calculated the Page curves. We came to the conclusion

that, because there is initially no island surface, the entanglement entropy of the

Hawking radiation will continue to increase in a linear fashion with the passage of

time indefinitely. As a result, we ended up at an information paradox for the charged

black hole. At later times, an island will appear, and the entanglement entropy of the

Hawking radiation will attain a constant value. This value will be equal to double the

Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the black hole, and it will allow us to derive the Page

curves for fixed values of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling (α). The higher derivative terms

shifts the Page curve and hence Page time. Page curves move towards later times as

the Gauss-Bonnet coupling (α) grows, and Page curves shift towards earlier times as

the Gauss-Bonnet coupling (α) drops.

2. In the next scenario, we solely included the Gauss-Bonnet term as the higher derivative

term because it is crucial for the investigation of the charged black hole in Einstein-
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Gauss-Bonnet gravity [189]. In a manner analogous to the first scenario, we observe

linear time growth of the entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation at the begin-

ning. This is followed by the emergence of an island at later times, that dominates the

linear time growth of the Hawking radiation. As a result, the entanglement entropy of

the Hawking radiation eventually reaches exactly two times the Bekenstein-Hawking

entropy of the black hole, and we obtained the Page curve exactly similar to the first

case. It is interesting that we found that the Page curves with Gauss-Bonnet coupling

behave in a manner that is comparable to that which was explained earlier in the first

case.

3. In the first scenario, the higher derivative terms have an effect on how long it takes

the charged black hole to scramble its information. If the correction term is positive,

it will make it so that it is larger, but if it is negative, it will make it so that it is

smaller. In addition, if we take the coupling that appears in scrambling time and

set it to zero, then we are able to get back the scrambling time of the Reissner-

Nordström black hole. Scrambling time is unaffected by the higher derivative term in

the second scenario, which is when we look at solely the Gauss-Bonnet term as the

higher derivative term. In this scenario, scrambling time remains identical, just like

the scrambling time associated with the Reissner-Nordström black hole.

4. When the Gauss-Bonnet coupling goes to zero, we are able to recover the Page curve

of the Reissner-Nordsrtöm black hole, which was obtained in [172]. Further, all of our

results reduces to that of [172] in the same limit.





CHAPTER 7

ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY AND

PAGE CURVE FROM THE M-THEORY

DUAL OF THERMAL QCD ABOVE Tc

AT INTERMEDIATE COUPLING

7.1 Introduction and Motivation

In doubly holographic approaches, as described in 5.3.2 of chapter 5, a gravitational dual

black hole is connected with an external CFT bath [202]. As an illustration, gravity in

d-dimensions is connected with the external bath in d-dimensions, wherein d-dimensional

exterior bath possesses a corresponding holographic dual in (d + 1)-dimensions. In such

models, we take into consideration two variants of the previously mentioned configuration.

We look at two distinct types of extremal surfaces in these models. The very first one

corresponds to the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface [144], that begins from the position at

which gravity interacts with with an external bath, i.e., at the defect, and traverses the black

143
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hole horizon to get to the defect of the thermofield double associated with doubly holographic

setups, and the entanglement entropy involvement via the aforementioned surface possesses

linear time dependency, leading to information paradox at later times. The other type of

surface includes the island surface, that begins at the exterior bath and ends on the Karch-

Randall brane [142,143]. The contribution of entanglement entropy coming from the island

surface becomes time independent and takes over beyond the Page time. The Page curve is

obtained through the combination of the entanglement entropy contributions obtained from

both the extremal surfaces.

As we discussed in 5.3.2, in some cases, the gravity becomes massive on the Karch-Randall

branes, and one was unable to get the Page curve with massless gravity localized on the Karch-

Randall branes. In this chapter, we have looked at this major issue of doubly holographic

setup from M-theory perspective in the presence of O(R4) terms in the supergravity action.

We have a different situation from the literature that we have a non-conformal bath (QCD

bath), and the doubly holographic setup is being constructed from a top-down approach1 with

the inclusion of higher derivative terms in the supergravity action. Interestingly, the issue of

the massive graviton is absent in our setup, and one can get the Page curve with massless

gravity on the end-of-the-world(ETW) brane.

We cannot utilize the island approach for non-conformal backgrounds because currently

there is no recognized Cardy-like formula for the non-conformal theories. As a result, we

used the previously mentioned doubly holographic frameworks technique to arrive at the

Page curve. In the context of our scenario, on the gravity dual side, there is a M-theory

dual consisting of higher derivative terms, whereas on the gauge theory side, we find non-

conformal thermal QCD-like theories at the intermediate coupling, the model is discussed in

1.4 of chapter 1. In the present chapter, we created a doubly holographic setup analogous

to [7,203], where the researchers utilize a conformal theory on their gauge theory side. There

are two types of potential surfaces to think about: Hartman-Maldacena-like and island

surfaces. The Hartman-Maldacena-like surface has been accountable for the gradual linear

1See [148–150], for some papers from the top-down approach where the authors have worked with type
IIB string theory.
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temporal growth of Hawking radiation’s entanglement entropy. Above the Page time, the

entanglement entropy component via the island surface takes over and this is not dependent

upon time, so we extract the Page curve using the M-theory dual, which includes O(R4)

corrections. As a remark, we used the formula of [127] to compute the entanglement entropy

with the inclusion of higher derivative terms and when higher derivative terms are absent

then we used the Ryu-Takayanagi formula to compute the entanglement entropy [107].

7.2 Doubly Holographic Setup in M Theory

We generalized these types of setups to M-theory background after being inspired by the

double holographic setup presented in 5.3.2. After a double Wick-rotation, we have QCD2+1

at r=0, along x1,2 and Wick-rotated x3. One can think of a fluxed ETW-hypersurface or

“brane" M10 = R2(x2,3) ×w M8 where M8 is the (non-compact) SU(4)/Spin(7)-structure

( [1], Table 2) eight-fold MSU(4)/Spin(7)
8 (r, t, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ, x

10) at x1 = 0 which has a black hole.

The ETW-hypersurface can be interpreted as R2(x2,3) ×wM
SU(4)/Spin(7)
8 (t, r, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ, x

10)

containing black M5-brane at x1 = 0 with world volume Σ(6) = S1(t)×wR≥0(r)×Σ(4) where

Σ(4) = n1S
3(θ1, ϕ1, ψ) × [0, 1]θ2 +n2S

2(θ1, ϕ1) ×S2(θ2, x
10) with n1 determined by

∫
S3×[0,1] G4

and n2 by
∫
S2×S2 G4; the QCD2+1 can be thought of as living on M2-branes with world

volume Σ(3)(x1,2,3). QCD2+1 at r = 0 would interact gravitationally via the pull-back of the

ambient M11 = R1,2,3 ×w M8 = R(x1) ×w M10 metric used to contract the non-abelian field

strength in the gauge kinetic term obtained as part of the M2-brane(x1,2,3) world-volume

action. This has some similarity with points 2 and 3 of the doubly holographic setup as

discussed in 5.3.2. The doubly holographic setup constructed by us is shown in Fig. 7.1.

Let us be more specific and briefly describe the three equivalent descriptions alluded to

towards the beginning of this sub-section. The doubly holographic setup constructed from

the bottom-up approach (usually followed in the literature) as described at the beginning

of this sub-section, has the following M-theory description (the one we follow) of top-down

double holography with QCD2+1 bath with the numbering matches the one used in the

aforementioned three equivalent description:
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1. Boundary-like Description: QCD2+1 (could be thought of as supported on an M2-

brane with world-volume Σ(3)(x1,2,3), and) is living at the tip (r = 0) of a non-compact

seven-fold of G2 structure which is a cone over a warped non-Kähler resolved conifold.

The two-dimensional “defect” Σ(2) ∼= Σ(3)(x2,3;x1 = 0) ∼= R2(x2,3).

2. Non-Conformal Bath-ETW Interaction Description: Fluxed End-of-The-World

(ETW) hypersurface M10 ∼= R2(x2,3) ×w M
SU(4)/Spin(7)
8 (t, r, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ, x

10) containing

black M5-brane at x1 = 0 coupled to QCD2+1 bath living on M2 brane with world vol-

ume Σ(3)(x1,2,3) along the defect Σ(2) ∼= M10 ∩ Σ(3)(x1,2,3)
∣∣∣
x1=0

via exchange of massless

graviton.

3. Bulk Description: QCD2+1(x1,2,3) has holographic dual which is eleven dimensional

(M11 ∼= R(x1) ×w M10 ∼= S1(t) ×w R3(x1,2,3) ×w M
G2
7 (r, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ, x

10)) M-theory

background (compactified on a seven-fold with G2 structure) containing the fluxed

ETW-hypersurface M10(x1 = 0).

The pictorial representation of the aforementioned ETW-brane(containing a black M5-

brane)/M2-brane(supporting the non-conformal “bath” - QCD2+1)-setup focusing only on

the x1 − r-plane, along with the Hartmann-Maldacena-like surface and island surface, is

given in Fig. 7.1. Unlike [6], [202] and [162], the (non-conformal) bath is at r = 0 instead of

the UV cutoff r = rUV
2. In the high temperature (T > Tc) M-theory dual (3.1), evidently

r ≥ rh (the metric component gM
tt being proportional to a warp factor eB where B ∼

log
(

1 − r4
h

r4 + O
(
gsM2

N

))
from the solutions to the supergravity EOM implies that for B ∈

R, r ≥ rh in the MQGP limit (1.39)).3

2The cut-off, unlike most references in the literature is not at infinity but is such that rUV
<∼ L ≡

(4πgsN)1/4 thereby justifying dropping the “1” in the 10-dimensional warp factor h in [14], [15], [1] [that
appears in (3.1)], which otherwise would have been 1 + L4

r4

[
1 + O

(
gsM

2

N

)]
.

3Further, as will be shown later, the area/entanglement entropy (inclusive of O(R4) contributions) of the
HM surface (see (7.35), (7.39), (7.67), (7.70) and (7.105)) as well as the IS (see (7.51), (7.52), (7.94) and
(7.108)) are proportional to a positive power of M - the number of fractional D3-branes in the parent type IIB

dual [14]. Now, the contribution to r integral from r ∈ UV, i.e., r >
√

3a ∼
[
1+O

(√
β

N

)
+O

(
gsM

2

N

)]
rh ∼

(1 + ϵ) rh, |ϵ| ≪ 1 [2] will involve replacing M by MUV ≡ Meff(r ∈ UV ⇔ r >
√

3a) - the UV-valued
effective number of fractional D3-branes in the aforementioned parent type IIB dual - which is vanishing
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Figure 7.1: Doubly holographic setup in M-theory dual. ETW-black “brane” is coupled the
thermal bath (at the tip of seven-fold of G2-structure which is a cone over a warped non-Kähler
resolved conifold), where the Hawking radiation is collected, which effectively is thermal QCD2+1
along x1,2,3 after Wick-rotation along x3 at r = 0. Blue curves correspond to the island surfaces
and red curve corresponds to the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface.
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From the work of [127], we could compute the entanglement entropy associated with

holographic dual theories with the inclusion of higher derivative terms. We could express

the analogue of the generalised entropy functional described in equation (5.17) using [127]

for M-theory dual in the presence of O(R4) terms as follows:

Sgen(R ∪ I) = Sgravity, (7.1)

where

Sgravity = SEE

4G(11)
N

, (7.2)

where SEE is defined in (5.8). The Page curve is obtained from (7.1) and (5.8) for the

Hartman-Maldacena-like and island surfaces in 7.5.

7.3 ETW-“brane” Embedding

End of the World (ETW)-“brane” embedding is a crucial issue associated with the presence

of islands in the doubly-holographic approach. The situation is widely recognized at the stage

of Einstein gravity at LO (i.e. Einstein-Hilbert(EH) and the boundary Gibbons-Hawking-

York surface terms), but little is understood for higher derivative gravity, e.g. D = 11

supergravity at O(R4); in top-down frameworks like the one taken into account by us, the

ETW-“brane” is a fluxed hypersurface W . We tackled the situation in two subsections within

this section: first we obtained the ETW embedding exactly the stage of EH+GHY action,

and the subsequent one demonstrated how the aforementioned LO embedding obtains no

modifications in the MQGP limit (1.39). The ETW-“brane” W : AdS∞
4 ×wM6 with G4 fluxes

threading a homologous sum of four-cycles S3 × [0, 1] and S2 ×S2 in M6 = M5(θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ)×

S1(x10) → M
SU(4)/Spin(7)
8 (t, r, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ, x

10) (in the large-N MQGP limit) implies: ∂M11 =

small ensuring UV conformality. Therefore all integrals
∫ rUV
r∗ or rT of integrands relevant to the HM/IS areas

or entanglement entropies, will vanish as r∗,T > rh though being nearer to rh than
√

3a.
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{r = rUV} ∪ W . Considering the end-of-the-world (ETW)-“Brane” embedding as,

x1 = x1(r), (7.3)

and inserting it into (7.20) yields:

ds2 = α(r)
−g(r)dt2 +

σ(r) +
(
dx1

dr

)2
 dr2 +

3∑
µ=2

dxµdx
µ

+ gmndx
mdxn. (7.4)

7.3.1 At O(β0)

If T is the tension associated with the ETW-“brane”, and if K and Km̃ñ, m̃, ñ = r, t, µ,m

are the extrinsic curvature scalar and tensor associated with the end-of-the-world (ETW)-

“brane”, then [204],

Kmn − Khmn = −9Thmn, (7.5)

where hmn represents the induced metric on the end-of-the-world brane. Focus on the rr-
component of (7.5) in the IR. We could argue that in the IR, the embedding function
x1(r) = x(r) always appears as x′(r), x′′(r) in (7.5), and writing a =

(
b+ O

(
gsM2

N

))
rh [60],

the terms LO and NLO in N and

K (N, gs; rh) ∼ − κK

(
3b2 − 1

)√
rh(logN − 9 log(rh))

4
√
gs

4
√
N

√
r − rh ((3b2 − 1) logN + 9 log(rh)) 3

√
Nf (logN − 3 log(rh))

Krr (N,M,Nf , gs; rh;x′(r);x′′(r)) ∼ − κ
(1)
Krr

√
gsNΣ(rh;N,Nf )
rh(r − rh)2

+ κ
(2)
Krr

gs
3M2Nf log(rh)(logN − 12 log(rh))Σ(rh;N,Nf )

rh2√
gsN(r − rh)2

+ κ
(3)
Krr

rhx
′(r)Σ(rh;N,Nf )√

gsN
+ κ

(4)
Krr

rh
2x′′(r)Σ(rh;N,Nf )√

gsN
,

hrr (N,M,Nf , gs; rh;x′(r)) ∼ − 2κ(1)
Krr

√
gsNΣ(rh;N,Nf )
rh(r − rh) − κ

(3)
Krr

rh
2x′(r)Σ(rh;N,Nf )√

gsN

− 2κ(2)
Krr

3gs3M2Nf log(rh)(logN − 12 log(rh))Σ(rh;N,Nf )
rh

√
gsN(r − rh)

, (7.6)

wherein Σ(rh;N,Nf ) ≡ (6 logNNf − 3Nf log (9a2rh
4 + rh

6))2/3, numerical pre-factors ap-

pear in κK , κK(i=1,2,3,4)
rr

. Since b = 1√
3 +ϵ, (e.g., in the ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2-coordinate patches,

|ϵ| ∼ r2
h (| log rh|)9/2 N−9/10−αb , αb > 0 [1]), (7.5) may be approximated with Kmn ∼ −9Thmn.
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Considerm = n = r component of the same, we found that unlike Krr (N,M,Nf , gs; rh;x′(r);x′′(r)),

there is no x′′(r) term in hrr (N,M,Nf , gs; rh;x′(r)). Hence,

x′′(r) = 0. (7.7)

urthermore, the LO-in-N terms in the IR (r = O(1)rh of) Krr (N,M,Nf , gs; rh;x′(r);x′′(r))

are proportional to hrr (N,M,Nf , gs; rh;x′(r)) with a proportionality constant “-2”. This

implies that ETW-“brane” has the following tension:

T ∼ 1
rh
. (7.8)

However, at NLO in N , the coefficients are proportional to one another, although having a

constant for proportionality of “-1”. This is balanced by x′(r) = 0, i.e.,

x1(r) = constant, (7.9)

and we assume the constant is zero.

7.3.2 No Boundary Terms Generated at O(R4)

The eleven-dimensional supergravity action, which includes O(R4) terms, is presented by

the following:

S = 1
2κ2

11

∫
M11

√
−GM

[
R ∗11 1 − 1

2G4 ∧ ∗11G4 − 1
6C ∧G ∧G

]
+ 1
κ2

11

∫
r=rUV

d10x
√
hK

+ 1
(2π)432213

(
2π2

κ2
11

) 1
3 ∫

M11
d11x

√
−GM

(
J0 − 1

2E8

)
+
(

2π2

κ2
11

)∫
C3 ∧X8

+ 1
κ2

11

∫
W
d10x

√
γ(K − 9T ),

(7.10)

where the terms J0 and E8 have been given in (1.53). Because of the hierarchical structure,

|t28G2R3| < |E8| < |J0| [1] in the MQGP limit (1.39), we worked with J0; γ , K and T in in
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(7.10) have already been defined. From [1],

δJ0 ∼ −δgM̃Ñ

gMM̃RHÑNK + gNÑRHMM̃K + gKM̃RHMNÑ

χ̃HMNK

− 1
2

gHH̃
D[N1

DK1]δgM1H̃
+DM1δg|K1]H̃ −DH̃δg|K1]M1

χM1N1K1
H

, (7.11)

where,

χ̃HMNK ≡ RPMNQR
RSP
H RQ

RSK − 1
2RPQKNR

RSP
H RQ

RSM ;

χM1N1K1
H ≡ R M1N1

P QR
RSP
H RQ K1

RS − 1
2R

M1N1
PQ R RSP

H RQ K1
RS . (7.12)

As a result, we are able to identify that a usual boundary term including covariant derivatives

of metric fluctuations that would have to be cancelled out by a suitable boundary term (using

Stokes theorem) is:

∫
W
D[K1|δgM1H̃

χH̃M1[N1K1]dΣ|N1] =
∫

W
D[K1|δgM1H̃

χH̃M1[N1K1]η|N1]
√

−hd10y. (7.13)

The (dual to the) unit normal vector to W provided by:

ηM = (ηr, ηx, ηM ̸=r,x) =

(
−dx1(r)

dr

√
Grr

M,
√
Gx1x1

M ,0
)

√
(Gxx

M)2 + (Grr
M)2

(
dx1(r)
dr

)2
. (7.14)

Hence,

ηM |x1(r)=constant =
(

0,
√
Gxx

M,0
)
. (7.15)

According to (7.15), one will be needed to considera χHM [x1N ]. Using the fact that the only

non-vanishing linearly independent Riemann curvature tensor for the metric (7.20) with one

index along x1 is Rx1tx1t, and (7.12), we obtained:

χtx
1tx1 = 1

2
(
gM
x1x1

)2 (
R x1x1t
t

)2
Rtx1x1t. (7.16)
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Utilizing,

Rx1x1t
t ∼ − (9a2 + rh

2)
Nfrh2 (6a2 + rh2) (logN − 3 log(rh)) 3

√
12π
gs

+ 3 logNNf − 9Nf log(rh)
;

Rtx1tx1 ∼ (9a2(gs logNNf + 4π) − 3gsNf (9a2 + rh
2) log(rh) + gs logNNfrh

2)
√
gsNf

3rh3 (6a2 + rh2) (r − rh)(logN − 3 log(rh))3 .

We found that up to leading order in N and logN, | log rh|, and in the IR (near r = rh),

βχtx
1tx1

∣∣∣
x1=constant

∼ β

N

1
√
gsN

25/3
f r3

h(r − rh) (logN − 3| log rh|)10/3 .

As a result, we can observe from (7.13)(χttx1t = χx
1x1x1t = 0):

∫
W
D[K1|δg

M
M1H̃

χH̃M1[N1K1]dΣ|N1]

∣∣∣∣
x1=constant

∼
∫

W
Dtδg

M
x1tχ

tx1[x1t]ηx1
√

−hd10y. (7.17)

Since, gM
x1t = 0. As a result, confined to x1 =constant, there isn’t any surface term produced

if δgM
x1t = 0 is chosen.

7.4 Page Curve without Higher Derivative Terms

Here, we obtained the Page curve using the doubly holographic setup constructed in 7.2.

In this part, we do not consider the O(R4) terms in the supergravity action. Therefore,

we used the Ryu-Takayanagi formula to compute the entanglement entropies of Hartman-

Maldacena-like and Island surfaces in 7.4.1 and 7.4.2. The Page curve has been obtained

in 7.4.3. In the absence of O(R4) terms, the N = 1, D = 11 supergravity action has been

provided as follows:

S = 1
2κ2

11

∫
M11

√
−GM

[
R ∗11 ∧1 − 1

2G4 ∧ ∗11G4 − 1
6C ∧G ∧G

]
+ 1
κ2

11

∫
r=rUV

d10x
√
hK + 1

κ2
11

∫
W
d10x

√
γ(K − 9T ). (7.18)
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γ , K and T in (7.18) correspond to the induced metric, trace of extrinsic curvature (Kmn),

and tension of the ETW brane(W : ∂M11 = {r = rUV}∪W). For T > Tc on the gauge theory

side, the black hole metric associated with the M-theory dual is provided via the following:

ds2
11 = e− 2ϕIIA

3

 1√
h(r, θ1,2)

(
−g(r)dt2 +

(
dx1

)2
+
(
dx2

)2
+
(
dx3

)2
)

+
√
h(r, θ1,2)

(
dr2

g(r) + ds2
IIA(r, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ)

)+ e
4ϕIIA

3

(
dx11 + A

F IIB
1 +F IIB

3 +F IIB
5

IIA

)2
,

(7.19)

where A
F IIB
i=1,3,5

IIA represent the type IIA RR one-forms produced from the type IIB triple

T/SYZ-dual. F IIB
1,3,5 fluxes in [14], and g(r) = 1 − r4

h

r4 . We could write down the metric ((7.19)

near the ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2-coordinate patch in the following form:

ds2 = α(r)[−g(r)dt2 + σ(r)dr2 + dxµdx
µ] + gmndx

mdxn, (7.20)

where xµ(µ = 1, 2, 3) denotes spatial coordinates, r denotes radial coordinates, and xm(m =

5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10) denotes six angular coordinates (θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ, x
10) within the conifold geometry.

We found the following results through the comparison of equations (7.19) and (7.20):

α(r, θ1,2) = e− 2ϕIIA
3√

h(r, θ1,2)
,

σ(r, θ1,2) = h(r, θ1,2)
g(r) , (7.21)

where ϕIIA represents the type IIA dilaton profile, which could be described as GM
x10x10 =

e
4ϕIIA

3 . The following equation has been used to calculate the volume of the compact six-fold:

Vint =
∫ ∏

m

dxm
√

−g. (7.22)
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7.4.1 Entanglement Entropy Contribution from Hartman-Maldacena-

like Surface

To calculate the time-dependent entanglement entropy associated with a Hartman-Maldacena-

like surface, we first look at the induced metric on a constant x1 slice, which was calculated

utilizing (7.20) as follows:

ds2|x1=xR = α(r)
(−g(r)ṫ(r)2 + σ(r)

)
dr2 + (dx2)2 + (dx3)2

+ gmndx
mdxn. (7.23)

The area density functional for a Hartman-Maldacena-like surface could be calculated using

(7.23) as follows:

AHM(tb) = A

V2
=
∫
dt
√

(−g(r)H(r) + σ(r)H(r)ṙ(t)2) ≡
∫
dtL, (7.24)

where H(r) = V2
intα(r)3 and V2 =

∫ ∫
dx2dx3 . The following is the constant of motion E

(which in turn is the energy of the minimum surface) since there is no explicit t dependency

in the Lagrangian:

E = ∂L
∂ṙ(t) ṙ(t) − L, (7.25)

where ṙ(t) = dr(t)
dt

. Using equation (7.24), we can reduce the preceding equation as follows:

E = g(r)H(r)√
(−g(r)H(r) + σ(r)H(r)ṙ(t)2)

. (7.26)

When we solved the preceding equation for ˙r(t), we got:

ṙ(t) = ±

√√√√( g(r)
σ(r)

(
1 + g(r)H(r)

E2

))
. (7.27)

At r = r∗, ṙ(t)|r=r∗ = 0. As a result, equation (7.27) is going to be rewritten as follows:

g(r∗)
σ(r∗)

(
1 + g(r∗)H(r∗)

E2

)
= 0. (7.28)
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implying

E2 = −g(r∗)H(r∗), (7.29)

The highest value of r for the a surface having energy E is r∗. In the entire geometry, a

Hartman-Maldacena-like surface begins at x1 = xR, rises to r∗, and then descends to its

thermofield double partner. The equation (7.24) has been simplified as follows:

AHM(tb) =
∫
dr

√√√√−g(r)H(r)
ṙ(t)2 + σ(r)H(r). (7.30)

Using (7.27) and (7.30), we obtained:

AHM(tb) = 2
∫ r∗

rh

dr

√
σ(r)g(r)H(r)

E

√(
1 + g(r)H(r)

E2

) . (7.31)

Now we identify time via the integral:

∫ r∗

rh

dr

ṙ(t) = t∗ − tb, (7.32)

where t∗ = t(r∗) and tb represents the boundary time at r = rh. The boundary time as

expressed in the form of energy could be calculated using equations (7.27) and (7.32) as

follows:

tb = −P
∫ r∗

rh

dr√
g(r)
σ(r)

(
1 + g(r)H(r)

E2

) . (7.33)

As a result, the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface’s entanglement entropy is:

SHM(tb) = AHM(tb)
4G(11)

N

. (7.34)

7.4.1.1 Hartman-Maldacena-like Surface Analytics/Numerics

After integrating all of the angular coordinates and consequently including a (2π)4 emerging

from integration w.r.t. ϕ1,2, ψ, x
10, the area corresponding to the Hartman-Maldacena-like
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surface is obtained as:

AHM ∼ (2π)4
∫ r∗

rh

dr

π9EM2 10
√
N log2(2)(log(64) − 1)2N4

f g
9/4
s log2(r)(log(N) − 3 log(r))4

×
(
Nfgs

(
r2(2 log(N) − 18 log(r) + 3) − 2r2

h(log(N) − 54r log(r))
)

+ 8πr2
h

)
2

. (7.35)

Consider |log rh| ≫ logN [82] in (C.9), we obtained:

AHM ∼ O(1) × 105M2 10
√
NN6

f g
17/4
s r4

h (r∗ − rh) log4 (rh) (log(N) − 3 log (rh))4 . (7.36)

Now, the principal value of the following integral gives tb:

tb ∼ P
∫ r∗

rh

dr

(
E2

√
Nr2√

gs
(
Nfgs

(
r2(2 log(N) − 18 log(r) + 3) − 2r2

h(log(N) − 54r log(r))
)

+ 8πr2
h

) 2

(r4 − r4
h) (Nfgs ((2r2 − 6a2) log(N) + 3r (108a2 log(r) + r − 6r log(r))) + 24πa2)2

)

∼ lim
ϵ1→0

4π33/2E2√
gs

√
N

 log(rh − r)
4rh

− log(r + rh)
4rh

+
tan−1

(
r
rh

)
2rh

r=r∗

r=rh+ϵ1

−
E2√

gs
√
N(log(−ϵ) − log(rh − r∗))

rh
+
π33/2E2√

gs
√
N(r∗ − rh)

2rh2 + O
(
(r∗ − rh)2) . (7.37)

The Principal value necessitates: r∗ = rh + ϵ1. Let a =
(

1√
3 + ϵ

)
rh, upto the leading order

in ϵ, we obtained:

tb =
E2π33/2

√
N

√
gs (r∗ − rh)

2r2
h

. (7.38)

Considering ϵ1 = ϵ̃1rh, we found that for (i) ϵ̃1 ∼ 0.5, we have to include the terms up to

O(ϵ̃2
1) in tb, (ii) ϵ̃1 ∼ 1√

2 , we have to include the terms up to O(ϵ̃3
1) in tb, (iii) ϵ̃1 ∼ 1, we have

to include the terms up to O(ϵ̃4
1) in tb, and (iv) ϵ̃1 ∼

√
5, we have to include the terms up

to O(ϵ̃5
1) in tb. We found that all the way to the Page time,ϵ̃1 ≪ 1, and consequently it is

justified in preserving just linear terms in ϵ̃1 as in (7.38). We calculated the entanglement

entropy associated with a Hartman-Maldacena-like surface using the equations (7.36) and
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(7.38) as follows:

Sβ
0

HM = AHM

4G(11)
N

∼
O(1) × 10−4M2N6

f g
15/4
s r6

h log4 (rh) (log(N) − 3 log (rh)) 4

E2G
(11)
N N2/5

tb. (7.39)

As a result, the entanglement entropy related with a Hartman-Maldacena-like surface grows

linearly with time.

7.4.2 Entanglement Entropy Contribution from Island Surface

We take a constant t slice to calculate the entanglement entropy for an island surface. As a

result, utilizing equation (7.20), we expressed the induced metric associated with the island

surface as follows:

ds2|constt−time = α(r)
(σ(r) + ẋ(r)2

)
dr2 + (dx2)2 + (dx3)2

+ gmndx
mdxn, (7.40)

where x1(r) ≡ x(r), and ẋ(r) ≡ dx(r)
dr

. We computed the area density functional associated

with the island surface as shown below:

AIS = A

V2
=
∫
dr
√

(H(r)σ(r) +H(r)ẋ(r)2) ≡
∫
drL, (7.41)

wherein

H(r) = V2
intα(r)3. (7.42)

Because x(r) represents a cyclic coordinate, the conjugate momentum related to x(r) is

px(r) = ∂L
∂ẋ(r) .The constant of motion is written as follows:

px(r) = C, (7.43)

where C is the constant. We simplified the expression (7.43) utilizing equation (7.41) as

given below:
H(r)ẋ(r)

L
= C. (7.44)
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When we solved the preceding equation for ẋ(r), we were provided with:

ẋ(r) = ±C

√√√√ σ(r)
H(r) − C2σ(r) (7.45)

At the turning point, r = rT : (
dr

dx

)
r=rT

= 0. (7.46)

Constant C could be calculated using the equations (7.45) and (7.46), as shown below:

C = ±

√√√√H(rT )
σ(rT ) . (7.47)

Taking the previously stated expression of C, the equation (7.44) reduces to the following

structure:
dx(r)
dr

= ±

√√√√ H(rT )σ(rT )
H(r)σ(rT ) −H(rT )σ(r) . (7.48)

Now, the area density functional associated with the island surface has been simplified using

the equations (7.41) and (7.48).

AIS = 2
∫ rT

rh

√√√√H(r)σ(r) + H(r)H(rT )σ(r)
H(r)σ(rT ) −H(rT )σ(r) . (7.49)

Hence, the entanglement entropy associated with the island surface is obtained as follows:

SIS = AIS

4G(11)
N

(7.50)

Since, there is no time dependence in (7.50), and hence entanglement entropy of the Hawking

radiation for the island surface is constant.
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7.4.2.1 Island Surface Analytics

When (7.49) is evaluated, the entanglement entropy is as follows:

AIS =
∫ rT

rh

2
√

2πMN3/10rN2
f g

11/8
s log(r)(log(N) − 3 log(r))2√
r4 − r4

h

×
(
Nfgs

(
r2(2 log(N) − 18 log(r) + 3) − 2r2

h(log(N) − 54r log(r))
)

+ 8πr2
h

), (7.51)

implying

SIS ∼
1

4G(11)
N

[
MN3/10N3

f g
19/8
s log (rh) (log(N) − 3 log (rh)) 2

(
216rhr̃T log (rh) 2F1

(
−

1
4
,

1
2

;
3
4

;
1
r̃4
T

)
− rh

(
log(N)

(
2 log

(√
1 −

1
r̃4
T

+ 1
)

− log
(

1
r̃4
T

))
+
√
r̃4
T − 1 (18 log (rh) − 2 log(N) − 3) + 73

√
πrh log (rh)

))]
,

(7.52)

where r̃T ≡ rT
rh
> 1; rT is calculated in (C.10) - (C.12).

7.4.3 Page curve at LO from Areas of Hartman-Maldacena-like

and Island Surfaces

According to (7.39), for the numerical values of gs,M,Nf , N, rh chosen in appendix C.2.2,

SHM
EE = 5×10−4tb

E2 , and from equation (7.52), the entanglement entropy portion of the island’s

surface remains independent of time, and can be calculated as 421. This contribution takes

precedence after the Page time. Hence, we obtained the Page curve as shown in Fig. 7.2.

The Page time is calculated as tPage = 8.5 × 105E2. To produce the same tPage with the

insertion of O(β)“anomaly terms” as in 7.5.4, E = 1.1. Using this tPage, one can observe

that ϵ̃1 ∼ 10−5 ≪ 1, as indicated below (7.38).

7.5 Page Curve with Higher Derivative Terms

We obtained the Page curve corresponding to a neutral black hole in with the inclusion of

higher derivative terms that are quartic in the Riemann curvature tensor in this section.
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Figure 7.2: Page curve up to O(β0) of an eternal neutral black hole in M-theory dual via doubly
holographic setup. The blue line in the figure indicates the area of the Hartman-Maldacena-like
surface, and the orange line refers for the area of the island surface; E in (7.39) is set to 1.1 to
obtain the same order of the magnitude of tPage as in Fig. 7.7.

This section has been broken into four subsections. We calculated the entanglement entropy

associated with the HM-like surface in subsection 7.5.1, discussed the “Swiss-Cheese” struc-

ture of the identical surface in subsection 7.5.2, computed the entanglement entropy of island

surface in 7.5.3, and at last obtained the Page curve corresponding to an eternal black hole

in subsection 7.5.4 utilizing the outcomes that were obtained from previous subsections.

We conducted the same analysis as in 7.4. [127] was used to compute the entanglement

entropy associated with Hartman-Maldacena-like surface and island surface in with the in-

clusion of higher derivative terms. In generic higher derivative gravity theories, we are able

to calculate the holographic entanglement entropy (5.8) as follows:

• When the holographic dual consists of a (d+ 1) dimensional gravitational background,

then with the help of the embedding function, compute the induced metric associated

with the co-dimension two surface.

• Using the above-mentioned induced metric, compute (5.8). This yields the holographic

entanglement entropy as an expression of the embedding function and its derivatives.

• Find the solution to the embedding function’s equation of motion.
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• In higher derivative gravity theories, putting the solution found in the previous step

inside the action yields the holographic entanglement entropy.

Contribution from J0 term: In addition to the leading order term in the gravitational

action, we need to consider the J0 term to compute the holographic entanglement entropy.

Let us see, how J0 term contribute to the holographic entanglement entropy.

We derived the four terms via the Wald entanglement entropy formula in (5.8), which is
∂J0

∂Rzz̄zz̄
for the two extremal surfaces. They are listed in C.5.1 pertaining to the Hartman-

Maldacena-like surface and C.5.2 for the island surface.

∂J0

∂Rzz̄zz̄

= −4x2
(

∂J0

∂Rtxtx

)
. (7.53)

To determine the second part in the formula (5.8), we must first compute the four types of

derivatives for the Hartman-Maldacena-like and island surfaces, which are listed below:

(
∂2J0

∂Rzizj∂Rz̄mz̄l

)
KzijKz̄ml =

 ∂2J0

∂Rxixj∂Rxmxl

+ x4 ∂2J0

∂Rtitj∂Rtmtl

− 2x2 ∂2J0

∂Rtitj∂Rxmxl

+ 4x2 ∂2J0

∂Rtixj∂Rxmtl

( 1
x2KtijKtml +KxijKxml − i

x
KtijKxml + i

x
KxijKtml

)
, (7.54)

The numerator and denominator coefficients in the preceding equation are x = xR for the

Hartman-Maldacena-like surface and x = x(r) for the island surface. All four types of

variations occurring in equation (7.54) for the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface in appendix

C.5.1 and island surface in appendix C.5.2 have been computed and listed.

7.5.1 Entanglement Entropy Contribution from Hartman-Maldacena-

like Surface

Hartman-Maldacena-like surface in M-theory dual corresponds to a co-dimension two sur-

face situated at x1 = xR. Utilizing equation (5.8), we are able to write the mathematical

expression that describes the entanglement entropy associated with a Hartman-Maldacena-
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like surface as follows:

SEE =
∫
drdx2dx3dθ1dθ2dxdydzdx

10√−g

 ∂L
∂Rzz̄zz̄

+
∑
α

(
∂2L

∂Rzizj∂Rz̄mz̄l

)
α

8KzijKz̄ml

(qα + 1)

,
(7.55)

where g denotes determinant of the induced metric defined in (7.23) for the co-dimension

two surface. For the metric (7.23), the entanglement entropy associated with the Hartman-

Maldacena-like surface using (7.55) and appendix C.5.1 after the angular integrations is

obtained as4:

Stotal, HM
EE =

∫
drLHM

Total =
∫
dr
(
LHM

0 + LHM
W + LHM

A

)
, (7.56)

where

LHM
0 =

x2
Rλ(r)

√√√√α(r)
(
σ(r) −

(
1 − r4

h

r4

)
t′(r)2

) ,
LHM

W =
−4x2

R(λ1(r) + λ2(r))

√√√√α(r)
(
σ(r) −

(
1 − r4

h

r4

)
t′(r)2

) ,
LHM

A = 1
x2
R

Z(r)L1 + x4
RW (r)L2 − 2x2

RU(r)L3 + 4x2
R (U(r) + 2V (r)) L4

, (7.57)

where xR being a constant, various r dependent functions appearing in (7.57) are listed in

(C.13), and appendix C.1, equations (C.14), (C.15) and (C.16) have been used to calculate

(7.56). Utilizing (C.17) - (C.20), and writing t(r) = t0(r) + βt1(r), the equation of motion

for the embedding t(r) up to O(β0) is as follows:

N3/10(r − rh)5/2p1 (rh) t0′′(r) + 5
2N

3/10(r − rh)3/2p1 (rh) t0′(r) = 0. (7.58)

The equation (7.58) has the following solution:

t0(r) = c2 − 2c1

3 (r − rh) 3/2 . (7.59)

4The angular integrations have been performed using (C.7) and (C.8). We have taken the most dominant
terms in the leading order in N from C.5.1 for the O(β0) and O(β) contributions.
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substitution of (7.59) in (C.20) yields:

t1(r) = c3 +
2r3/2
h

√
κσ

(
11rh7

(
pβ8 (rh) + pβ9 (rh)

)
− 3 (r − rh) 7

(
pβ8 (rh) + pβ9 (rh)

)
− 11c1

3c2p1 (rh)
)

33c13MN
5/3
f g

7/3
s (r − rh) 3/2√

κακλ log (rh) (log(N) − 9 log (rh)) (log(N) − 3 log (rh)) 5/6
.(7.60)

Keeping the term up to the leading order in N , we could write the embedding function t(r)

as follows:

t(r) = c2 − 2c1

3 (r − rh) 3/2 + β

(
c3 − 2c2

3 (r − rh) 3/2

)
. (7.61)

If t(r = rh) ≡ tb is intended to be assessed as t
(
rh

[
1 + 1

N
ntb

])
, ntb ≡ O(1), in the large-N

limit. Since (in RD5/D5 = 1-units) c1
r

3/2
h

∼ c2, i.e., c1 ∼ rαhc2 implying α = 3/2, i.e. l6p ∼ r
3/2
h

or lp ∼ r
1/4
h i.e.,

lp ∼
(
g

4
3
s α′ 2

(
rh

RD5/D5

)) 1
4

. (7.62)

To identify the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface’s turning point, r∗, we must apply the con-

dition given below:

(
1

t′(r)

)
r=r∗

= (r∗ − rh) 5/2

c1
− βc2 (r∗ − rh) 5/2

c12 = 0, (7.63)

As c1
r

3/2
h

∼ c2. As a result, for the purpose of determining r∗, (7.63) could be approximated

by the equation that follows:

(r∗ − rh)3/2 − βκβr∗ = 0, (7.64)

which has the following solution,

r∗ = rh + β2/3
(
κβr∗

)2/3
(7.65)
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The entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation corresponding to the Hartman-Maldacena-

like surface is computed as given below:

Sβ
0,HM

EE =
∫ r∗

rh

dr

λ(r)

√√√√α(r)
(
σ(r) −

(
1 − r4

h

r4

)
t′0(r)2

), (7.66)

utilizing (C.13) and (7.59), (7.66) is expressed as:

Sβ
0,HM

EE ∼
∫ r∗

rh

(√
(r − rh) rh log (rh) (log(N) − 9 log (rh)) (log(N) − 3 log (rh)) 5/6

r3
h

√
r2
h

)

×

(
−

25/6MN13/10 log(2)(log(64) − 1)N5/3
f g

10/3
s

√
κακλ

√
κσ

81 32/3π11/12

)

∼ 2 (r∗ − rh) 3/2 log (rh) (log(N) − 9 log (rh)) (log(N) − 3 log (rh)) 5/6

3r7/2
h

×

(
−

25/6MN13/10 log(2)(log(64) − 1)N5/3
f g

10/3
s

√
κακλ

√
κσ

81 32/3π11/12

)

∼
2
(
β2/3(κβr∗

)2/3
)3/2

log (rh) (log(N) − 9 log (rh)) (log(N) − 3 log (rh)) 5/6

3r7/2
h

×

(
−

25/6MN13/10 log(2)(log(64) − 1)N5/3
f g

10/3
s

√
κακλ

√
κσ

81 32/3π11/12

)

∼ −
2 25/6βgs

10/3√
κακ

β
r∗
κλ

√
κσMN13/10 log(2)(log(64) − 1)N5/3

f log (rh) (log(N) − 9 log (rh)) (log(N) − 3 log (rh)) 5/6

243 32/3π11/12r
7/2
h

(7.67)

If tb = t(r = rh + ϵ) where ϵ = rh
N
ntb
, ntb ≡ O(1) then

tb0 = c2 − 2c1N
3ntb/2

3r3/2
h

, (7.68)

we obtained the rh utilizing (7.68) as follows:

rh =

(
2
3

)2/3

 (c2−tb0 ) N−
3ntb

2

c1

2/3 (7.69)
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We will show that β is related to black hole horizon(see the discussion around (7.99)). When

|log(rh)| ≫ log(N) then the equation (7.67), utilizing (7.99), has been approximated by the

following:

Sβ
0,HM

EE ∼ e−
3κlpN

1
3

2
MN13/10N

5/3
f (|log(rh)|)17/6

r2
h

. (7.70)

As 1
r2
h

∼
(
c2
c1

− tb0
c1

)4/3
N−2ntb =

(
c2
c1

)
2/3
(
1 − tb0

c2

)
4/3N−2ntb . For tb0 ≪ c2,

1
r2
h

∼
(
c2
c1

)
4/3
(
1 − 4tb0

3c2

)
N−2ntb . Hence,

Sβ
0,HM

EE ∼ e−
3κlpN

1
3

2 MN13/10N
5/3
f

(
1 − 4tb0

3c2

)(2
3 log

(
c2 − tb0

c1

)
− ntb log(N)

) 17
6

≈ e−
3κlpN

1
3

2 MN13/10N
5/3
f

(
1 − 4tb0

3c2

)(2
3 log

(
c2

c1

)
− ntb log(N)

) 17
6
,

(7.71)

when c1, c2 < 0. The Fig. 7.3 for the numerical values N = 103.3,M = Nf = 3, gs = 0.1, c1 =

−103, c2 = −108, ntb = 1 obtained from (7.72), shows the linearization assumed in obtaining

the last line of (7.71), can be approximately justified. In it,

SEEHM1 ∼ 51.024
(

tb0

7.5 × 107 + 1
)(2

3 log
(
tb0 + 108

103

)
− 7.6

) 17
6

,

SEEHM2 ∼ 51.024
(
tb0

108 + 1
)

4/3
(

2
3 log

(
tb0 + 108

103

)
− 7.6

) 17
6

,

SEEHM3 ∼ 0.0354
(

tb0

7.5 × 107 + 1
)
. (7.72)

The entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation originating from a Hartman-Maldacena-

like surface exhibits a linear temporal dependency, as shown by equation (7.71). As a result,

it grows over time and diverges at late times, i.e., when tb0 → ∞.
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Figure 7.3: Hartman-Maldacena-like surface entanglement entropy as a function of tb0 .

7.5.2 “Swiss-Cheese” Structure of Sβ
0,HM

EE in a Large-N-Scenario

The equation for Sβ
0,HM

EE in (7.71) for the values of intergation constants c1,2 utilized beneath

the same proposes the following hierarchy: |c2| ∼ eκc2 |c1|1/3
, |c1| ∼ N . Let us assume that

c1,2 < 0, equation (7.71) can be re-expressed as follows:

Sβ
0,HM

EE ∼ e−
3κlpN

1
3

2 MN13/10N
5/3
f

(
1 + 4tb0

3|c2|

)(
2
3 log

(
|c2| + tb0

|c1|

)
− ntb log(N)

) 17
6

, (7.73)

implying

∂Sβ
0,HM

EE
∂|c2|

∼ e−
3κlpN

1
3

2 MN13/10N
5/3
f

− 4tb0

3|c2|2

(
2
3 log

(
|c2| + tb0

|c1|

)
− ntb log(N)

) 17
6

+ 17
6

2
3|c2|

(
1 + 4tb0

3|c2|

)(
2
3 log

(
|c2| + tb0

|c1|

)
− ntb log(N)

) 11
6
. (7.74)

For N = 103.3,M = Nf = 3, gs = 0.1, c1 = −103, c2 = −108, ntb = 1 as in 7.5.1, as

tb ≤ tPage ∼ 106,

∂Sβ
0,HM

EE
∂|c2|

∼ e−
3κlpN

1
3

2 MN13/10N
5/3
f

− ≤ 106−16 × O(1) + O(1) × O(1) × 10−8

 ≈ O(1) × 10−8

∼ e−
3κlpN

1
3

2 MN13/10N
5/3
f O(1) × 10−8 > 0. (7.75)
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Figure 7.4: Plot of S̃HM
EE as a bi-function of (|c1|, |c2|) at t = tPage = 106

Similarly,

∂Sβ
0,HM

EE
∂|c1|

∼ −e−
3κlpN

1
3

2 MN13/10N
5/3
f

(1 + 4tb0

3|c2|

)
1

|c1|

 < 0. (7.76)

Further, in the |c2| ≫ |c1|-limit and assume |c1| ∼ N , we obtained:

Sβ
0,HM

EE ∼ e−
3κlpN

1
3

2 MN13/10N
5/3
f (log |c2|)11/6 (12 log |c2| − (34 + 51ntb) log |c1|) . (7.77)

This is equivalent to a Swiss-Cheese volume defined in terms of a single “large divisor” volume

log |c2| and a single “small divisor” volume log |c1| (with 12 and 34 + 51ntb encapsulating for

some version of “classical intersection numbers” of these “divisors”). Likewise, specifying

Sβ
0,HM

EE ≡ e−
3κlpN

1
3

2 MN13/10N
5/3
f S̃HM

EE , one might conceive of (7.77) as an open Swiss-Cheese

surface (in the same sense as (7.76) and (7.77), i.e., S̃HM
EE decreases as |c1| grows, while

S̃HM
EE increases as |c2| increases) in R≥0

(
S̃HM

EE

)
× R2

+ (|c1|, |c2|) - refer to Fig. 7.4. Thus,

(??) accompanied by (7.75), (7.76) and (7.77), indicates very interestingly a “Swiss-Cheese”

structure of Sβ
0,HM

EE in the context of a Large N Scenario (which is similar of the “Large

Volume Scenario” in moduli stabilizations in string theory [205,206]).
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7.5.3 Entanglement Entropy Contribution from Island Surface

The island surface is a co-dimension two surface that exists at a continuous time slice, much

like the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface. Therefore, we can formulate the formula for the

holographic entanglement entropy as follows:

SEE =
∫
drdx2dx3dθ1dθ2dxdydzdx

10√−g

 ∂L
∂Rzz̄zz̄

+
∑
α

(
∂2L

∂Rzizj∂Rz̄mz̄l

)
α

8KzijKz̄ml

(qα + 1)

.
(7.78)

Considering the action (1.52) utilizing (7.78) and appendix (C.5.2) the holographic entan-

glement entropy corresponding to island surface, from O(β0) and O(β) terms is obtained

as5:

Stotal
EE =

∫
drLIS

Total =
∫
dr
(
LIS

0 + LIS
W + LIS

A

)
. (7.79)

where

LIS
0 =

∫
dr
(

4λ5(r)x(r)2
√
α(r) (σ(r) + x′(r)2)

)
,

LIS
W =

∫
dr
(

4x(r)2(λ3(r) + λ4(r))
√
α(r) (σ(r) + x′(r)2)

)
,

LIS
A =

(
Z1(r)L1 + x(r)4W1(r)L2 − 2x(r)2U1(r)L3 + 4x(r)2 (U1(r) + 2V1(r)) L4

)
,(7.80)

where different r dependent functions that exist in equation (7.80) are provided in (C.21)

and (C.22), and

λ5(r) = κλ5

MN17/10N
4/3
f g5/2

s r2
h log(N) log(r) 3

√
log(N) − 3 log(r)

r4α3
θ1α

2
θ2

∼
MN21/20 log(2)(log(64) − 1)N4/3

f g13/4
s r2

hκλ5 log(N) log(r) 3
√

log(N) − 3 log(r)
r4 ,

L1 = L2 =

√
α(r) (σ(r) + x′(r)2) (α′(r) (σ(r) + x′(r)2) + α(r) (σ′(r) + 2x′(r)x′′(r)))2

x′(r)2 (σ(r) + x′(r)2)4 ;

L3 = L4 =

√
α(r) (σ(r) + x′(r)2)

x′(r)2 , (7.81)

5The angular integrations have been performed using (C.7) and (C.8). We have taken the most dominant
terms in the leading order in N from C.5.2 for the O(β0) and O(β) contributions.
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Utilizing equations (C.23), (C.24) and (C.25), x(r) EOM δLIS
Total

δx(r) − d
dr

(
δLIS

Total
dx′(r)

)
+ d2

dr2

(
δLIS

Total
δx′′(r)

)
=

0, has been obtained as:

−
N3/10x(r)

(
F1 (rh)

(
4 (r − rh)x′(r)2 + x(r) (2 (r − rh)x′′(r) + x′(r))

)
− 2Nf1 (rh)

)
2
√
r − rh

+ β

4N7/10(r − rh)3/2x′(r)4

[
2N7/10F β4 (rh)x(r)

(
4(rh − r)x′(r)2 + x(r) (6(r − rh)x′′(r) + x′(r))

)
+ (r − rh)x′(r)4

(
3Fβ

1 (rh) + 3Fβ
2 (rh) + 4N2x(r)Y1(rh)

)]
= 0. (7.82)

Let us write x(r) = x0(r) + βx1(r), and consider the ansatz:

x0(r) =
√
a3

a2
+ r

√√√√ F1(rh)
Nf1(rh)

. (7.83)

Define X(r) ≡
x0(r)

√
F1(r)

Nf1(rh)
√

2 , we found that X(r) should satisfy:

X(r) (2(r − rh)X ′′(r) +X ′(r)) + 4(r − rh)X ′(r)2 − 1 =
a3
(
a2

1a2 − 2
)

+ a2
(
2r
(
a2

1a2 − 1
)

− a2
1a2rh

)
2(a2r + a3) = 0.

(7.84)

If a2
1a2 = 2, the LHS of (7.84) then turns into proportional to r−rh

a3
a2

+r , which in the deep IR,

i.e., r ∼ rh becomes unimportant if a3
a2r

≫ 1, becomes zero. Thus,

x0(r) =
√
a3

a2
+ r

√√√√ F1(rh)
Nf1(rh)

. (7.85)

Hence, we found that:

x1(r) = N3/10

2
√
r − rh

[
2Nf1(rh)x1(r) − F1(rh)

(
x0(r) (2(r − rh) (2x1(r)x0

′′(r) + x0(r)x1
′′(r)) + x0(r)x1

′(r))

+ 2x0(r)x0
′(r) (4(r − rh)x1

′(r) + x1(r)) + 4(r − rh)x1(r)x0
′(r)2

)]

= 2a2N
2f1(rh)2x1(r) − F1(rh)2 (x1

′(r)(5a2r − 4a2rh + a3) + 2(r − rh)(a2r + a3)x1
′′(r) + a2x1(r))

2a2N7/10f1(rh)
√
r − rh

,

(7.86)
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and,

β

4N7/10(r − rh)3/2x′
0(r)4

(
2N7/10F β4 (rh)x0(r)

(
4(rh − r)x′

0(r)2 + x0(r) (6(r − rh)x′′
0(r) + x′

0(r))
)

+ (r − rh)x′
0(r)4

(
3Fβ

1 (rh) + 3Fβ
2 (rh) + 4N2x0(r)Y1(rh)

))

=
4 (a2r + a3)

√
a3
a2

+ r (a2 (5rh − 4r) + a3)F β4 (rh)

a2
2 (r − rh) 3/2

√
F1(rh)
Nf1(rh)

+
4N2

√
a3
a2

+ rY1 (rh)
√

F1(rh)
Nf1(rh) + 3Fβ

1 (rh) + 3Fβ
2 (rh)

4N7/10√
r − rh

.

(7.87)

Thus, the island surface’s equation of motion associated with embedding x1(r) is as follows:

2a2N
2f1(rh)2x1(r) − F1(rh)2 (x1

′(r)(5a2r − 4a2rh + a3) + 2(r − rh)(a2r + a3)x1
′′(r) + a2x1(r))

2a2N7/10f1(rh)
√
r − rh

+
4 (a2r + a3)

√
a3
a2

+ r (a2 (5rh − 4r) + a3)F β4 (rh)

a2
2 (r − rh) 3/2

√
F1(rh)
Nf1(rh)

+
4N2

√
a3
a2

+ rY1 (rh)
√

F1(rh)
Nf1(rh) + 3Fβ

1 (rh) + 3Fβ
2 (rh)

4N7/10√
r − rh

= 0,

(7.88)

which near r = rh rewritten as:

4
√

a3
a2

+ rh (a2rh + a3) 2F β
4 (rh)

a2
2 (r − rh) 3/2

√
F1(rh)
Nf1(rh)

+
N13/10x1(r)f1 (rh) − F1(rh)2((a2rh+a3)x′

1(r)+a2x1(r))
2a2N7/10f1(rh)√

r − rh
= 0.

(7.89)

(7.89)’s solution is provided as:

x1(r) =
8
√

a3
a2

+ rh (a2rh + a3)F β
4 (rh) log (r − rh)

a2N3/10F1 (rh)
(
F1(rh)
Nf1(rh)

)
3/2

, (7.90)

implying,

x(r) ≈
√
a3

a2
+ r

√√√√ F1(rh)
Nf1(rh)

+ βN
11
5

8
(
rh + a3

a2

) 3
2 F β

4 (rh) log (r − rh)

F1 (rh)
(
F1(rh)
f1(rh)

)3/2

 . (7.91)
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In order to find the turning point using rT : 1/x′(rT ) = 0, one gets:

32βN11/5 (a2rT + a3)
√

a3
a2

+ rh (a2rh + a3)F β
4 (rh)

a2
2 (rT − rh)F1 (rh)

(
F1(rh)
f1(rh)

)5/2 −
2
√

a3
a2

+ rT√
F1(rh)
Nf1(rh)

= 0. (7.92)

The above equation has the following solution:

rT = rh + 128β2

a4
2F1 (rh) 6

a2N
17/5 (a2rh + a3)3 f1 (rh)4 F β

4 (rh)2 + a2a
3
3N

17/5f1 (rh)4 F β
4 (rh) 2

+ a4
2N

17/5r3
hf1 (rh) 4F β

4 (rh) 2 + 3a3
2a3N

17/5r2
hf1 (rh) 4F β

4 (rh) 2 + 3a2
2a

2
3N

17/5rhf1 (rh) 4F β
4 (rh) 2



∼ rh +
289

(
3
2

)2/3
π17/3β2M2N17/5(107 − 540 log(2))2g7

sκ
6
σκ

2
U1 log2(N) (3a2a

2
3rh + 3a2

2a3r
2
h + 2a3

2r
3
h + a3

3)
50a3

2 log2(2)(log(64) − 1)2N
2/3
f r20

h κ
2
λ5 (− log (rh)) 2/3

≡ rh + δ ∈ IR, (7.93)

in RD5/D5 = 1-units, O(β0) contributions to the on-shell entanglement entropy is obtained
as:

Sβ
0,IS

EE =
∫ rh+δR

D5/D5

rh

dr

(
κλ5 logNMN17/10Nf

4/3rh
2x(r)2 log(r) 3

√
logN − 3 log(r)

√
α(r) (σ(r) + x′(r)2)

r4α3
θ1
α2
θ2

)

∼
∫ rh+δ

rh

dr

(
2 22/3MN3/10 log(2)(log(64) − 1)N5/3

f g
10/3
s κλ5 log(N)

81 35/6π11/12a2
√
r − rhr

5/2
h f1 (rh)

)
×
(

(a2rh + a3)F1 (rh) log (rh)
√
κακσ (log(N) − 3 log (rh)) 2/3

)
∼

(√
δMN3/10N

5/3
f g

7/3
s

√
rhκακλ5 log(N) (a2rh + a3) log (rh) |log (rh)| 2/3

a2
√
κακσ

)

∼
βM2N2N

4/3
f g

35/6
s log2(N) (a2rh + a3) |log (rh)| 4/3

√
3a2a2

3rh + 3a2
2a3r2

h + 2a3
2r

3
h + a3

3

a
5/2
2 r

19/2
h

. (7.94)

Right now, it seems to be in conflict with itself: Sβ
0,IS

EE ∼ β. Utilizing (7.62), the conclusion

is the following: β ∝ r
3
2
h .

The black hole entropy for the metric (7.19) is obtained as:

SBH ∼
g7/4
s MN3

f r
3
h log(N) log4(rh)(2 − β(CBH

zz − 2CBH
θ1z ))

N3/4 , (7.95)
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From (7.95), we found that O(β0) contribution to the thermal entropy of the black hole

behaves as: Sβ
0

BH ∼ r3
h log4(rh). The O(β)-corrections to the M-theory three-form potential

had been made to zero in order to compute the O(β)-corrections to the MQGP background

of [15] as worked out in [1] and quoted in appendix B.1. For this, CBH
zz = 2CBH

θ1z were needed.

Therefore, there is no O(R4) correction to the black hole thermal entropy (7.95).

Using (7.94) and (7.95), and β = κβ(gs, N)
(

rh
R
D5/D5

) 3
2
α′ 3 , we found that:

Sβ
0, IS

EE
SBH

∼ κβ(gs, N)gs49/12logNMN11/4(a2rh + a3)
√

3a22a3rh2 + 2a23rh3 + 3a2a32rh + a33

a25/2Nf
5/3rh11| log(rh)|8/3

.

(7.96)

When a2rh ≫ a3, (7.96) implying

Sβ
0, IS

EE
SBH

∼ κβ(gs, N)gs49/12logNMN11/4

Nf
5/3rh17/2| log(rh)|8/3

[
1 +

∞∑
n=1

An

(
a3

a2rh

)n]
, (7.97)

where, e.g., A1 = 7
4 ,A2 = 39

32 , etc. Now, for a black hole in D dimensions, we expect:

Sβ
0, IS

EE
SBH

= 2 +
∑
n=1

an

(
GD
N

rD−2
h

)n
, (7.98)

where the central charge associated with the conformal backgrounds has been absorbed in

an’s [207]; a3 in (7.97) being the non-conformal analogue of the central charge “c” appearing

in [207]. To guarantee that (7.97) ∼ (7.98), we have to cure the large-N and IR(via small rh)

enhancements of (7.97). Utilizing the estimate in [82] of the r = r0 ∼ rh : Neff(r0 = 0)(Neff

being the effective number of color D3-branes in [14] - the type IIB dual of thermal QCD-like

theories), and in particular the exponential N -suppression therein 6 , we therefore propose

6To find an appropriate r0/rh it would be easier to work with the type IIB side instead of its type IIA
mirror as the mirror a la SYZ keeps the radial coordinate unchanged. To proceed then, let us define an
effective number of three-brane charge as:

Neff(r) =
∫
M5

F IIB
5 +

∫
M5

BIIB
2 ∧ F IIB

3 ,

where BIIB
2 , F IIB

3 and F IIB
5 are given in [14]. The five-dimensional internal space M5, with coordinates
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κβ(gs, N) ∼ e−κlpN1/3 , i.e.,

β ∼
(
g

4
3
s α′2e−κlpN1/3 rh

RD5/D5

)3/2

. (7.99)

Therefore, the entanglement entropy for the island surface after substitution of β simplified

as:

Sβ
0,IS

EE ∼
M2e−

3κlpN
1
3

2 N
4/3
f g35/6

s log2(N) |log (rh)|4/3

r
11/2
h

. (7.100)

Using the numerical values N = 103.3,M = Nf = 3, gs = 0.1, from (7.95) we found that,

11.4r3
h| log rh|4 = SBH. which results in,

rh = e
4
3W (0.4S

1
4
BH). (7.101)

From Fig. 7.5 and utilizing (7.101), it is obvious that (7.97) ∼ (7.98) means that a lower

constraint will be placed on rh, the non-extremality parameter in the M-theory dual of

large-N thermal QCD.

(θi, ϕi, ψ), is basically the base of the resolved warped-defomed conifold. As shown in [82],

Neff(r0) = N + 3gsM2 log r

10r4

{
18πr(gsNf )2 log N

1∑
k=0

(
18a2(−1)k log r + r2)(108a2 log r

2k + 1 + r

)
+ 5

(
3a2(gs − 1) + r2) (3gsNf log r + 2π)(9gsNf log r + 4π)

[
9a2gsNf log

(
e2

r3

)
+ 4πr2

]}
,

= N

[
1 + 6π log r (3gsNf log r + 2π) (9gsNf log r + 4π) gsM

2

N

]
+ O

[
gsM

2

N
(gsNf )2 log N

]
.

Note that the assumption of small r0 is crucial here as the same implies the dominance of gsNf | log r0| over
other constant pieces. Solving for r0 : Neff(r0) = 0 yields r0 ∼ rh ∼ e−κrh (M,Nf ,gs)N

1
3 .
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Figure 7.5: Sβ
0, IS

EE
SBH

-versus-SBH for N = 103.3,M = Nf = 3, gs = 0.1, κlp = 0.47
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Figure 7.6: The Page curve obtained from the use of Dong’s proposal to compute entanglement
entropies of the Hartman-Maldacena-like (blue line) and island(orange line) surfaces.

7.5.4 Page Curve and An Exponential(-in-N) Hierarchy of Entan-

glement Entropies up to O(R4) Before/After the Page Time

Because we have all of the results in hand, we will be obtaining the Page curve now. Entan-

glement entropy of the Hawking radiation that corresponds to the Hartman-Maldacena-like

surface is provided in equation (7.71), while for the island surface the result is provided in

equation (7.100). We obtained the Page curve by plotting Sβ
0,HM

EE and SIS
EE in Fig. 7.6 for

N = 103.3,M = Nf = 3, gs = 0.1, κlp = 0.47, c2 = −108, c1 = −103. The initially calculated

entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation for the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface in-
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Figure 7.7: Page time for N = 103.3,M = Nf = 3, gs = 0.1, c2 = −108, c1 = −103

creases linearly with time, as seen in picture 7.6. After the Page time, the entanglement

entropy of the Hawking radiation from the island surface governs, therefore the entanglement

entropy stops rising and the Page curve is obtained. The values of SEE in 7.2 and Fig. 7.6

disagree due to the fact that, for example, the latter one skipped over the factor of (2π)4

originating from integrations w.r.t. ϕ1,2, ψ, x
10, and so on.

Page time: At the Page time, the entanglement entropies for the Hartman-Maldacena-

like surface and the Island Surface are equal. This results in:

tPage = 3
4c2

1 − 9 35/6gs
35/6MN7/10 log2(N)| log(rh)|4/3

3
√
Nfrh11/2

(
−3ntb log(N) + 2 log

(
c2
c1

))
17/6

 . (7.102)

Figure Fig. 7.7 depicts the variation of the Page time as a function of the Black-hole entropy

(using (7.101)). This also demonstrates that Page time positivity necessitates an upper limit

on black-hole entropy and hence the IR cut-off rh. Knowing that rh, the non-extremality

parameter, corresponds to a constant of integration [208] and demanding this value (in units

of RD5/D5) for being smaller than unity, could be carried out, e.g., by pointing out via

(7.101) that rh has become a rising function of SBH, and thus: rh(SBH) → rh(SBH)
rh(S0

BH:tPage(S0
BH)>0) .

As a result, with the choices made of N,M, gs, c1, c2, ntb , κlp , the result would suggest rh →
rh(SBH)
rh(SBH≈8) .

O(β) contributions to the entanglement entropies: We come about to have completely
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ignored SβEE,HM. Let us next look at why this seems reasonable and the way it results in an

exponential-large-N -suppression hierarchy. We obtained the entanglement entropy for the

HM-like surface at O(β) given as below:

SβEE,HM ∼
β4/3x2

Rg
23
6
s M3N

2
3
f log2(rh)(log(N) − 12 log(rh))(log(N) − 9 log(rh))

r
5
2
h (logN − 3 log rh)

7
6

×
(
−216

(
16 +

√
2
)
gs

4κλ1M
4Nf

2 log(N) log3(rh) + 9
(
16 +

√
2
)
gs

4κλ1M
4Nf

2 log2(N) log2(rh)

+1296
(
16 +

√
2
)
gs

4κλ1M
4Nf

2 log4(rh) + 4096
(
4 +

√
2
)
π4κλ2

)
, (7.103)

the above in | log rh| ≫ logN -limit, corresponds to:

β4/3gs
47/6M7N3/10Nf

8/3x2
R log(2)(− log(rh))41/6

rh5/2 . (7.104)

Utilizing (7.99), (7.104) implies,

SβEE,HM ∼ gs
47/6M7N3/10Nf

8/3x2
Re

−2κlpN
1
3 (− log(rh))41/6

√
rh

. (7.105)

Similarly, for the island surface O(β) contributions to the entanglement entropy is obtained

as:

SβEE,IS ∼
β2gs

15/2√κακσ5/2κU1M
2N log2(N)(a2rh + a3)

√
3a22a3rh2 + 2a23rh3 + 3a2a32rh + a33

a25/2κλ5rh
35/2(− log(rh))2/3

×
(
6561 6

√
2
(
1 + 8

√
2
)
gs

17/6κλ3M
6Nf

7/3rh
8 log6(rh) + 1048576 3

√
6π47/6κα

2κZ1N
2(− log(rh))2/3

)
≈ 17β2gs

15/2logN2M2N3(a2rh + a3)
√

3a22a3rh2 + 2a23rh3 + 3a2a32rh + a33

a25/2rh35/2 , (7.106)

in the a2rh ≫ a3-limit, the above equation simplifies to:

SβEE,IS ∼ β2gs
15/2logN2M2N3

rh15 . (7.107)
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Utilizing (7.99), (7.107) results in:

SβEE,IS ∼ gs
15/2logN2M2N3e−3κlpN

1
3

rh12 . (7.108)

From the equations (7.71), (7.100), (7.105) and (7.108), we obtained the following hierarchy:

SHM,β0

EE : SIS, β0

EE : SHM, β
EE : SIS, β

EE ∼ γ
3
2 : γ 3

2 : γ2 : γ3, (7.109)

where γ ≡ e−κlpN
1
3 . We can infer from the preceding equation that O(β) corrections to entan-

glement entropies are more exponentially large-N suppressed for both Hartman-Maldacena-

like and Island surfaces. As a result, we ignored such contributions when computing the

Page curve.

7.6 Massless Graviton - the Physical reason for Expo-

nentially Suppressed Entanglement Entropies

The goal of this section is to give a scientific explanation for the exponential suppression

that occurs in the entanglement entropies of both HM-like and Island surfaces in 7.5.4. We

will prove that, in spite of the coupling of a non-gravitational bath to the ETW-“brane”,

(imposition of the Dirichlet boundary condition at the horizon upon the radial profile of

the graviton wave function) leads to the quantization of the graviton mass, and this can

consequently be massless (for a suitable choice of the quantum number). Typically, in the

scenario of AdSd+1 gravity duals of CFTd on ∂AdSd+1 at zero temperature, massless graviton

indicates a vanishing angle between the ETW/KR-brane and ∂AdSd+1, implying the islands

stop to make a contribution [149, 162]. Nevertheless, as discussed in 7.3, the ETW-“brane”

that we use (x1 =constant), was orthogonal (in the x1 − r-plane) to the thermal bath/QCD-

like theory (after integrating out the angular directions of M6(θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ, x
10)). Regardless

of this, we showed that a massless graviton could be produced in our framework. What’s

more, there’s a corresponding exponential-in-N suppression of the HM-like entanglement
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entropy, thereby explaining how both of them are possibly compared at the Page time and

a Page curve is obtained.

Similar to [209], we can write the eleven dimensional metric (7.19) as given below:

ds2 = e2A(y)gµν(x)dxµdxν + ĝmndy
mdyn. (7.110)

The perturbed metric that we considered is of the form: d̃s2 = e2A(y)
(
gµν + hµν

)
dxµdxν +

ĝmndy
mdyn, where hµν(x, y) = h[tt]

µν (x)ψ(y), as ansatz under linear perturbations: Dµ
h[tt]
µν =

gµνh[tt]
µν = 0, and the equation of motion for the graviton wave function is written as [209]:

− e−2A(y)√
|ĝ(y)|

∂m

(√
|ĝ(y)|ĝmne4A(y)∂nψ(y)

)
= m2ψ(y). (7.111)

Near, (θ1, θ2) ∼
(
αθ1

N
1
5
,
αθ2

N
3

10

)
, we found that ψ(r, θ1,2, ϕ1,2, ψ, x

10) → ψ(r, θ1), in the IR-UV

interpolating region, the eigenvalue equation (7.111) up to leading order in N simplifies to

the following form:

− ∂2ψ(r, θ1)
∂r2 + 16(r4 + r4

h)
(r4 − r4

h)
∂ψ(r, θ1)

∂r

+ κrθ1

N4/5r6

g3
sM

2N2
f (r2 − 3a2)2 (r4 − r4

h) (logN − 9 log r)2 (log r)2

(
∂2ψ(r, θ1)

∂θ2
1

− 2∂ψ(r, θ1)
∂θ1

)
−m2ψ(r, θ1) = 0, (7.112)

we can separate the radial and angular equation via the seperation of variables, ψ(r, θ1) =

R(r)Θ(θ1) as follows:

(
− 1

R(r)R
′′(r) + 1

R(r)
16(r4 + r4

h)
(r4 − r4

h)
R′(r) −m2

)
κrθ1

N4/5r6

g3
sM

2N2
f (r2 − 3a2)2 (r4 − r4

h) (logN − 9 log r)2 (log r)2

−1

= 1
Θ(θ1)

(Θ′′(θ1) − 2Θ′(θ1)) ≡ λ (7.113)
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The Θ(θ1) equation has the following solution:

eθ1(1±
√

1+λ), (7.114)

which is relevant if λ = 0; we therefore get: Θ(θ1) =Constant. The equation of motion

associated with the radial profile R via (7.113) is obtained as follows:

−R′′(r) +
( 8
r − rh

− 4
rh

+ O(r − rh)
)
R′(r) −m2R(r) = 0. (7.115)

Since the equation of motion (7.111) is homogeneous, and therefore ψ → m2ψ(r) is also a

viable solution, yielding:

m2c1U

(
−8 − 5

√
4 −m2rh2

√
4 −m2rh2 , 10, 2r

√
4 −m2rh2

rh
− 2

√
4 −m2rh2

)

× exp
r

(
−

√
4 −m2rh2 − 2

)
+ 9rh log(rh − r)

rh


+m2c2L

9
8−5

√
4−m2rh2√

4−m2rh2

(
2r

√
4 −m2rh2

rh
− 2

√
4 −m2rh2

)

× exp
r

(
−

√
4 −m2rh2 − 2

)
+ 9rh log(rh − r)

rh

 . (7.116)

When c2 = 0, we obtained:

m2U

(
−8 − 5

√
4 −m2rh2

√
4 −m2rh2 , 10, 2r

√
4 −m2rh2

rh
− 2

√
4 −m2rh2

)

× exp
r

(
−

√
4 −m2rh2 − 2

)
+ 9rh log(rh − r)

rh


= e−2−

√
4−m2r2

h∑3
l=0 cl(mrh)2lΓ

(
−4 − 8√

4−m2r2
h

) [1 + O
(
(r − rh)2

)]
. (7.117)
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When we enforces Dirichlet boundary condition7 at r = rh : psi(r = rh) = 0, we found that

−4 − 8√
4−m2r2

h

= −n, n ∈ Z+ is required, i.e.,

m =
2
√
n(n− 8)

4rh(1 − n)
n=8→ 0. (7.118)

We found that:

U

(
−8 − 5

√
4 −m2rh2

√
4 −m2rh2 , 10, 2r

√
4 −m2rh2

rh
− 2

√
4 −m2rh2

)

× exp
r

(
−

√
4 −m2rh2 − 2

)
+ 9rh log(rh − r)

rh

 m=0→ −
c1rh

9Γ
(
9, 4r

rh
− 4

)
262144e4

= −315 (c1rh
9)

2048e4 + c1(r − rh)9

9e4 + O
(
(r − rh)10

)
. (7.119)

When c1 = 0, then

c2L
9
8−5

√
4−m2rh2√

4−m2rh2

(
2r

√
4−m2rh2

rh
− 2

√
4 −m2rh2

)
exp

 r

(
−
√

4−m2rh2−2
)

+9rh log(rh−r)

rh


satisifies Dirichlet/Neumann boundary condition ∀m. Particularly for m = 0, the preceding

yields c2e
− 4r
rh (rh−r)9L9

−1

(
4r
rh

− 4
)
. Interestingly, dn

drn
L9

−1

(
4r
rh

− 4
)

= (−4)n 1
rn
h
Ln+9

−n−1

(
4r
rh

− 4
)
,

implying limr→rh L
n+9
−n−1

(
4r
rh

− 4
)

=
(

8
n+9

)
= 0.

The equation of motion up to leading order in N,Nf, UV,MUV in the UV is obtained as:

− ∂2ψUV(r, θ1)
∂r2 + 16

r

∂ψUV(r, θ1)
∂θ1

− 2κrθ1

N4/5

g3
sM

2
UVN

2
f UV (logN − 9 log r)2 (log r)2 r2

∂ψUV

∂θ1
−m2ψUV = 0, (7.120)

the solution of above equation is:

ψUV ∼ 1
m17/2

c1

3∑
l1=0

al1(mr)2l1+1 cos(mr)

+
c1

4∑
l2=0

al2(mr)2l2 + c2

3∑
l1=0

(mr)2l1+1

 sin(mr)
. (7.121)

7Neumann b.c., ψ′(r = rh) = 0, is identically satisfied ∀m.
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Since (7.121) is not well defined in the UV when m ̸= 0. Therefore, we need to consider

m = 0 for which the graviton wave function is:

RUV(r) = cUV
1 r17 + cUV

2 . (7.122)

Normalization of ψ(r) requires cUV
1 = 0, and hence there is a constant graviton wave function

in the UV.

The physical/intuitive evidence behind the exponentially suppressed entanglement entropy

for Island Surface (7.100) would be because the Laplace-Beltrami equation for internal coor-

dinates (7.111) enables vanishing graviton mass - which is as well associated with being the

case that the calculations that we perform are in the “near-horizon” limit (r < (4πgsN)1/4)

wherein even the UV cut-off rUV
∼
< (4πgsN)1/4, and therefore the internal manifold is com-

pact [209]. The aforementioned is the reason for the Island surface’s extremely low (including

exponential-in-N suppression) entanglement entropy. A similar entanglement entropy asso-

ciated with the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface in (7.71) at the Page time is non-trivial

and hence somewhat fascinating. The diminishing graviton mass is also seen in the en-

tanglement entropies of the IS-vs-HM-like surfaces in (7.109) at O(β) - the former is sup-

pressed compared to the latter. We are able to translate equation (7.113) into an equivalent

Schrödinger-like equation using r = rhe
Z8:

−R′′(Z) + V (Z)R(Z) = 0, (7.123)

where

R(Z) = R(Z)erh
(

−8eZ+ Z
2rh

+8 tan−1(eZ)+8 tanh−1(eZ)
)

≈ R(Z)eZ2 , (7.124)

and,

V (Z) = −
e2Zr2

h

(
(m2 − 64) e8Z − 2 (m2 + 64) e4Z +m2 − 64

)
(e4Z − 1)2 + 64e5Zrh

(e4Z − 1)2 + 1
4 (7.125)

8The benefit of utilizing redefined radial coordinates is that r ∈ (0,∞) translates to Z ∈ (−∞,∞),
allowing us to observe a lovely volcano-like potential on both sides of Z = 0.
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Figure 7.8: Volcano potential for massless graviton from (7.125)

Figure 7.8 plots the aforementioned potential for massless graviton (m = 0); this potential is

“volcano”-like, with the massless graviton localized at the horizon on the ETW “brane”. This

is analogous to [142], in which gravity can be localized on the end-of-the-world (ETW) brane

with non-zero brane tension owing to the emergence of a “crater” in the “volcano” potential

in the Schrödinger-like equation of motion of the graviton wave function.

Because the ETW-“brane” possesses non-zero “tension” (7.8) within our set-up, gravity

could be localized on the ETW-“brane”. Utilizing (7.119), one can observe that the graviton

wave-function is definitely localized towards the horizon in the massless-limit of the graviton,

as shown in Fig. 7.9. On the other hand, by expanding V (Z) of (7.125) across the horizon

Z = 0, we get: V (Z ∼ 0) ∼ 4rh(1+4rh)
Z2 + 4rh(1+8rh)

Z
− 1

12(−3 + 40rh − 896r2
h) + O(Z), we

obtained:

R(Z) = c1M− 4
√

3rh(8rh+1)√
896r2

h
−40rh+3

,4rh+ 1
2


√

896r2
h − 40rh + 3Z

√
3



+ c2W− 4
√

3rh(8rh+1)√
896r2

h
−40rh+3

,4rh+ 1
2


√

896r2
h − 40rh + 3Z

√
3

 . (7.126)
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Figure 7.9: Graviton Wave Function localization at the horizon via the m = 0-limit of the solution
(7.119) of (7.115).

Now, both Whittaker functions are complex for Z < 0, i.e., r < rh. Choosing c1 = 0, we

obtained R(Z) = e−Z
2 W

− 4
√

3rh(8rh+1)√
896r2

h
−40rh+3

,4rh+ 1
2

(√
896r2

h
−40rh+3Z
√

3

)
. As a result, the graph 7.10

depicts a decrease of the graviton wave-function farther from the horizon.

7.7 Summary

In this chapter, we constructed the doubly holographic setup from a top-down approach

as discussed in 7.2. We have taken the external bath as thermal QCD in three dimension

whose holographic dual is M-theory inclusive of O(R4) corrections [1], see chapter 1 for

more detail of the same. The intermediate description of the doubly holographic setup

constructed by us couples the black hole on the ETW-“brane” at x = 0 to thermal QCD

bath via transparent boundary condition at the defect. We have addressed the effect of

higher derivative terms in the context of top-down construction of double holography for the

first time. First we obtained the Page curve without inclusion of O(R4) terms in the eleven

dimensional supergavity action in 7.4. To achieve the same, we computed the entanglement

entropies associated with the Hartman-Maldacena-like (HM-like) and island surfaces and

obtained the Page curve with the help of these entropies because the HM-like surface has
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Figure 7.10: Localization of the Graviton Wave Function near the horizon from the solution of
the Schrödinger-like radial wave equation (7.123).

linear time dependence whereas the island surface’s entanglement entropy is found to be

constant. In RD5/D5 = 1-units, utilizing (7.39), (7.52), (C.12) and rh ∼ e−κrhN
1
3 [82], the

above is concisely expressed via:

SHM = AHM

4G(11)
N

∼
O(1) × 10−4M2N6

f g
15/4
s N34/15e−6κrh N1/3

G
(11)
N

tb, tb ≤ tPage;

SIS = SIS
(
r̃T ≡ rT

rh
= (1 + δ2); rh

)
, tb ≥ tPage, (7.127)

where δ2 is provided in (C.12). Next, we included the O(R4) terms in the supergravity action,

and obtained the Page curve in 7.5. We used the Dong’s formula to compute the entangle-

ment entropies in the presence of higher derivative terms [127]. In this case entanglement

entropies of HM-like and island surfaces are summarized as:

Sβ
0,HM

EE ∼ e−
3κlp N

1
3

2 MN13/10N
5/3
f

(
1 − 4tb0

3c2

)(2
3 log

(
c2

c1

)
− ntb log(N)

) 17
6
, κlp ≡ 1

O(1) ,

c1,2 < 0, |c2| ≫ |c1|; |c2| ∼ eκc2 |c1|1/3
, κc1 ≡ O(1)

t ≤ tPage,
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Sβ
0,IS

EE ∼
M2e−

3κlp N
1
3

2 N
4/3
f g35/6

s log2(N) |log (rh)|4/3

r
11/2
h

,

t ≥ tPage. (7.128)

The aforementioned has been showed to be compatible with the prior summary of RT com-

putation. (7.127) and (7.128) must be compatible if κrh , κlp , κc2 :

M2N6
f g

15/4
s N34/15e−6κrhN

1/3 ∼ MN13/10N
5/3
f

(
2
3

[
κc2N

1/3 − log |c1|
]

− ntb log(N)
) 17

6

e−
3κlpN

1/3

2

and 11κrh < 3κlp , so that Sβ
0,IS

EE is be well-defined in the large-N limit.

It is interesting to note that in 7.5.2, where c1 and c2 are two parameters from the group

of HM-like surface embeddings, δSHM,β0
EE
δ|c2| > 0, δSHM,β0

EE
δ|c1| < 0. The ideal “Swiss-Cheese” struc-

ture (of the “single-big-divisor-single-small-divisor variety”) is provided by delta |c1|0, which

together with |c2| ∼ eκc2 |c1|
1
3 , |c1| ∼ N , provides a perfect “Swiss-Cheese” (of the “single-big-

divisor-single-small-divisor” variety) structure to SHM,β0

EE (|c1|, |c2|) (which essentially is a co-

dimension-two volume) wherein log |c2| plays the role of the “big divisor” volume and log |c1|

plays the role of a solitary “small divisor” volume, realizing what could be dubbed as a “Large

N Scenario”(LNS). Likewise, the entanglement entropy for the Hartman-Maldacena-like sur-

face has to be considered just like a Swiss-Cheese-like open surface in the two-dimensional

(in the IR) space of family of HM-like embeddings R2
+ (|c1|, |c2|) supplemented by the entan-

glement entropy that coordinatizes R≥0(SHM,β0

EE ).

Based on the viability of the Islands scenario, the M-theory dual of large-N thermal QCD

at high temperature obtained in [15], [1] (based on [14]) produces the previously mentioned

Page curve. The above-mentioned top-down M-theory dual, on the other hand, provides a

number of new conceptual information:

• Due to the lack of details of precise structures for boundary terms on the ETW-“brane”

along with the presence of higher derivative terms, there exists relatively few works

(e.g., [147]) in which the authors look into the doubly holographic setup in higher

derivative theory of gravity. Remarkably we showed in 7.3.2 that the presence of the

O(R4) terms generates no boundary terms.
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• As for as we know, our setup/(above-mentioned) M-theory dual appears either the

sole one in existence (from M-theory) or one among the comparatively few top-down

approaches that generate(s) the Page curve for massless graviton9.

• In our top-down M-theory dual, we find that ETW-“brane” to be a fluxed hypersurface

W that is a warped product of an asymptotic AdS4 and a six-fold M6 where M6 is a

warped product of the M-theory circle and a non-Einstenian generalization of T 1,1; the

hypersurface W , can also be thought of as an effective ETW-“brane” corresponding to

fluxed intersecting M5-brane wrapping a homologous sum of S3×[0, 1] and S2×S2 in a

warped product of R2 and an SU(4)/Spin(7)-structure eight-fold. The ETW-“brane”,

W , then has non-zero “tension” and a massless graviton localized near the horizon by

a “volcano”-like potential.

• Unlike largely other works in the literature, which compute the Page curve with a CFT

bath, the external bath in our model is a non-CFT bath (thermal QCD).

• Entanglement entropy contribution generated by a Hartman-Maldacena (HM)-like sur-

face, which has been causing the growth of the Einstein-Rosen bridge in time, shows

a Swiss-Cheese structure in the Large-N scenario (7.5.2) as discussed earlier.

• By the presence of O(R4) terms in the action, our previously discussed M-theory dual

produces a hierarchy in the entanglement entropies of the HM-like and Island surface

(IS) with respect to a large-N exponential suppression factor, resulting physically via

the presence of massless graviton mode on an ETW-brane. This suppression also

suggests the fact that the addition of higher derivative terms - O(R4) in particular -

has no effect on the Page curve.

• To regulate the IR- and large-N enhancement in the IS entanglement entropy per unit

BH entropy, a relationship involving the Planckian length and the non-extremality

parameter (the horizon radius) has been shown to occur.
9See [154], where the author discusses how to obtain the Page curve for a massless graviton in the critical

Randall-Sundrum II model via a bottom-up strategy, also have a look at [166] where the Page curve in the
presence of massless graviton has been obtain via the inclusion of DGP term on the Karch-Randall brane in
wedge holography.
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• The positivity of the Page time, calculated in (refPage-time), has been showed to set

an upper constraint on the non-extremality parameter, the black-hole horizon radius

rh.





CHAPTER 8

BLACK HOLE ISLANDS IN

MULTI-EVENT HORIZON

SPACE-TIMES

8.1 Introduction and Motivation

The information paradox of black holes has been investigated for black holes that are asymp-

totically flat, however the most recent observation indicates that our universe is currently

in an accelerated phase. Because of this, it is only natural to wonder how the presence of a

positive value for the cosmological constant Λ influences the information paradox problem.

The information paradox of a stationary black hole with a positive cosmological constant Λ

or the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole spacetime is something that attracted our atten-

tion. The information paradox of Schwarzschild de-Sitter black holes is important due to the

fact that these black holes originated during the early inflationary phase of our universe (for

example, [210–213]). It additionally offers a fantastic toy model for the global framework of

isolated black holes of our universe, which is quite useful while keeping in mind the current

189
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period of accelerated expansion. Additionally, similar to the situation with black holes, there

are regions of de Sitter space that are causally separated from one another. Therefore, an

observer is only able to access the portions of the cosmos that are constrained by their own

horizon. There are two event horizons associated with the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole:

the cosmological event horizon (CEH) and the black hole event horizon (BEH). The global

causal border of the de Sitter spacetimes has been provided by the cosmological event hori-

zon. In comparison to Λ ≤ 0 single horizon spacetime, the thermodynamics of these event

horizons are distinct [214–216]. Gibbons-Hawking radiation is emitted and absorbed by

cosmological event horizon similar to the Hawking radiation of black holes. Comparatively

speaking, the entropy creation of the cosmic horizon is an observer-dependent characteristic,

in contrast to the entropy generation of the black hole. It is caused by people’s lack of

knowledge regarding the things that exist beyond the cosmological horizon.

In order to obtain the Page curve of the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole, we make use

of the island concept. In the case of models that are not holographic, we are able to use

the s-wave approximation for studying black holes in higher dimensions. Because we neglect

the angular component of the metric when performing the s-wave approximation, we are

left with a CFT metric that only has two dimensions. Because of this, we are able to com-

pute the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation using the formula for 2D CFT that is

provided in [192, 193]. The purpose of this work was to investigate the information paradox

and its resolution of black holes with multiple horizons. We considered the Schwarzschild

de-Sitter black hole with two horizons and obtained the Page curves for the black hole and

the de-Sitter patches by placing thermally opaque membranes on the two sides of the region of

study. The “effect of temperature” on the Page curves and the scrambling time is something

else that would be of interest to us. In this chapter, we will discuss the Page curve of black

hole patch only. The entanglement entropy and complexity have been studied in [217–219]

in the context of de-Sitter space.
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8.2 Preliminary

In this section, we will discuss the basics of Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole, the concept

of thermal opaque membrane and the effect of gravity near the aforementioned membrane

in 8.2.1, 8.2.2, and 8.2.3 respectively.

8.2.1 Schwarzschild de-Sitter Black Hole

The Schwarzschild de-Sitter (SdS) metric has the following form in spherical polar coordi-

nates:

ds2 = −
(

1 − 2M
r

− Λr2

3

)
dt2 +

(
1 − 2M

r
− Λr2

3

)−1

dr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (8.1)

where M denotes mass parameter. Horizons of SdS black hole can be obtained by solving,(
1 − 2M

r
− Λr2

3

)
= 0. There are three roots of the aforementioned equation in the range,

0 < 3M
√

Λ < 1 [220–222] which are written below:

rH = 2√
Λ

cos π + cos−1(3M
√

Λ)
3 ,

rC = 2√
Λ

cos π − cos−1(3M
√

Λ)
3 ,

rU = −(rH + rC), (8.2)

where rH and rC are both positive values and are referred to as the cosmology event horizon
(CEH) and the black hole event horizon (BEH), respectively, and rU < 0 acts as unphysical
horizon. (8.1) denotes a Schwarzschild black hole that is located inside the cosmic horizon
and it appears when 3M

√
Λ < 1. Both of the horizons will merge into a single horizon

in Nariai limit, where 3M
√

Λ → 1, and for 3M
√

Λ > 1, space-time will have the naked
curvature singularity. The surface gravities of black hole and the cosmological event horizons
are calculated to be as follows:

κH = Λ(2rH + rC)(rC − rH)
6rH

= −
√

Λ

cos
[

1
3 cos−1(3M

√
Λ) + π

3

]
− 1

4 cos
[

1
3 cos−1(3M

√
Λ) + π

3

]
 ,
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− κC = Λ(2rC + rH)(rH − rC)
6rC

=
√

Λ

 1
4 cos

[
1
3 cos−1(3M

√
Λ) − π

3

] − cos
[

1
3 cos−1(3M

√
Λ) − π

3

] .

(8.3)

Because of the repulsive effects caused by the positive cosmological constant Λ, the value

of κC should really be written with a negative sign in front of it. It is important to keep in

mind that when rC ≥ rH , we get κH ≥ κC , and within the Nariai limit, both the surface

gravities κH and κC disappear. Equation (8.1) have two coordinate singularities at the points

r = rH , , rC ; hence, we require two Kruskal-like coordinates in order to get rid of them and

expand spacetime beyond them. To begin, we transform the (8.1) into the form [223]:

ds2 =
(

1 − 2M
r

− Λr2

3

)(
−dt2 + dr2

⋆

)
+ r2(r⋆)

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (8.4)

where r⋆ denotes tortoise coordinate and is defined as:

r⋆ =
∫ (

1 − 2M
r

− Λr2

3

)−1

dr

= 1
2κH

ln
(
r

rH
− 1

)
− 1

2κC
ln
(

1 − r

rC

)
+ 1

2κu
ln
(
r

rU
− 1

)
, (8.5)

wherein κu = κHκC
κH−κC

= (M/r2
u − Λru/3) being the surface gravity of unphysical horizon

ru.Define u = t− r⋆, v = t+ r⋆, (8.4) simplified to the following form:

ds2 = −
(

1 − 2M
r

− Λr2

3

)
dudv + r2(u, v)

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (8.6)

With the help of (8.5), we were able to transform the previously mentioned metric (8.6),

into two other forms:

ds2 = −2M
r

∣∣∣∣1 − r

rC

∣∣∣∣1+κH
κC

(
1 + r

rH + rC

)1−κH
κU

dUHdVH + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2), (8.7)



8.2. Preliminary 193

and,

ds2 = −2M
r

∣∣∣∣ rrH − 1
∣∣∣∣1+ κC

κH

(
1 + r

rH + rC

)1+κC
κU

dUCdVC + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2), (8.8)

where the Kruskal coordinates are:

UH = − 1
κH

e−κHu, VH = 1
κH

eκHv and UC = 1
κC
eκCu, VC = − 1

κC
e−κCv. (8.9)

Therefore (8.7) and (8.8) do not have any coordinate singularities at r = rH and r = rC . It

is not possible to remove the coordinate singularities of both event horizons simultaneously.

Hence, we have to study the black hole patch by freezing the de-Sitter patch using thermal

opaque membrane and vice-versa.

8.2.2 Thermal Opaque Membranes in SdS Space-Time

The idea of a thermally opaque membrane has been utilized extensively in published works

to look at one horizon while taking another as the fixed, e.g., see [224–227]. We provide

an illustration of the proposal discussed in [228] regarding the construction of thermally

opaque membranes. The following is the form that the Klein-Gordon equation takes in

(3 + 1)-dimensions. The radial equation is:

(
− ∂2

∂t2
+ ∂2

∂r2
⋆

)
R(r) +

(
1 − 2M

r
− Λr2

3

)(
l(l + 1)
r2 + 2M

r3 − Λ
3

)
R(r) = 0. (8.10)

The fact that the effective potential term disappears at both horizons and remains positive

in between them is something that stands out as an interesting feature of the Schrödinger-

like equation that was given before. Therefore, this bell-shaped potential acts as a barrier

between the event horizons of the black hole and de-Sitter space. To be able to depict it

in Penrose diagram of the extended Schwarzschild de-Sitter space-time, we will use (8.9) to

describe the Kruskal timelike and spacelike coordinates as follows:

UH = TH −RH , VH = TH +RH , and UC = TC −RC , VC = TC +RC , (8.11)
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implying

− UHVH = R2
H − T 2

H = 1
κ2
H

∣∣∣∣1 − r

rC

∣∣∣∣−κH/κC ∣∣∣∣ rrU − 1
∣∣∣∣κH/κC ( r

rH
− 1

)
,

− UCVC = R2
C − T 2

C = − 1
κ2
C

∣∣∣∣ rrU − 1
∣∣∣∣−κC/κU ∣∣∣∣ rrH − 1

∣∣∣∣−κC/κH (1 − r

rC

)
. (8.12)

Therefore, the line r =constant is a hyperbola linking i±, and it is possible to draw it

with regard to any of the Kruskal coordinates listed above. This appears in the Penrose

diagram of the maximally extended SdS space-time. When we have put this hyperbola or

the thermal opaque membrane, modes on each side of wall will be unable to pass through it

and will continue to exist in their respective regions. A natural manifestation of this effective

potential could be possible with the thermally opaque membrane.

8.2.3 Bulk Gravitational Effect Near Thermal Opaque Membranes

In the context of this discussion, we are interested in the bulk gravitational influence on

thermally opaque membranes. Using the island formula, the authors of [229, 230] studied

the information paradox of pure de-Sitter space, evaporating and eternal black holes in the

weak gravity domain. These setups do not include an exterior bath and the authors included

an anchor curve that produces both an interior and an exterior. The island formula can be

applied despite the fact that gravity is extremely weak on the exterior region. We suggest

that we may think of an “anchor curve” going through the locations b±
1,2 within our setup

also where we have specified the boundaries of radiation regions in Figs. 8.1 and 8.2. Our

justification is based on [229,230]. The interior and exterior in our setup are marked by these

“anchor curves”. The “thermal opaque membrane” is being able of blocking the radiation

coming from the region, that is not relevant to our research in any way. Therefore, the

applicability of the island formula to our situation can only be considered notional at this

point. The information paradox that arises from black holes in multi-event horizon space-

time can be solved using this approach. Considering the membrane that was discussed before

is located at a significant distance from the region affected by the black hole, it is reasonable
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to suppose that the gravitational effects around these membranes is insufficiently strong. As

a result, 2D CFT formulas can be utilized to determine the entanglement entropy of Hawking

radiation. We have discussed another approach to get the Page curve of Schwarzschild de-

Sitter black hole in chapter 9 using wedge holography.

8.3 Black Hole Islands in Schwarzschild de-Sitter Black

Hole

The black hole and the de-Sitter patches are the two components that make up a Schwarzschild

de-Sitter black hole. Only the black hole patch will be taken into consideration in this chap-

ter. In order to investigate the information problem associated with the black hole patch,

we first freeze the de-Sitter patch by placing the thermal opaque membrane that was dis-

cussed earlier on both sides of the black hole patch. Near thermal opaque membranes, we

have chosen the boundaries of the radiation regions. In order to calculate the entanglement

entropy of Hawking radiation, we will utilize the two-dimensional CFT formula in the s-

wave assumption of [174] (in which the observer is very distant away from the black hole,

represented by b±
1,2 ≫ rH,C). The following is the metric for the black hole:

ds2 = −g2
H(r)dUH dVH + r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (8.13)

The conformal factor and Kruskal coordinates, both of which exist in (8.13), are defined as

follows:

g2
H(r) = 2M

r

∣∣∣∣∣1 − r

rC

∣∣∣∣∣
(

1+κH
κC

) (
1 + r

rC + rH

)(1−κH
κU

)
,

UH = − 1
κH

e−κH(t−r∗(r)); VH = 1
κH

eκH(t+r∗(r)). (8.14)

It has been calculated that thermal entropy of the black hole is:

SBEH
th = ABEH

4GN

= πr2
H

GN

. (8.15)
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8.3.1 No Island Phase

In this case, the region of interest for the black hole patch is the area that is completely

encompassed by the thermally opaque membrane on both sides in the C and L domains.

Without island surface, we were able to calculate the entanglement entropy of Hawking

𝑐−

𝑐+

L C R

𝑖−
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I+, r → ∞r = 0, singularity
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+

Figure 8.1: Carter-Penrose diagram of Schwarzschild de-Sitter spacetime. The causal connections
between any two of the seven wedges are broken, and the passage of time is reversed for R,L regions
in reference to the central region (C). If it serves the purpose, spacetime can have an additional
extension made toward both sides that goes on indefinitely. The radiation regions R have been
defined on both sides of the thermally opaque membranes, which are represented by the blue color
curves. H±(C±) shows the past and future black hole horizons (cosmological horizons), i± depicts
the past and future timelike infinities, and I± denotes the past and future spacelike infinities.

radiation by utilizing the two-dimensional CFT formula that is given below [192,193]:

SR
BEH = Q

6 log
(
d2(b+

1 , b
−
1 )
)
, (8.16)

where b+
1 (tb1 , b1), b−

1 (−tb1 + ιβ2 , b1), (β = 2π/κH , and tb1 being the boundary time), are the

radiation regions boundaries in the right and left wedges of the black hole patch, and Q

denotes the central charge of two-dimensional CFT (boson: Q = 1, fermion: Q = 1/2). The

following expression [141], will give us the geodesic distance between two points l1 and l2 for

the 2D component of the metric (8.13):

d(l1, l2) =
√
gH(l1)gH(l2)(UH(l2) − UH(l1))(VH(l1) − VH(l2)). (8.17)
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By utilizing (8.14), (8.5) and (8.17), we are able to simplify the equation (8.16). The form

in its refined version is written as follows:

SR
BEH = Q

6 log
(

4gH(b1)2

κ2
H

cosh2 (κHtb1)
)
. (8.18)

At late times, i.e., tb1 → ∞, cosh (κHtb1) ∼ eκH tb1 , (8.18) implying:

SR
BEH ∼ Q

3 κHtb1 . (8.19)

The above equation has a significant physical meaning that it predicts that there is going

to be a limitless quantity of Hawking radiation due to its linear time dependence upon

entanglement entropy. This is in contrast to the fact that the Page curve of an eternal black

hole predicts that there will only be a finite amount of Hawking radiation [132].

8.3.2 Island Phase

Taking into account the island surface as part of the setup, we will now calculate the entan-

glement entropy of Hawking radiation. With inclusion of the island surface, the entanglement
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Figure 8.2: Carter-Penrose diagram of Schwarzschild de-Sitter spacetime. Within the black hole
patch, we have included an island surface denoted by the notation I (the red curve) apart from
the radiation regions R.

entropy of the Hawking radiation can be determined using the formula [192, 193], which is
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the matter component of the generalized entropy (5.11).

SBEH
matter(R ∪ I) = Q

3 log
(
d(a+

1 , a
−
1 )d(b+

1 , b
−
1 )d(a+

1 , b
+
1 )d(a−

1 , b
−
1 )

d(a+
1 , b

−
1 )d(a−

1 , b
+
1 )

)
, (8.20)

where a+
1 (ta1 , a1) and a−

1 (−ta1 + ιβ2 , a1) represent island surface boundaries in the right and

left wedges of the black hole patch. Under the assumption of large distance (distance between

observer and black hole horizon is enormous), d(a+
1 , a

−
1 ) ≡ d(b+

1 , b
−
1 ) ≡ d(a±

1 , b
∓
1 ) ≫ d(a±

1 , b
±
1 )

[177], and hence (8.20) transformed into:

SBEH
matter(R ∪ I) = Q

6 log
(
d2(a+

1 , b
+
1 )
)
. (8.21)

Simplifying the expression for the matter contribution to the generalized entropy (5.11) from

the radiation and island regions by utilizing (8.13), and (8.17). We obtained:

SBEH
matter(R ∪ I) = Q

6 log
(
gH(a1)gH(b1)

κ2
H

)

+ Q

6 log
(
− cosh (ta1 − tb1) eκH(r∗(a1)+r∗(b1)) + e2κHr∗(a1) + e2κHr∗(b1)

)
. (8.22)

As a result, the area of the boundary of the island surface and the matter component (8.22)

are added together to generate the generalized entropy (5.11):

SBEH
gen = 2πa2

1
GN

+ Q

6 log
(
gH(a1)gH(b1)

κ2
H

)

+ Q

6 log
(
−2 cosh (ta1 − tb1) eκH(r∗(a1)+r∗(b1)) + e2κHr∗(a1) + e2κHr∗(b1)

)
. (8.23)

The black hole patch’s generalized entropy is being extremized with regard to the island

coordinates (ta1 , a1) at the moment. To begin, let’s use the following method of extremization

with respect to ta1 :

∂SBEH
gen

∂ta1

= − 2eκH(r∗(a1)+r∗(b1)) sinh (ta1 − tb1)
e2κHr∗(a1) + e2κHr∗(b1) − 2 cosh (ta1 − tb1) eκH(r∗(a1)+r∗(b1)) = 0. (8.24)
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The previous equation has the following solution:

ta1 = tb1 + 2ιπc2, (8.25)

where c2 ∈ Z. Using the preceding equation as a reference, we were able to get the expression

for the generalized entropy (8.23) by substituting ta1 .

SBEH
gen = 2πa2

1
GN

+ Q

6 log
(
gH(a1)gH(b1)

κ2
H

)

+ Q

6 log
(
−2eκH(r∗(a1)+r∗(b1)) + e2κHr∗(a1) + e2κHr∗(b1)

)
. (8.26)

By solving for a1 at an extreme, we may determine where on the black hole patch the island

surface lies as follows:

∂SBEH
gen

∂a1
= 4πrH

GN

+ Q

4(a1 − rH) = 0. (8.27)

Using the above equation, we can determine that the island exists at the following location:

a1 = rH − QGN

16πrH
. (8.28)

Since the second component in the above equation has a negative sign in front of it, the island

must be found inside the black hole horizon. We have showed in the Penrose diagram where

islands are beyond the black hole event horizon, but we have found that it lies within the

horizon itself. Substituting a1 from (8.28) into the definition of generalized entropy yields:

SBEH
total = 2πr2

H

GN

+ O(G0
N) = 2SBEH

th + O(G0
N). (8.29)

Because of this, we may deduce that the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation remains

constant when the island is incorporated into the black hole’s interior, and is thus equal to

twice the black hole’s thermal entropy (to leading order in GN).

Page time: Hawking radiation’s entanglement entropy without the island surface is equiv-
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alent to its entanglement entropy with the island surface present at a point in time called

“Page time” as discussed in chapter 6. By equating (8.19) and (8.29), we obtained the Page

time as given below:

tBEH
Page = 6SBEH

th
QκH

. (8.30)

Scrambling time: The scrambling time is discussed in detail in chapter 6. For the black

hole patch in Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole, scrambling time can be obtained using the

following equation:

tscr = r∗(b1) − r∗(a1). (8.31)

From (8.5) and (8.28), the black hole patch’s scrambling time is therefore obtained as:

tBEH
scr ≈ 1

2κH
log

(
πr2

H

GN

)
+ small ≈ 1

2κH
log

(
SBEH

th

)
+ small. (8.32)

8.3.3 Page Curves

The black hole patch Page curves are now obtained using the results of 8.3.1 and 8.3.2. (8.19)

and (8.29) are the key equations. When we incorporate the island surface, the entanglement

entropy of Hawking radiation changes from a time-dependent function of entanglement en-

tropy to a constant value of (2SBEH
th ) (8.29). As a result, if we plot all of these contributions

together, we get the Page curves of eternal black holes that are in accord with their unitary

evolution. From the use of (8.2), (8.3), (8.19) and (8.29), we obtained the Page curves for

black hole patch when Q = GN = 1, 3M
√

Λ = 0.4 (green) and 3M
√

Λ = 0.5 (magenta),

shown in Fig. 8.3. As the mass of the black hole grows (as shown in 8.3), the Page curves

move later in time. As a result, information recovered from large black holes takes much

more time than that from smaller black holes. This finding can also be interpreted in terms

of the temperature of black holes. Information can be recovered faster from black holes with

higher temperatures than from those with lower temperatures because the black hole tem-
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Figure 8.3: Black hole patch’s Page curves for 3M
√

Λ = 0.4(green) and 3M
√

Λ = 0.5(magenta).
Page times for 3M

√
Λ = 0.4, 0.5 are tP1 ≈ 26356.8 and tP2 ≈ 56787.5 respectively.

perature is inversely related to black hole mass. To rephrase, island emerges earlier for the

black holes with higher temperatures compared to the black holes with lower temperature.

8.4 Information Problem in SdS Black Hole as a Whole

Since Schwarzschild de-Sitter (SdS) spacetime has an effective equilibrium temperature [224,
228, 231–234], the information problem can be extended to the entire spacetime. Let us
examine what exactly the difficulty of the island proposal is right now. By placing the
observers in regions L and R for collecting the Hawking radiation, one is able to analyze
the information paradox over all of the SdS spacetime. Additionally, one is able to specify
the boundaries, (b−, b+), of radiation regions (R) there. Then, it is possible to incorporate
two islands, I1 and I2, with borders, (a−

1 , a
+
1 ) and (a−

2 , a
+
2 ), simultaneously in black hole

and de-Sitter patches. If someone adopts this technique, then the matter contributing to
the entanglement entropy can be determined by applying the 2D CFT formula for three
intervals as provided below1.

Smatter(R ∪ I1 ∪ I2) = Q

3 log
(
d(b−, a

−
1 )d(a+

1 , a
−
1 )d(a+

2 , a
−
1 )d(b−, a

−
2 )d(a+

1 , a
−
2 )d(a+

2 , a
−
2 )d(b−, b+)d(a+

1 , b+)d(a+
2 , b+)

d(a+
1 , b−)d(a+

2 , b−)d(a+
2 , a

+
1 )d(a−

2 , a
−
1 )d(b+, a

−
1 )d(b+, a

−
2 )

)
.

(8.33)

1Without the island, the matter part is going to be similar to 8.3.
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In this particular scenario, the first term in the generalized entropy (5.11) will have the form
2π(a2

1+a2
2)

GN
. It is possible to obtain the Page curves by following a process that is analogous

to the one described in 8.3. The problem is that when we take into account the entirety of

the SdS spacetime, then it’s possible that we won’t be capable to identify identical radiation

regions on the two sides comparable to 8.3. This is because there’s a black hole patch on

one side of the system. On the other hand, the other side contains a patch known as the

de-Sitter patch.

8.5 Conclusion

Using the Island concept, we have investigated the information paradox that is associated

with the black hole patch in the Schwarzschild-deSitter black hole spacetime. On both

sides of the black hole patch, we used thermally opaque membranes to create an isolation

barrier between the black hole and the de-Sitter patches, and vice versa. We calculated

the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation without and with the inclusion of an island

surface and found that, as is typical, the entanglement entropy has a linear time dependency

as long as there isn’t an island surface, but it turns into constant value when there is an

island surface present. As a result, we are able to produce the Page curve in a manner that

accords with the unitary evolution of the black holes. In this particular instance, the island

can be found inside the horizon of the black hole, in contrast to the universal finding, which

states that the island must be found outside the horizon of the black hole in the case of

eternal black holes [197]. Our results are likewise comparable to those presented in [235], in

which the researchers calculated the Page curve of a one-sided asymptotically flat black hole

and found that the island lies within the horizon of the black hole.

In addition, we have investigated the “effect of temperature” on the Page curves depicted

by the black hole patch. We noticed that as the temperature of the black hole patch rose,

a shift toward later times occurred in the Page curves.2. When compared to the black

hole patch with the greater temperature, the one with the lower temperature will take a
2Due to the existence of higher derivative terms in the gravitational action, similar effects, such as the

“emergence of Page curves at later times or earlier times”, were also found in [10,236].
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significantly longer amount of time to send the information to the observer. This suggests

that the island of the black hole patch doesn’t make its appearance until much later for the

black hole patch with the lower temperature, but the island makes its debut much sooner

for the black hole patch with the higher temperature. We are able to begin the process of

recovering the information that was flung into the black holes horizon as soon as an island

surface enters into the picture [194, 195]. As a result, we get to the conclusion that the

temperature of both event horizons has a role in determining the “dominance of islands”

and the “scrambling time”.





CHAPTER 9

MULTIVERSE IN KARCH-RANDALL

BRANEWORLD

9.1 Introduction

Wedge holography is constructed by embedding two Karch-Randall (KR) branes in bulk.

These branes are joined at the defect via the transparent boundary conditions so that degrees

of freedom can be exchanged between them. The wedge holography is very useful for getting

the Page curve of black holes. For the paper on wedge holography, see [169,237–239]. Most

of the papers discuss the application of wedge holography to resolve the information paradox.

We have already discussed the wedge holography in chapter 5; for more details about the

same, please see 5.3.3. As discussed earlier, the wedge holography contains two KR branes.

A natural question that came to our mind is whether it is possible to construct the wedge

holography with many KR branes instead of only two KR branes. If yes, then what will

describe this setup? This is what has been addressed in this chapter based on the paper [13].

In the process of answering these questions, we found that the wedge holography with many

KR branes describes a “Multiverse”. We would like to make a remark that we ask the

205
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question in reverse order, i.e., can we describe the Multiverse from wedge holography? In

any way, we reach the same theoretical model. We explained the Multiverse by constructing

the wedge holography in such a way that there are 2n KR branes that are embedded in

the (d + 1)-dimensional bulk. The aforementioned branes have Einstein gravity localized

on them. Therefore, we have 2n copies of the gravitating system, and all these gravitating

systems are connected to each other via the transparent boundary condition at the defect.

This model has been used to obtain the Page curve of black holes with multiple horizons

and a qualitative idea to resolve the “grandfather paradox”. Let us discuss these concepts

in more detail.

9.2 Emerging Multiverse from Wedge Holography

We’re going to discuss how we can construct a multiverse from wedge holography in this sec-

tion. When discussing the multiverse, α and β will have 2n values, however when discussing

wedge holography, α, β = 1, 2 as in 5.3.3.

9.2.1 Anti de-Sitter Background

In this case, we build a multiverse using AdS spacetimes. Let’s start with the most basic

scenario covered in 5.3.3. We require many Karch-Randall branes at r = ±nρ such that bulk

metric must satisfy the Neumann boundary condition at the locations mentioned above in

order to define the multiverse. Extrinsic curvature associated with the Karch-Randall brane

and related trace is calculated as:

Kα
ij = 1

2 (∂rgij) |r=±nρ = tanh(r)gij|r=±nρ = tanh(±nρ)hαij,

Kα = hijαK
α
ij = d tanh(±nρ). (9.1)

It is evident that the Neumann boundary condition (ref. NBC) has been satisfied at r = ±nρ

provided tensions of the branes should be, TαAdS = (d − 1) tanh(±nρ) with α = −n, ..., n.

Some of the branes appear to have negative tension. Let’s talk about the scenario in which
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there are branes at −nρ1 and nρ2 with ρ1 ̸= ρ2. The tensions of the branes in the present

case are (d− 1) tanh(−nρ1) and (d− 1) tanh(nρ2). When ρ1 < 0 and ρ2 > 0 are taken into

account, the negative tension problem can be handled, according to [169]. As a result, this

resolves our setup’s problem with brain stability. This result can also be discussed in the

scenario when ρ1 = ρ2. Furthermore, bulk metric (5.20) also satisfies the Einstein equation

(5.19), which ensures the presence of 2n Karch-Randall branes in this setup. The 2n-branes

are models of the embedded universes in AdSd+1. The defect is defined as: P = Qα ∩ Qβ,

where α, β = −n,−n+ 1, .., 1, ..., n− 1, n. The Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati (DGP) term [168],

which explains massless gravity [166], is now included in the gravitational action as follows:

S = 1
16πG(d+1)

N

∫
M
dd+1x

√
−g (R[g] + d(d− 1)) + 2

∫
∂M

ddx
√

−hK

+ 2
∫
Qα
ddx

√
−hα (Kα − Tα + λαRhα)

, (9.2)

we have an extra term in comparison to (5.18) which is Rhα term and is known as intrinsic

curvature scalars of 2n Karch-Randall branes. In the present scenario, the bulk metric

satisfies the Neumann boundary condition at r = ±nρ as given below:

Kα,ij − (Kα − Tα + λαRhα)hα,ij + 2λαRα,ij = 0. (9.3)

The Einstein equation of bulk action (9.2) is going to be the identical to (5.19), therefore

the solution is as follows:

ds2
(d+1) = gµνdx

µdxν = dr2 + cosh2(r)hα,AdS
ij dyidyj, (9.4)

where −nρ1 ≤ r ≤ nρ2. The induced metric hαij satisfies Einstein’s equation on the brane

given below:

Rα
ij − 1

2h
α
ijR[hij]α = (d− 1)(d− 2)

2 hαij. (9.5)
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Figure 9.1: Multiverse constructed from 2n Karch-Randall branes (Q−n,−n+1,...,1,2,...,n−1,n) which
are d-dimensional gravitating objects and these branes are embedded in the (d + 1)-dimensional
bulk. The dimension of defect P is (d− 1).

The equation mentioned above is obtained from the Einstein-Hilbert term, which includes a

negative cosmological constant on the brane:

SEH
AdS = λAdS

α

∫
ddx

√
−hα

(
R[hα] − 2ΛAdS

brane

)
, (9.6)

where in d dimensions, ΛAdS
brane = − (d−1)(d−2)

2 , and

λAdS
α

(
≡ 1

16πGd, αN

= 1
16πG(d+1)

N

∫ αρ
0 coshd−2(r)dr ; (α = 1, 2, ..., n)

)
; (9.6) is produced by insert-

ing (9.4) into (5.18) and utilizing a result of Kα from (9.1) and branes tensions TαAdS =

(d − 1) tanh(±nρ). The multiverse in the context of wedge holography is shown in figure

9.1 and a cartoon picture of the same has been shown in figure 9.2. This setup has the

following three descriptions:

• Boundary description: d-dimensional boundary conformal field theory with (d−1)-

dimensional boundary.

• Intermediate description: All 2n gravitating systems are connected at the interface

point by transparent boundary condition.
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Figure 9.2: Multiverse’s cartoon picture when n = 3 in AdS spacetimes.

• Bulk description: Einstein gravity in the (d+ 1)-dimensional bulk.

Because there exists a transparent boundary condition at the defect in the intermediate de-

scription, the multiverse created in this configuration consists of communicating universes

located on Karch-Randall branes. The following is a Wedge holography dictionary for the

“multiverse” having 2n AdS branes.

Classical gravity in (d+ 1)-dimensional anti de-Sitter spacetime

≡ (Quantum) gravity on 2n d-dimensional Karch-Randall branes with metric AdSd
≡ CFT living on (d− 1)-dimensional defect.

The braneworld holography connects the first and second lines [142,143] and the AdS/CFT

correspondence connects the second and third lines [17] since there is gravity on the KR

branes. Hence, there exists co-dimensional two duality between the (d+ 1)-dimensional clas-

sical gravity on AdSd+1 background and the (d−1)-dimensional defect conformal field theory,

CFTd−1.
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9.2.2 de-Sitter Background

Now we address the multiverse’s realization in a manner in which the geometry of Karch-

Randall branes corresponds to de-Sitter spacetime. Wedge holography having de-Sitter met-

ric on the Karch-Randall branes has been studied in [9], where the bulk geometry is AdS

spacetime, as well as in [238], where the bulk geometry is flat spacetime. Before delving

further the specifics of constructing a “multiverse” along with de-Sitter geometry of Karch-

Randall branes, let us first summarize the key concepts of [238]. The authors of [238]

discussed a wedge holography with a Lorentzian signature in (d+ 1)-dimensional flat space-

time. Karch-Randall branes are built with either d-dimensional hyperbolic space or de-Sitter

space geometry. Because we are only interested in the de-Sitter space, we will only describe

the outcomes of that sector. The defect has Sd−1 geometry. In this context, according to

wedge holography,
Classical gravity in (d+ 1)-dimensional flat spacetime

≡ (Quantum) gravity on two d-dimensional Karch-Randall branes with metric dSd
≡ CFT living on (d− 1)-dimensional defect Sd−1.

The third line in the aforementioned duality originated from dS/CFT correspondence [240,

241]. The authors of [238] precisely computed the central charge of dual CFT and found

that central charge is imaginary implying that CFT located at the defect is non-unitary.

The aforementioned explanation also works for AdS bulk too. In the present scenario, the

wedge holographic dictionary is:
Classical gravity in (d+ 1)-dimensional anti de-Sitter spacetime

≡ (Quantum) gravity on two d-dimensional Karch-Randall branes with metric dSd
≡ non-unitary CFT living at the (d− 1)-dimensional defect.

To begin discussing the existence of the multiverse, we will use the bulk metric [9]:

ds2
(d+1) = gµνdx

µdxν = dr2 + sinh2(r)hβ,dS
ij dyidyj, (9.7)

equation (9.7) represents the solution of (5.19) with a negative cosmological constant pro-

vided the induced metric on the Karch-Randall branes, (hβij) denotes the solution of the
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following Einstein’s equation with a positive cosmological constant:

Rβ
ij − 1

2h
β
ijR[hij]β = −(d− 1)(d− 2)

2 hβij. (9.8)

By utilizing Neumann boundary condition (5.21) for the de-Sitter branes and substitution

of (9.7) into (5.18), one may construct Einstein-Hilbert terms with a positive cosmological

constant on the Karch-Randall branes; the resultant action is provided as follows:

SEH
dS = λdS

β

∫
ddx

√
−hβ

(
R[hβ] − 2ΛdS

brane

)
, (9.9)

where λdS
β

(
≡ 1

16πGd, βN

= 1
16πG(d+1)

N

∫ βρ
0 sinhd−2(r)dr ; (β = 1, 2, ..., n)

)
1 reflects a connection with

effective Newton’s constant on the branes and ΛdS
brane = (d−1)(d−2)

2 . Extrinsic curvature and

trace on the Karch-Randall branes for the de-Sitter embeddings in the bulk AdS spacetime

(9.7) are computed as:

Kβ
ij = 1

2 (∂rgij) |r=±nρ = coth(r)gij|r=±nρ = coth(±nρ)hβij,

Kβ = hijβK
β
ij = d coth(±nρ). (9.10)

Utilizing (9.10), we found that the bulk metric (9.7) satisfies the Neumann boundary condi-

tion (5.21) at r = ±nρ provided the branes have the tensions, T βdS = (d−1) coth (±nρ), where

β = −n, ..., n. As a result, we obtained the 2n copies of Karch-Randall branes having metric

de-Sitter spacetime on each brane. Therefore, the multiverse is made up of 2n universes

that are localized on the Karch-Randall branes with dSd geometry, and all of these 2n copies

are embedded in AdSd+1. Figure 9.3 shows a visual depiction of the same for n = 3. Let us

now look at the three descriptions of the wedge holography in the context of multiverse with

de-Sitter branes.

• Boundary description: d-dimensional BCFT with (d− 1)-dimensional defect.

1See [9] where the explicit derivation is given for the two branes. Here, we have β = 1, 2, ..., n implying
2n branes.
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Figure 9.3: The figure describing the multiverse when n = 3 with de-Sitter branes
(Q−1/1,−2/2,−3/3) and (d− 1)-dimensional defect P .

• Intermediate description: 2n gravitating systems with de-Sitter geometry con-

nected to each other at the (d− 1)-dimensional defect.

• Bulk description: (d + 1)-dimensional Einstein gravity with negative cosmological

constant in the bulk.

The first and third descriptions are connected with one another via AdS/BCFT correspon-

dence, and a (d− 1)-dimensional non-unitary defect CFT arises due to dS/CFT correspon-

dence [240,241]. de-Sitter space persists for a certain period of time and then ceases to exist.

Another de-Sitter space formed following the end of the preceding one [242]. As a result, it

is feasible to have a “multiverse” (say M1) containing de-Sitter branes if they are all formed

at the same “creation time”(the “time” when any universe is born [242] is termed as cre-

ation time), but this will only persist for a finite period until M1 ceases to exist. Following

the extinction of M1, another multiverse (say, M2) consisting of numerous de-Sitter branes

created at exactly the same creation time as all the de-Sitter branes.
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9.2.3 Braneworld Consists of Anti de-Sitter and de-Sitter Space-

times

In accordance with the discussions in refAdS-multiverse and refde-Sitter-multiverse, we are

able to construct the two copies of the multiverse, M1 and M2, with the metric of Karch-

Randall branes in M1 having the structure of AdSd spacetime and Karch-Randall branes in

M2 having a structure of de-Sitter spaces in d dimensions. The bulk metrics (5.20) of M1

and (9.7) of M2 are the solutions of the Einstein’s equation in bulk along with a negative

cosmological constant (5.19). For this situation, M1 is made up of 2n1 Karch-Randall branes

placed at r = ±n1ρ having induced metric hα,AdS
ij and the tensions TαAdS = (d−1) tanh(±n1ρ),

and M2 is made up of 2n2 Karch-Randall branes having induced metric hβ,dS
ij and the tensions

T βdS = (d− 1) coth(±n2ρ) at r = ±n2ρ, where α = −n1, ..., n1 and β = −n2, ..., n2.

One could wonder why we are so interested in a configuration that has both anti-de-Sitter

and de-Sitter branes. The reason given is that this model helps in studying of the information

paradox of the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole with two horizons using wedge holography.

To accomplish this, AdS branes in M1 must be replaced by flat-space branes with n1 = 1.

Overall, we’re left with two flat-space branes and two de-Sitter branes with n1 = n2 = 1 and

has been discussed in 9.3.2. The question now is whether the above description makes sense.

When d-dimensional AdS spacetimes are embedded in AdSd+1, their branes come together

at the time-like surface located at the AdSd+1 boundary, whereas dSd Karch-Randall branes

intersect at the space-like surface of the AdSd+1 boundary. Fortunately, there is no issues

in Fig. 9.4 when M1 and M2 remain separated from themselves. This is the approach used

in refIP-SdS to get the Page curve of a Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole by considering

the Schwarzschild and de-Sitter patches independently. We have explored the embedding of

several types of Karch-Randall branes in distinct bulks that are not related to each other.

The authors of [242] looked at the numerous options for embedding several sorts of

branes, such as Minkowski, de-Sitter, and anti-de-Sitter branes, in the identical bulk. The

existence of multiple branes is defined by the creation time τ∗. Minkowski and de-Sitter

branes have been created for a finite period of time, however anti de-Sitter branes have no



214 Chapter 9. Multiverse in Karch-Randall Braneworld

𝑄−2
𝑄1

𝑄−1
𝑄2

𝑄−3

𝑄3
P(Defect)

𝑄−2
𝑄1

𝑄−1
𝑄2

𝑄−3

𝑄3

P(Defect)

𝑀1 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝐴𝑛𝑡𝑖 𝑑𝑒 − 𝑆𝑖𝑡𝑡𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑝𝑎𝑐𝑒𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒𝑠 𝑀2 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑠 𝑜𝑓 𝑑𝑒 − 𝑆𝑖𝑡𝑡𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑝𝑎𝑐𝑒𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒𝑠.

Figure 9.4: Braneworld consists of d-dimensional anti de-Sitter and de-Sitter spacetimes. AdS
spacetimes are embedded in the bulk (5.20) where as de-Sitter spacetimes are embedded in the
bulk spacetime with metric (9.7). We have used n1 = n2 = 3 to draw this figure.

creation time. Authors noted out that among the several possibilities stated in [242], one can

find Minkowski, de-Sitter, and anti de-Sitter branes at the same moment at creation time

τ∗ = −π/2 in a particular bulk. Branes have a time-dependent location in this scenario. We

begin by summarizing this conclusion and then remark on its implementation using wedge

holography. For more details, see citemismatched-branes. The bulk AdS5 metric is written

as follows:

ds2 = 1
z2

(
−dt2h + t2hdH

2
3 + dz2

)
, (9.11)

where dH2
3 = dθ2 + sinh2(θ)dω2

2. In 9.11, the Minkowski Randall-Sundrum brane is placed

at zM(th) = z0, wherein z0 being constant, AdS4 branes are placed at zAdS,1(th) =
√
l2 + t2h−

√
l2 − 1 (for X4 > 0) and zAdS,2(th) =

√
l2 + t2h +

√
l2 − 1 (for X4 < 0) on the opposite

sides of turninf point X4 = 0(where X4 is the one of the parametrizations of AdS5 defined

in [242]). At th = 0, zAdS,min = l∓
√
l2 − 1. The Minkowski and the AdS brane may coexist
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for constant values of z greater than zAdS,min. The AdS4 brane has the following metric:

ds2 = −dτ 2
h + a(τh)dH2

3 , (9.12)

where a(τh) = sin (τh/l). The de-Sitter branes are located at zdS,1(th) =
√
l2 + t2h +

√
l2 + 1

and zdS,2(th) =
√
l2 + 1 −

√
l2 + t2h with the following metric:

ds2 = −dτ 2
h + a(τh)dH2

3 , (9.13)

where a(τh) = sinh (τh/l).

Comment on the Wedge Holographic Realization of Mismatched Branes: Using

the AdS/BCFT concept, one may build a double holographic system from (9.11). Let us

provide three acceptable descriptions of a double holographic setup made of (9.11).

• Boundary description: 4D quantum field theory (QFT) at conformal boundary of

(9.11).

• Intermediate description: Dynamical gravity localized on 4D end-of-the-world

brane coupled to 4D boundary QFT.

• Bulk description: 4D QFT defined in the first description has 5D gravity dual whose

metric is (9.11).

Because of the covariant character of the AdS/CFT duality, the duality stays the same when

one is working with altered coordinates of the bulk, i.e. different AdS parametrizations

don’t suggest distinct dualities, and thus in the aforementioned doubly holographic setup, it

is expected the defect to be 3-dimensional conformal field theory since 4-dimensional gravity

serves as simply FRW parametrization of AdS4 spacetime (9.12). This type of duality has

been studied by the authors in [243], wherein the bulk represents the de-Sitter parametriza-

tion of AdS4 and conformal field theory was QFT on dS3. As addressed thoroughly in

appendix A of [242] and summarized within this chapter, de-Sitter and Minkowski branes

can also exist in this coordinate system (9.11).



216 Chapter 9. Multiverse in Karch-Randall Braneworld

Let us now look at why defining wedge holography using “mismatched branes” is prob-

lematic. The “defect CFT” in wedge holography is produced via dynamical gravity on

Karch-Randall branes. Assume that there are two Karch-Randall branes with differing ge-

ometries, one AdS brane and one de-Sitter brane. The defect CFT must be unitary owing to

the AdS brane and non-unitary because of the de-Sitter brane. We appear to have two dis-

tinct CFTs at exactly the same defect. This condition will not alter even if four branes or 2n

branes are considered. As a result, we may be unable to properly describe the “multiverse”

using mismatched branes via wedge holography. Due to the “time-dependent” location of

branes, the shared boundary of multiverses M1 and M2 (explained in Fig. 9.4) cannot be

identical. All AdS branes in M1 are capable of communicating with one another via transpar-

ent boundary conditions across the defect, and all de-Sitter branes in M2 can communicate

as well. However, even with the metric (9.11), there does not exist a connection between M1

and M2.

As a result, we come to the conclusion that it is possible to construct a multiverse of

identical branes (AdS or de-Sitter) however not as a mixture of both of them. As a result,

the issue of mismatched branes does not change from a wedge holography standpoint. The

multiverse of AdS branes survives indefinitely, but the multiverse of de-Sitter branes has a

finite lifespan.

9.3 Application to Information Paradox

The multiverse is made up of 2n Karch-Randall branes that are embedded in the AdSd+1

bulk. As a result, just one Hartman-Maldacena surface can stretch between the defect CFTs

which are thermofield double partners and the total n island surfaces (I1,I2,.....,In) stretched

(r = ±nρ) across identical branes of the same positions with opposing sign as shown in Fig.

9.5. Let us give a specific assertion about the wedge holographic dictionary with 2n branes.

Classical gravity in (d+ 1)-dimensional AdS bulk

≡ (Quantum) gravity on 2n d-dimensional Karch-Randall branes with metric AdSd/dSd
≡ CFT living on (d− 1)-dimensional defect.
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Figure 9.5: The green and yellow curves indicate island surfaces across Q−n and Qn, and Q−1
and Q1. The red curve depicts the Hartman-Maldacena surface from the defect to its thermofield
double partner. The bulk AdS boundary is δM .

CFT is going to be non-unitary if the metric of Karch-Randall branes corresponds to the

de-Sitter metric. As a result, this description is identical to the normal wedge holography

involving two Karch-Randall branes, with the exception that we are now equipped with 2n

Karch-Randall branes.

Let us now construct a mathematical formula to obtain entanglement entropies. We take

Q1,2,....,n to be black holes that produce Hawking radiation, which is contained by gravita-

tional baths Q−1,−2,....,−n, see Fig. 9.5. In this configuration, the entanglement entropy of

the island surfaces will have the following form:

SIsland = SI1
Q−1−Q1 + SI2

Q−2−Q2 + .......+ SIn
Q−n−Qn . (9.14)

When we utilize the entanglement entropy associated with the Hartman-Maldacena surface,

that is, SHM ∝ t and SIsland = 2Si=1,2,..,n, thermal
BH , we are able to compute the Page curve,

wherein SIsland and SHM could possibly be computed utilizing the Ryu-Takayanagi formula

[107]. The three descriptions pertaining to the multiverse are as follows:
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• Boundary Description: BCFT is living at the AdSd+1 boundary with (d − 1)-

dimensional boundary.

• Intermediate Description: 2n gravitating systems interact with each other via

transparent boundary conditions at the (d− 1)-dimensional defect.

• Bulk Description: Gravity dual of BCFT is Einstein gravity in the bulk.

Consistency Check: Let’s look at the formula provided in (9.14) when n = 2 whether it

is giving the consistent results or not.

9.3.1 Page Curve of Eternal AdS Black Holes in n = 2 Multiverse

We began by calculating the thermal entropy of black hole. The black hole metric in the

AdS background has the following structure:

ds2
(d+1) = gµνdx

µdxν = dr2 + cosh2(r)
 dz2

f(z) − f(z)dt2 +∑d−2
i=1 dy

2
i

z2

, (9.15)

where f(z) = 1 − zd−1

zd−1
h

. Thermal entropy has the following form for z = zh (we used zh = 1

everywhere in the computation for simplification and concentrated on d = 4):

Sthermal
AdS =

ABH
z=zh

4G(d+1)
N

= 1
4G(5)

N

∫
dr cosh2(r)

∫
dy1

∫
dy2 = V2

4G(5)
N

∫
dr cosh2(r), (9.16)

where V2 =
∫ ∫

dy1dy2. Take the n = 2 situation, where two Karch-Randall branes that

exists between −2ρ ≤ r ≤ 2ρ and −ρ ≤ r ≤ ρ serve as a black hole and bath system. As a

result, the total thermal entropies of two eternal AdS black holes are:

Sthermal, total
AdS = V2

4G(5)
N

∫ 2ρ

−2ρ
dr cosh2(r) + V2

4G(5)
N

∫ ρ

−ρ
dr cosh2(r)

= V2

4G(5)
N

(1
2(6ρ+ sinh(2ρ) + sinh(4ρ))

)
. (9.17)

Let us now produce the Page curve of two eternal black holes utilizing the formula presented

in (9.14).
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Entanglement entropy contribution from Hartman-Maldacena surface: The

bulk metric (9.15) expressed in terms of infalling Eddington-Finkelstein coordinate, dv =

dt− dz
f(z) has been rewritten as follows:

ds2
(4+1) = gµνdx

µdxν = dr2 + cosh2(r)
−f(z)dv2 − 2dvdz +∑2

i=1 dy
2
i

z2

. (9.18)

The induced metric associated with the Hartman-Maldacena surface which has the parametriza-

tion, r ≡ r(z) and v ≡ v(z), is derived as:

ds2 =
r′(z)2 − cosh2(r(z))v′(z)

z2 (2 + f(z)v′(z))
dz2 + cosh2(r(z))

z2

2∑
i=1

dy2
i , (9.19)

wherein r′(z) = dr
dz

and v′(z) = dv
dz

. The area associated with the Hartman-Maldacena surface

has been calculated from (9.19) as follows:

AAdS
HM = V2

∫ zmax

z1
dz

cosh2(r(z))
z2

√
r′(z)2 − cosh2(r(z))v′(z)

z2 (2 + f(z)v′(z))
, (9.20)

where z1 represents the gravitating bath’s point and zmax being the Hartman-Maldacena

surface turning point and V2 =
∫ ∫

dy1dy2. In late time approximation, i.e., t → ∞, r(z) → 0

[166]. Hence,

AAdS
HM = V2

∫ zmax

z1
dz


√

−v′(z) (2 + f(z)v′(z))
z3

. (9.21)

The embedding v(z) equation of motion is:

d

dz

(
∂L

∂v′(z)

)
= 0,

=⇒ ∂L

∂v′(z) = E,

=⇒ v′(z) =
−E2z6 −

√
E4z12 + E2f(z)z6 − f(z)

E2f(z)z6 + f(z)2 . (9.22)



220 Chapter 9. Multiverse in Karch-Randall Braneworld

Because v′(z)|z=zmax = 0 , E = i
√
f(zmax)
z3

max
and dE

dzmax
= 0 results in zmax = 7zh

6 (i.e. the

Hartman-Maldacena surface’s turning point lies beyond the horizon). We can get time on

the gravitating bath as follows:

t1 = t(z1) = −
∫ zmax

z1

(
v′(z) + 1

f(z)

)
dz. (9.23)

Let us now look into the late-time behavior exhibited by the Hartman-Maldacena surface

area:

limt→∞
dA AdS

HM
dt

= limt→∞

 dAAdS
HM

dzmax
dt

dzmax

 =
L(zmax, v

′(zmax)) +
∫ zmax
z1

∂L
∂zmax

dz

−v′(zmax) − 1
f(zmax) −

∫ zmax
z1

∂v′(z)
∂zmax

. (9.24)

Since,

limt→∞
∂v′(z)
∂zmax

= limt→∞
∂v′(z)
∂E

∂E

∂zmax
= 0,

limt→∞
∂L(z, v′(z))

∂zmax
= ∂L(z, v′(z))

∂v′(z)
∂v′(z)
∂zmax

= 0. (9.25)

Hence,

limt→∞
dAAdS

HM
dt

= L(zmax, v
′(zmax))

−v′(zmax) − 1
f(zmax)

=

√
−v′(zmax)(2+f(zmax)v′(zmax))

z3
max

−v′(zmax) − 1
f(zmax)

= constant. (9.26)

According to the preceding equation, AAdS
HM ∝ t1, resulting in entanglement entropy corre-

sponding to the Hartman-Maldacena surface takes the following structure.

SAdS
HM ∝ t1. (9.27)

This amounts to an unlimited quantity of Hawking radiation if t1 → ∞, i.e. at late times,

and so results in the information paradox.

Entanglement entropy contribution from Island surfaces: Consider the parametrized

island surfaces t = constant and z ≡ z(r). The entanglement entropy associated with two
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eternal AdS black holes regarding the island surfaces was calculated using (9.14). Since

there exist two island surfaces (I1 and I2) that extend between the Karch-Randall branes

at r = ±ρ (I1) and r = ±2ρ (I2), we could use (9.14) for the same.

SIsland
AdS = SI1

Q−1−Q1 + SI2
Q−2−Q2 = (AI1 + AI2)

4G(5)
N

=
∫
d3x

√
h1 +

∫
d3x

√
h2

4G(5)
N

. (9.28)

We begin by calculating AI1 . The induced metric for Karch-Randall branes could be derived

utilizing (9.15) by parametrizing the island surface as t = constant and z = z(r) and

constraining to d = 4 with f(z) = 1 − z3 (since zh = 1):

ds2 =
1 + cosh2(r)z′(r)2

z(r)2(1 − z(r)3)

dr2 + cosh2(r)
z(r)2

2∑
i=1

dy2
i , (9.29)

The area associated with the island surface I1 resulted from (9.29) is given as:

AI1 = V2

∫ ρ

−ρ
drLI1 (z(r), z′(r)) = V2

∫ ρ

−ρ
dr

cosh2(r)
z(r)2

√√√√1 + cosh2(r)z′(r)2

z(r)2(1 − z(r)3)

, (9.30)

where we choose zh = 1 and so 0 < z < 1 for f(z) ≥ 0. Let us now analyze the variation of

(9.30).

δAI1 = V2

∫ ρ

−ρ
dr

(δLI1 (z(r), z′(r))
δz(r)

)
δz(r) +

(
δLI1 (z(r), z′(r))

δz′(r)

)
δz′(r)


= V2

∫ ρ

−ρ
dr

(
δLI1 (z(r), z′(r))

δz′(r)

)
δz(r) −

∫ ρ

−ρ
dr

 d
dr

(
δLI1 (z(r), z′(r))

δz′(r)

)
−
(
δLI1 (z(r), z′(r))

δz(r)

)δz(r).
(9.31)

Only if the first term of the preceding equation disappears will certainly the variational

principle become meaningful. The second term represents the EOM associated with the

embedding z(r). Let’s have a look at what this means.

∫ ρ

−ρ
dr

(
δLI1 (z(r), z′(r))

δz′(r)

)
δz(r) =

∫ ρ

−ρ
dr

 cosh4(r)z′(r)

z(r)4f(z(r))
√

cosh2(r)z′(r)2

z(r)2f(z(r)) + 1

δz(r),(9.32)
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(9.32) disappears if we enforce the Dirichlet boundary condition on the branes, i.e., δz(r =
±ρ) = 0 or Neumann boundary condition on the branes, i.e., z′(r = ±ρ) = 0. Neumann
boundary conditions enable RT surfaces to travel along branes in gravitating baths. Under
this scenario, the black hole horizon [162] is the minimum surface. The Euler-Lagrange
equation of motion for the action with embedding z(r) becomes:

cosh2(r)

2z(r)4 (z(r)3 − 1)
(
− cosh2(r)z′(r)2 + z(r)5 − z(r)2

)√ cosh2(r)z′(r)2

z(r)2−z(r)5 + 1

(
z(r)4 cosh2(r)z′(r)2

+ 2z(r) cosh2(r)z′(r)2 − 2z(r)5 cosh(r) (cosh(r)z′′(r) + 4 sinh(r)z′(r)) + 6 sinh(r) cosh3(r)z′(r)3

+ 2z(r)2 cosh(r) (cosh(r)z′′(r) + 4 sinh(r)z′(r)) + 4z(r)9 − 8z(r)6 + 4z(r)3

)
= 0. (9.33)

It’s interesting to note that the black hole horizon z(r) = 1, which is the solution to

(9.33), satisfying the Neumann boundary condition on the branes. The structure of (9.33)

confirms exactly that. The majority of the terms in the open bracket of (9.33) are z′(r)

and z′′(r), however there is one combination that is not reliant on either of these variables:

(4z(r)9 − 8z(r)6 + 4z(r)3), that cancels for z(r) = 1 and is therefore the solution of (9.33).

Because zh = 1, it is implied that the Ryu-Takayanagi surface corresponds to black hole

horizon. It was mentioned in [162] that the Ryu-Takayanagi surface in the wedge holography

corresponds to the black hole horizon if the Neumann boundary condition on gravitating

branes is true. By applying an inequality condition to the island’s surface area, the identical

result was also found in the [166]. Wherever we have studied the entanglement entropy of

island surfaces in this chapter, we have reached the same results. By replacing z(r) = 1 in

(9.30), we were able to determine the island’s minimum surface area, I1:

AI1 = V2

∫ ρ

−ρ
drcosh2(r). (9.34)

The second island’s minimum surface area (I2) will end up being identical as that of the first

(9.34), with various integration limits resulting from different Karch-Randall brane positions

(r = ±2ρ).

AI2 = V2

∫ 2ρ

−2ρ
drcosh2(r). (9.35)
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Figure 9.6: Page curve of eternal AdS black holes for n = 2 multiverse.

We obtained the total entanglement entropy of island surfaces by inserting (9.34) and (9.35)

into (9.28), which is written below:

SIsland
AdS = 2V2

4G(5)
N

∫ ρ

−ρ
drcosh2(r) +

∫ 2ρ

−2ρ
drcosh2(r)

 = 2Sthermal, total
AdS . (9.36)

The additional island surface obtained via the thermofield double partner is the source of

the factor “2” in (9.36). The Page curve associated with the n = 2 multiverse is obtained

using (9.27) and (9.36), which is illustrated in Fig. 9.6.

9.3.2 Page Curve of Schwarzschild de-Sitter Black Hole

Here, we examine the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole’s information problem. We cannot

join mismatched branes at the identical defect, as stated in 9.2.3. As a result, we divide

our analysis of this issue into two parts and compute the Page curve corresponding to the

Schwarzschild patch first, followed by the Page curve associated with the de-Sitter patch

similar to [12]. The next is how to do this. Two flat space branes embedded in the bulk are

taken into consideration when studying the Schwarzschild patch in 9.3.2.1, and two de-Sitter

branes are taken into consideration when studying the de-Sitter patch in 9.3.2.2. The set-up

has been shown in Fig. 9.7. With flat space and de-Sitter branes in Schwarzschild and
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Figure 9.7: Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole realization in wedge holography. Black hole and
cosmology island surfaces, or in our instance, black hole and de-Sitter horizons, are denoted by Is
and Ic. Schwarzschild and de-Sitter patches’ Hartman-Maldacena surfaces are represented by the
red (HM s) and green (HM c) lines. Schwarzschild and de-Sitter patches make up the branes Qs
and Q1, respectively. Black hole and cosmological horizons emit Hawking and Gibbons-Hawking
radiation, which is collected by the baths Q−s and Q−1.

de-Sitter patches, respectively, the setup consists of two copies of wedge holography.

9.3.2.1 Schwarzschild patch

Given that Λ = 0 for the Schwarzschild black hole, we must take into account flat space

branes in order to understand the Schwarzschild black hole on the Karch-Randall brane. It

has been shown in [9] that one could acquire Karch-Randall branes with flat space black

holes under the condition that bulk metric possess a particular structure:

ds2
(d+1) = gµνdx

µdxν = dr2 + e2rhijdy
idyj = dr2 + e2r

 dz2

f(z) − f(z)dt2 +∑d−2
i=1 dy

2
i

z2

. (9.37)

Metric that was induced hij in (9.37) satisfy the Einstein equation on the brane given below:

Rij − 1
2hijR[hij] = 0. (9.38)
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(9.38) represents the equation of motion containing the brane Einstein-Hilbert term:

SEH
FS = λFS

∫
ddx

√
−hR[h], (9.39)

where λFS
(

≡ 1
16πGdN

= 1
16πG(d+1)

N

e(d−2)a1
(d−2)

)
encapsulates details regarding the effective Newton’s

constant in d dimensions, and (9.39) was derived by substituting (9.37) into (5.18). In

d-dimensions, for the Schwarzschild black hole f(z) = 1 − zd−3
h

zd−3 [174]. Furthermore, the

metric (9.37) fulfill Neumann boundary condition having brane tension Tflat space = |d − 1|.

Two Karch-Randall branes placed at r = ±a1 will provide the Schwarzchild black hole and

associated bath. The thermal entropy associated with the Schwarzschild patch could be

calculated using (9.37) for z = zh, and the result has been provided as:

SSchwarzschild
thermal =

V2
∫ a1

−a1
dre2r

4G(5)
N

= V2 sinh(2a1)
4G(5)

N

. (9.40)

Hartman-Maldacena Surface: The infalling Eddington-Finkelstein coordinate is defined

as dv = dt− dz
f(z) , and the flat space metric (9.37) is simplified to:

ds2 = dr2 + e2r

z2

(
−f(z)dv2 − 2dvdz +

2∑
i=1

dy2
i

)
. (9.41)

The induced metric associated with the Hartman-Maldacena surface is given as follows for

the parametrization r = r(z) and v = v(z).

ds2 =
r′(z)2 − e2r(z)

z2 (2 + f(z)v′(z))
dz2 + e2r(z)

z2

2∑
i=1

dy2
i . (9.42)

The area associated with the Hartman-Maldacena surface was calculated using (9.42) as:

ASchwarzschild
HM = V2

∫ zmax

z1
dz

e2r(z)

z2

√
r′(z)2 − e2r(z)v′(z)

z2 (2 + f(z)v′(z))
. (9.43)
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In late time approximation, i.e., t → ∞, r(z) → 02 [166]. Hence,

ASchwarzschild
HM = V2

∫ zmax

z1
dz


√

−v′(z) (2 + f(z)v′(z))
z3

. (9.44)

Because the area associated with the Hartman-Maldacena surface has a similarity with (9.21)

with the exception of the volume factor, we’re also constrained to d = 4 for the Schwarzschild

patch as well, ASchwarzschild
HM ∝ t1. As a result, the entanglement entropy contribution that

results from the Schwarzschild patch’s Hartman-Maldacena surface exhibits a linear time

dependency.

SSchwarzschild
HM ∝ t1. (9.45)

Island Surface: t = constant and z = z(r) define the island surface. The area associated

with the island surface could possibly be calculated using the induced metric in terms of

embedding(z(r)) and its derivative obtained from the bulk metric (9.37):

ds2 =
1 + e2rz′(r)2

z(r)2
(
1 − 1

z(r)

)
dr2 + e2r

z(r)2

2∑
i=1

dy2
i . (9.46)

where f(z) =
(
1 − 1

z

)
. The area associated with the island surface corresponding to the

Schwarzschild patch is calculated using (9.46) as:

ASchwarzschild
IS = V2

∫ a1

−a1
dr

 e2r

z(r)2

√√√√1 + e2rz′(r)2

z(r)2
(
1 − 1

z(r)

)
. (9.47)

For simplicity, we assign zh = 1 in the preceding equation, therefore f(z) ≥ 0 needs z > 1.

Substituting (9.47)’s Lagrangian in (9.31), the first term that appears on the last line of

2We could prove this by following the methods outlined in (9.55)-(9.59). However, we must substitute
the warp factor sinh(r(z)) with er(z).
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(9.31) for (9.47), implies:

e4rz′(r)(
1 − 1

z(r)

)
z(r)4

√
e2rz′(r)2

(1− 1
z(r))z(r)2 + 1

= 0. (9.48)

As a result, we are guided by the well-defined variational principle of (9.47) assuming the

embedding function meets the Neumann boundary condition on the branes, i.e., z(r =

±a1) = 0, and therefore the minimal surface is going to be the black hole horizon, i.e.,

z(r) = 1, as in [162,166]. The following equation of motion of z(r) can be used to reach the

same result.

e2r
√

e2rz′(r)2+z(r)2−z(r)
(z(r)−1)z(r)

2z(r)2 (e2rz′(r)2 + z(r)2 − z(r))2

3e2rz′(r)2
(
2e2rz′(r) − 1

)
+ 2z(r)2

(
e2rz′′(r) + 4e2rz′(r) − 4

)

+ 2z(r)
(
−e2rz′′(r) + e2rz′(r)2 − 4e2rz′(r) + 2

)
+ 4z(r)3

 = 0. (9.49)

The black hole horizon is the solution of (9.49), i.e. z(r) = 1, which is compatible with the

Neumann boundary condition on the branes [162]. As a consequence of inserting z(r) = 1

in (9.47), the smallest area of the island surface is produced, and the final outcome is:

ASchwarzschild
IS = V2

∫ a1

−a1
dre2r = V2 sinh(2a1). (9.50)

As a result, the entanglement entropy associated with the Schwarzschild patch’s island sur-

face becomes:

SSchwarzschild
IS = ASchwarzschild

IS

4G(5)
N

=
2V2

∫ a1
−a1

dre2r

4G(5)
N

= 2V2 sinh(2a1)
4G(5)

N

= 2SSchwarzschild
thermal . (9.51)

As a result, we obtained the Page curve by plotting (9.45) and (9.51) for the Schwarzschild

patch depicted in Fig. 9.8.
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Figure 9.8: Page curve of Schwarzschild patch.

9.3.2.2 de-Sitter patch

The de-Sitter black hole and associated bath could possibly be placed at r = ±ρ. The metric

of bulk containing de-Sitter branes has emerged as:

ds2
(d+1) = gµνdx

µdxν = dr2 + sinh2(r)hdS
ij dy

idyj

= dr2 + sinh2(r)
 dz2

f(z) − f(z)dt2 +∑d−2
i=1 dy

2
i

z2

, (9.52)

where f(z) = 1 − Λ
3 z

2 = 1 −
(
z
zs

)2
with zs =

√
3
Λ in four dimensions. The thermal entropy

associated with the de-Sitter patch could be calculated using (9.52) by putting zs = 13 in

the identical equation, and the result becomes:

Sthermal
dS = Az=zs

4G(5)
N

=
V2
∫ ρ

−ρ dr sinh2(r)
4G(5)

N

= V2 (sinh(ρ) cosh(ρ) − ρ)
4G(5)

N

, (9.53)

where V2 =
∫ ∫

dy1dy2.

Hartman-Maldacena Surface: We assume dv = dt − dz
f(z) similarly to the Schwarzschild

3We merely used zs = 1 to simplify the computation. Because the cosmological constant is so tiny, in
fact zs >> 1 but any figure that will not alter our qualitative results.
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patch, and therefore (9.52) turns into:

ds2 = dr2 + sinh2(r)
(

−f(z)dv2 − 2dvdz +∑2
i=1 dy

2
i

z2

)
. (9.54)

The Hartman-Maldacena surface is parametrized as r = r(z) and v = v(z), and therefore

the area has been calculated using (9.54) with the above-mentioned parametrization and

expressed as follows:

Ade−Sitter
HM = V2

∫ zdS
max

zdS
1

dzLdS
HM

= V2

∫ zdS
max

zdS
1

dz

sinh2(r(z))
z2

√
r′(z)2 − sinh2(r(z))v′(z)

z2 (2 + f(z)v′(z))
,

(9.55)

where zdS
1 and zdS

max represent the point on the gravitating bath and the point of turning
corresponding to the Hartman-Maldancena surface that defines the de-Sitter geometry, re-
spectively. Because v(z) is cyclic for (refAHM-de-Sitter), the conjugate momentum of v(z)
remains constant, i.e.,∂LdS

HM
∂v′(z) = C (C representing the constant) indicates:

v′(z) =
−Cz3csch(r(z))

√
32C2z6 + 15f(z) cosh(2r(z)) − 6f(z) cosh(4r(z)) + f(z) cosh(6r(z)) − 10f(z)

8
(
C2z6f(z) + f(z)2 sinh6(r(z))

)
×
(√

2z2f(z)r′(z)2 + cosh(2r(z)) − 1 − 8C2z6 − 8f(z) sinh6(r(z))
)
. (9.56)

The Euler-Lagrange equation of motion of r(z) given from (9.55) is:

sinh2(r(z))

2z4
(
z2r′(z)2 − sinh2(r(z))v′(z) (f(z)v′(z) + 2)

)√
r′(z)2 − sinh2(r(z))v′(z)(f(z)v′(z)+2)

z2

(
zr′(z) sinh2(r(z))

(
(zf ′(z) + 2f(z)) v′(z)2 + 2v′(z) (zf(z)v′′(z) + 2) + 2zv′′(z)

)
− sinh2(r(z))v′(z) (f(z)v′(z) + 2)(

3f(z) sinh(2r(z))v′(z)2 + 2z2r′′(z) + 6 sinh(2r(z))v′(z)
)

+ 4z2r′(z)2 sinh(2r(z))v′(z) (f(z)v′(z) + 2) − 4z3r′(z)3

)
= 0.

(9.57)



230 Chapter 9. Multiverse in Karch-Randall Braneworld

By replacing v′(z) for (9.56) utilizing f(z) = 1 − z2, and assign zs = 1 for simplicity, the
EOM (9.57) reduces to the following form:

sinh2(r(z))

2z4
(
C2z6 − (z2 − 1) sinh6(r(z))

) (
z2 (z2 − 1) r′(z)2 − sinh2(r(z))

)√ (z2−z4)r′(z)2 sinh6(r(z))+sinh8(r(z))
C2z8+(z2−z4) sinh6(r(z))

×

(
−2z2r′′(z) sinh2(r(z))

(
C2z6 −

(
z2 − 1

)
sinh6(r(z))

)
+ r′(z)

(
2z sinh8(r(z)) − 4C2z7 sinh2(r(z))

)
+ r′(z)2 (C2z8 sinh(2r(z)) − 8z2 (z2 − 1

)
sinh7(r(z)) cosh(r(z))

)
+ r′(z)3

(
4z3 (z2 − 1

)2 sinh6(r(z)) − 2C2z9
)

+ 6 sinh9(r(z)) cosh(r(z))
)

= 0. (9.58)

The equation above is tough to solve. One simple solution to (9.58) is obtained as:

r(z) = 0. (9.59)

We are able to observe via equation (9.55) that for r(z) = 0, Ade−Sitter
HM = 0, and so the

entanglement entropy associated with the Hartman-Maldacena surface is given as4:

Sde−Sitter
HM = Ade−Sitter

HM

4G(5)
N

= 0. (9.60)

Cosmological Island Surface Entanglement Entropy: The induced metric obtained in

terms of embedding (z = z(r)) and its derivative (9.52) has been used to calculate the area

of the island surface parametrized by t = constant, z = z(r), and the final result is:

Ade−Sitter
IS = V2

∫ ρ

−ρ
dr

sinh2(r)
z(r)2

√√√√1 + sinh2(r)z′(r)2

z(r)2(1 − z(r)2)

. (9.61)

For a de-Sitter patch, f(z) = 1−
(
z
zs

)2
, we used zs = 1 in (9.61) to simplify the computation.

As a result, f(z) ≥ 0 when 0 < z < 1.
For the de-Sitter patch, f(z) = 1 −

(
z
zs

)2
, we have taken zs = 1 in (9.61) for calculation

4The identical scenario answer r(z) = 0 appears in [166] in the calculation of Hartman-Maldacena surface’s
area. See [162] for a similar approach; in our instance, the embedding is r(z), but in [162], the embedding
was r(µ), where µ represents the angle.
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simplification. Therefore f(z) ≥ 0 if 0 < z < 1. The Euler-Lagrange equation of motion
that involves embedding z(r) from (9.61) is the following:

sinh2(r)
√

− sinh2(r)z′(r)2+z(r)4−z(r)2

z(r)2(z(r)2−1)(
z(r) sinh2(r)z′(r)2 − z(r)5 + z(r)3

)2

(
z(r) sinh2(r)z′(r)2 + 3 sinh3(r) cosh(r)z′(r)3

− z(r)4 sinh(r) (sinh(r)z′′(r) + 4 cosh(r)z′(r)) + z(r)2 sinh(r) (sinh(r)z′′(r) + 4 cosh(r)z′(r))

+ 2z(r)7 − 4z(r)5 + 2z(r)3

)
= 0. (9.62)

In general, solving the given problem is difficult. remarkably, there exists a z(r) = 1 solution

for the aforementioned differential equation, that is just that the originally stated de-Sitter

horizon (zs = 1) similar to earlier discussions on the EOM for the island surfaces. Further,

this solution consistent with the Neumann boundary condition on the branes, and so the

cosmological island surface embedding’s EOM solution is given as:

z(r) = 1. (9.63)

One could achieve an identical result by demanding the well-defined variational principle of

(9.61) and enforcing Neumann boundary conditions on the branes, as discussed in 9.3.1.

sinh4(r)z′(r)

z(r)4 (1 − z(r)2)
√

sinh2(r)z′(r)2

z(r)2(1−z(r)2) + 1
= 0. (9.64)

If we enforce z′(r = ±ρ) = 0, then we obtain that the horizon as the minimal surface, hence

z(r) = 1 [162]. We derive the smallest area corresponding to the cosmological island surface

associated with the de-Sitter patch by inserting z(r) = 1 in (9.61) as given below:

Ade−Sitter
IS = V2

∫ ρ

−ρ
dr sinh2(r) = V2 (sinh(ρ) cosh(ρ) − ρ) . (9.65)

Therefore, cosmological island surface has the following entanglement entropy:

SdS
IS = 2Ade−Sitter

IS

4G(5)
N

= 2Sthermal
dS . (9.66)
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Due to a second cosmological island surface on the thermofield double partner side (seen in

Fig. 9.7), an additional numerical factor “2” is present. We could get the Page curve of

de-Sitter patch by plotting (9.60) and (9.66). We obtained a flat Page curve for the de-Sitter

patch as in [162].

Comment on the Wedge Holographic Realization of Schwarzschild de-Sitter

Black Hole with Two Karch-Randall Branes: We produced the Page curves of Schwarzschild

and de-Sitter patches independently in 9.3.2. There is yet another technique for us to obtain

the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole’s Page curve. Below is a summary of the concept:

• Take two Karch-Randall branes Q1 and Q2, where Q1 is a Schwarzschild de-Sitter black

hole and Q2 is a radiation-collecting bath5.

• Let’s say the structure of the bulk metric is as follows:

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν = dr2 + g(r)hSdS

ij dyidyj = dr2 + g(r)
 dz2

f(z) − f(z)dt2 +∑2
i=1 dy

2
i

z2

,
(9.67)

where f(z) = 1 − 2M
z

− Λ
3 z

2 in d = 4.

• The next thing to do is to solve the Einstein equation (5.19) to determine g(r).

• The bulk metric (9.67) has to fulfill the Neumann boundary condition (5.21) at r = ±ρ

after finding the solution.

• To use the Ryu-Takayanagi formula, one must additionally determine if a CFT or

non-CFT theory exists at the defect.

• If the aforementioned points are correctly verified, we may compute the areas of the

Hartman-Maldacena and island surfaces to derive the Page curve of the Schwarzschild

de-Sitter black hole6.
5In this instance, the term “Hawking radiation” might not be appropriate because observers might not

be capable to tell the difference between “Gibbons-Hawking radiation” and “Hawking radiation” when the
Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole emits radiation as a whole.

6Because we are essentially referring to the island within the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole in this
context, the term “island” may become difficult to talk about. It may be difficult to determine whether the
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“Mathematical concept” is essentially what the debate above is. We could be referring

to [242] since there are three potential branes: Minkowski, de-Sitter, and anti de-Sitter.

Within the open bracket of (9.67), there is no brane specified with the induced metric.

Additionally, there is flat space holography, dS/CFT duality, or AdS/CFT correspondence.

The duality among CFT and bulk, which takes the structure of a Schwarzschild de-Sitter

metric, does not exist. Owing to the abovementioned reason, there won’t be any defect

descriptions and no “intermediate description” of the wedge holography. As a result, we get

to the conclusion that one could represent a Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole using wedge

holography utilizing two copies of the wedge holography that define the Schwarzschild patch

and the de-Sitter patch, respectively.

9.4 Application to Grandfather Paradox

The “grandfather paradox” is described in this section along with how our model resolves it.

According to the “Grandfather paradox”, Bob is unable to travel back in time. Because

he could murder his grandfather in a different universe if he could go back in time. Bob’s

will cease to be in the present if his grandfather is dead in another universe [244].

Let’s now examine how our setup might avoid this issue. In 9.2.1 and 9.2.2, we explained

how a multiverse is made up of 2n universes that are Karch-Randall branes. These branes

have AdS and de-Sitter spacetimes in 9.2.1 and 9.2.2 as their geometries. All “universes”

have a connection at the “defect” in each configuration by a transparent boundary condition.

Transparent boundary conditions ensure that communication exists between all of these

universes. Assume that Bob resides on Q1 and his grandfather resides on Q2. Then, in order

to get around the dilemma, Bob is able to go to places like Q−2, Q−3, etc. where he is able

to come across Robert and Alice (see Fig. 9.9). Therefore, the “grandfather paradox” could

be resolved in this situation. The “grandfather paradox” has been addressed using a concept

similar to that discussed in this debate, which is compatible with the “many world theory”.

“island” is within the black hole horizon or the de-Sitter horizon as the SdS black hole has two horizons. It
will be good to stick with the current arrangement with two black holes and two baths. To learn about a
non-holographic technique, see chapter 8 based on [12].
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𝑄−2
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𝑄2

𝑄−3

𝑄3

P(Defect)

𝐵𝑜𝑏

𝐵𝑜𝑏’s 𝐺𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑑𝑓𝑎𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟
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𝐹𝑎𝑚𝑖𝑙𝑦

Figure 9.9: Multiple universes where various individuals live is Q−1,−2,−3,1,2,3.

9.5 Conclusion

Using the concept of wedge holography, we proposed in this chapter that the Karch-Randall

braneworld contains a multiverse. If we consider the 2n universes, then those are going to be

represented as Karch-Randall branes embedded within the bulk, this is how the multiverse

has been described. These branes could either contain black holes or they won’t, that will

be decided by the gravitational action. We looked at three distinct scenarios.

• In 9.2.1, we generated the multiverse using d-dimensional Karch-Randall branes that

have been incorporated in AdSd+1 bulk. The aforementioned branes are defined by

the AdSd geometry. Transparent boundary conditions at the defect interconnect the

2n anti de-Sitter branes that make up the multiverse in this particular scenario to one

another. As soon as constructed, the multiverse made of AdS branes is eternal.

• In 9.2.2, we created a multiverse using d-dimensional de-Sitter spaces on the Karch-

Randall branes embedded within the (d+1)-dimensional bulk AdSd+1. The 2n de-Sitter

branes that makes the multiverse possesses a short lifespan. In such a case, all of de-

Sitter branes must be formed and destroyed at the identical time. As a result of the

dS/CFT duality, defect CFT corresponds to non-unitary conformal field theory.
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• In 9.2.3, we additionally explored why it wouldn’t be conceivable to define the multi-

verse as a combination of d-dimensional de-Sitter and anti-de-Sitter spacetimes within

the identical bulk. We are able to possess the multiverse with either anti de-Sitter

branes (M1) or de-Sitter branes (M2), but it does not have both. Since AdS branes

intersect on the “time-like” boundary of AdSd+1 bulk and the de-Sitter branes inter-

sect at the “space-like” boundary. Universes within M1 are able to interact with each

other; similarly, the universes in M2 are able to communicate with each other, but M1

is unable to communicate with M2.

We looked into if we could resolve the information paradox involving multiple black holes

at the same time. This could be accomplished by creating a multiverse in which n Karch-

Randall branes contain black holes and the Hawking radiation from these black holes is

gathered by a n gravitating baths. In that case, we have a time dependency from the

Hartman-Maldacena surfaces, and the constant value becomes 2Si=1,2,..,n, thermal
BH , which comes

from the n island surfaces.

We obtained the Page curves associated with two black holes for the n = 2 multiverse

as a consistency check. We figured out that the black hole and bath systems are located

at −2ρ ≤ r ≤ 2ρ and −ρ ≤ r ≤ ρ. In such a scenario, we showed that the entanglement

entropy contribution generated by the Hartman-Maldacena surfaces exhibits a linear time

dependence for both AdS and Schwarzschild black holes and becomes zero for the de-Sitter

black hole, but the contributions that come via the island surfaces remain constant. As a

result, this mimics the Page curve. Utilizing this concept, we obtained the Page curve of

the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole. This idea could be used to compute the Page curve

of black holes that have numerous horizons using wedge holography. We also addressed

how we might generate a Page curve for these black holes by employing two Karch-Randall

branes, one as a black hole and another as a bath. Within this situation, identifying the

island surface and figuring out what type of radiation we are receiving will be difficult. As

an example, if a Karch-Randall brane contains a black hole and cosmic event horizons, such

as a Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole, the observer receiving the radiation will be unable

to tell whether this is Hawking radiation or Gibbons-Hawking radiation.
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We tested our approach for very basic cases without the DGP term placed on the Karch-

Randall branes, however it is also possible to discuss massless gravity by including the DGP

term on the Karch-Randall branes [166]. Tensions associated with branes will be corrected

by the additional term in (9.3) in this situation. Furthermore, we proposed that with this

system, where all universes interact via transparent boundary conditions at the junction

point, one could circumvent the “grandfather paradox”. In order to resolve the paradox,

one may travel to another universe where his grandpa is not living, so preventing him from

killing his grandfather. We provided a qualitative solution to the “grandfather paradox”,

although further study in this area employing wedge holography is required.



CHAPTER 10

CONCLUSION AND FUTURE

OUTLOOK

In this part of the thesis, we have studied the resolution of information paradox using various

proposals, e.g., island proposal, doubly holographic setup, and wedge holography. In this

process, we addressed the following issues:

• How do the higher derivative terms in the gravitational actions affect the Page curve?

• How to obtain the Page curve of black holes with multiple horizons, e.g., Schwarzschild

de-Sitter black hole?

• Can we describe the “Multiverse” using wedge holography?

We started with a very simple example and considered the Reissner Nordström black

hole in the presence of O(R2) terms as higher derivative terms, which is a non-holographic

model. We considered the two kinds of HD terms: Gauss-Bonnet term and general O(R2)

as considered in [141]. Following is the summary of key results obtained in chapter 6 which

is based on [10].

237
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• The Page curves of Reissner Nordström black hole are shifting towards later times

or earlier times when Gauss-Bonnet coupling (α) increases or decreases. This implies

that Page time is being affected due to the presence of HD terms. As soon as islands

contribute to the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation, we get the information

from the black hole. Hence, “dominance of islands” in the entanglement entropy of

Hawking radiation to compute the Page curve is affected by the higher derivative terms.

• We found that scrambling time is affected when we have some other general O(R2)

terms, including the Gauss-Bonnet term. In contrast, it is unaffected when we consider

only the Gauss-Bonnet term as the higher derivative term.

• We showed that our results are consistent with the literature by taking the α → 0

limit. We recover the results of [172] in this limit.

We studied the black hole information problem in chapter 8 based on the paper [12] and

proposed a method to resolve the information paradox of black holes with multiple horizons.

We focused on the Schwarzschild de-Sitter (SdS) black hole, which has two horizons: black

hole and de-Sitter horizons. To obtain the Page curve of the black hole, we inserted thermal

opaque membranes on both sides so that an observer living on the black hole side can access

only the radiation of the black hole patch. We used the island proposal to define the radiation

regions in the black hole patch. In this case, gravity is not negligible enough, but one can

use the island proposal in the approximation that the observer is very far away from the

black hole. Hence, we can use the island proposal. We computed the entanglement entropy

of Hawking radiation in the absence and presence of the island surface. After plotting

these contributions together, we obtained the Page curve of the black hole patch. We also

studied the effect of temperature on the Page curves of black holes. We found that low-

temperature black holes take too much time to deliver the information out of the black

holes compared to high-temperature black holes. In the language of entanglement islands,

this result is interpreted as follows. “Dominance of islands” and “information recovery” and

hence Page time is higher for low-temperature black holes because when islands contribute

to the entanglement entropy, we get information from the black hole. In this kind of black
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hole, it is not possible to obtain the Page curve of the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole as

a whole due to asymmetrical regions on both sides of the SdS black hole.

We constructed the doubly holographic setup from a top-down approach in chapter 7

based on our work [11]. In our setup, the bulk is the eleven-dimensional M-theory uplift

inclusive of O(R4) corrections of type IIB string dual constructed in [1]. The external bath to

collect the Hawking radiation is a non-conformal thermal QCD bath. We obtained the Page

curve of the eternal neutral black hole by computing the entanglement entropies of Hartman-

Maldacena and island surfaces in the absence and presence of O(R4) terms. When O(R4)

terms are absent, then we obtained the entanglement entropies by computing the areas

of extremal surfaces, whereas in the presence of higher derivative terms, we used Dong’s

formula to calculate the entanglement entropies. Let us compare the doubly holographic

setup constructed from the bottom-up approach and our setup.

• Bottom-up double holography with CFT bath: Three descriptions of the doubly

holographic setup is given as below.

– Boundary Description: d-dimensional BCFT living at AdSd+1-boundary with

(d− 1)-dimensional defect.

– Intermediate Description: Gravity on d-dimensional end-of-the-world brane

coupled to d-dimensional BCFT via transparent boundary condition at the defect.

– Bulk Description: d-dimensional BCFT has its own holographic dual which is

AdSd+1.

• M theory brane description of top-down double holography with QCD bath:

Top-down model has three following descriptions similar to the bottom-up model.

– Boundary-like Description: QCD2+1 is living at the tip of the conifold i.e. at

r = 0.

– Intermediate Description: Black M5-brane which contains black hole coupled

to QCD2+1 bath living at M2 brane.
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– Bulk Description: QCD2+1 has holographic dual which is eleven dimensional

M theory.

Following are the key results that we obtained in chapter 7.

• In doubly holographic setups, it was found that one could get the Page curve with

massive gravity on the end-of-the-world brane. In our setup, we explicitly showed that

this is not the case in the top-down model. We computed the spectrum of graviton on

the end-of-the-world brane and found that one could get the Page curve with massless

graviton localized on the end-of-the-world brane.

• We found that O(R4) terms do not affect the Page curve in this setup because con-

tributions to the entanglement entropies are large-N exponentially suppressed. This

exponential large-N suppression exists because of massless graviton on the brane.

• We showed that no boundary terms arise on the end-of-the-world brane even in the

presence of O(R4) terms in the bulk, and end-of-the-world brane turns out to be a

“fluxed hypersurface” with non-zero tension.

• Hartman-Maldacena surface entanglement entropy also exhibits “Swiss-Cheese” struc-

ture in large-N scenario.

In chapter 9 (which is based on the work done in [13]), we used wedge holography to

describe multiverse. The multiverse is constructed as follows. In wedge holography, we

have two Karch-Randall branes, and these branes are joined at the defect. The setup is

mathematically consistent only if the bulk metric satisfies the Neumann boundary condition

(NBC) on the branes. The geometry of the branes can be anti de-Sitter, de-Sitter, or flat

space, depending upon the bulk metric. We showed that one can construct a setup of 2n

Karch-Randall branes in wedge holography, and the bulk metric still satisfies NBC on the

2n branes. These branes are located at r = ±nρ. We can localize the gravity on these

branes using braneworld holography [142, 143]. Therefore, we have 2n branes embedded in

the bulk. The geometry of these branes can be anti de-Sitter or de-Sitter or flat space but

not the mixture of any two. Hence, we have a multiverse that is made up of 2n gravitating
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systems. Due to transparent boundary conditions at the defect, various universes existing in

the multiverse can communicate with each other. If we consider two multiverses, then there

will be the communication of the universes in a specific multiverse but not between the two

multiverses.

This model applies to the Page curve of black holes with multiple horizons. We explicitly

did this for Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole and argued that we could get the Page curve

of the SdS black hole by taking two copies of wedge holography so that one copy describes

the Schwarzschild patch with flat space branes and the other copy describes the de-Sitter

patch with two de-Sitter branes. By doing so obtained the Page curve of Schwarzschild and

de-Sitter patches separately, similar to [12] and concluded that we couldn’t get the Page

curve of SdS black hole with two Karch-Randall branes in wedge holography. Since the

multiverse consists of communicating universes and hence one could avoid the “grandfather

paradox” by not traveling to the universe in which one’s grandfather is living, similar to

“many world theory”.

Future Outlook: In future, we shall work on the following issues:

• Using the doubly holographic setup constructed in chapter 7 from a top-down ap-

proach. We will compute the reflected entropy from the bulk point of view [245]. This

will shed light on the holographic QCD via gauge-gravity duality. We are interested to

see the effect of the O(R4) terms on the reflected entropy and how the higher derivative

terms affect the physics of thermal QCD.

• We will study the complexity growth of black holes with multiple horizons using the

complexity equal volume [246] and complexity equals action proposals [247].

• In chapter 9, we saw that wedge holography is capable of describing the multiverse.

The most interesting thing about this setup is that all the universes existing in the

multiverse are capable of transferring information with each other. Using this feature,

we provided a qualitative resolution of the “grandfather paradox”. We shall work on

the more concrete resolution of the “grandfather paradox by providing a quantitative
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description of the “grandfather paradox” and its resolution. Further, using this setup,

we will obtain the Page curve of the Reissner-Nordström de-Sitter black hole.



APPENDIX A

A.1 Coupling Constants y1,3,5,7, z1,....,8, F 2
π and g2

YM

We calculate the infrared (IR) and ultraviolet (UV) contributions of the coupling constants

y1,3,5,7 and z1,2,...,8 in this appendix. Here, we use: ψ0(Z) =
∫ Z

0 ϕ0(Z)dZ, and we shall divide∫
dZ into

∫
IR +

∫
UV. We found that

∫
UV ∼

(
CUV
ϕ0

)m (
CUV
ψ1

)n
,m, n ∈ Z+, and hence we can

self-consistently set CUV
ϕ0 = CUV

ψ1 = 0, and therefore we have disregarded the UV contributions∫
UV. In the IR (i.e., around Z = 0), the radial profile function associated with the rho vector

meson is obtained as [2, 83]:

ψ1(Z) =
√

2C(1) IR
ψ1

√
i
√
ω2
[
1 − Z

(
βCzzθ1z θ1x + ω1

)]
; C(1) IR

ψ1 ≡ CIR
ψ1 = N−Ωψ1 , Ωψ1 > 0,

(A.1)
wherein:

ω1 ≡ 1
4
(
m0

2 − 3b2 (m0
2 − 2

))
+ 18b2rh log(rh) −

3bγgsM2 (m0
2 − 2

)
log(rh)

2N + 36bγgsM2rh log2(rh)
N

,

ω2 ≡ −4
3 + 3

2b
2 (m0

2 + 72rh − 4
)

− 36b2rh log(rh) +
3bγgsM2 (m0

2 − 4
)

log(rh)
N

− 72bγgsM2rh log2(rh)
N

,

Czzθ1z θ1x = −
(
3b2 − 2

)
logNm0

2(C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x
)

4 (3b2 + 2) (logN − 3 log(r0)) . (A.2)
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Similarly, the profile function of the π-meson is given as [2, 83]:

ϕ0(Z) =
π2CIR

ϕ0 N
2/5α3

θ1(logN − 3 log r0)
(

27
8b2gs logN(logN+3 log r0) −

81b2β(C(1)
zz −2C(1)

θ1z
+2C(1)

θ1x
)

8 log(r0)

)
gsMNf

2r03(logN + 3 log r0)

−
π2CIRϕ0 N

2/5α3
θ1(logN − 3 log r0)

(
9(3b2+1)β(C(1)

zz −2C(1)
θ1z

+2C(1)
θ1x

)
4 log r0

+ 1944b4

(3b2+2)4

)
gs log r0MNf

2r02(logN + 3 log r0)
Z2 + O(Z3).

(A.3)

We showed that UV valued profile functions are [2, 83]:

ψUV
1 (Z) = CUV

ψ1

e−2Z

Z
3
2
,

ϕUV
0 (Z) = CUV

ϕ0

e−2Z

Z2 . (A.4)

Now, let us discuss the normalization conditions on ψ1(Z) and ϕ0(Z) and the resultant
constraints on the integration constants, CUV

ψ1 and CUV
ϕ0 (Z). The ρ vector meson profile

function (ψ1(Z)) normalization condition: VΣ2

∫∞
0 dZV2 (ψ1(Z))2

∣∣∣
b= 1√

3
+ϵ

= 1 implying:

CUV
ψ1

=

√√
7(fr0 −1)fr0gs

2MNf 2VΣ2 CIR
ψ1

2 logN
(

7β(C(1)
zz −2C(1)

θ1z
+2C(1)

θ1x
)fr0

2γ2gs2M4 log2(N)+3456ϵ2(fr0 +1)N2
)

2 33/4ϵ3/2(fr0 +1)N7/5α3
θ1

− 93312π

24
√

− (fr0 −1)gs2MN3/5Nf 2VΣ2
ϵ2(fr0 +1)α3

θ1
logN

,

(A.5)

where, as in [82], the IR cut-off r0 is considered that it will be provided as r0 = N− fr0
3 .

Demand that CUV
ψ1 = 0, and this implies:

VΣ2 =
186624 33/4πϵ3/2(fr0 + 1)N7/5α3

θ1√
7(fr0 − 1)fr0gs

2logNMNf
2CIR
ψ1

2
(

7β(C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x
)fr0

2γ2gs2logN2M4 + 3456ϵ2(fr0 + 1)N2
) .

(A.6)

The normalization condition on the ϕ0(Z): VΣ2
2
∫∞

0 dZV1 (ϕ0(Z))2 = 1 is providing:

CUV
ϕ0

=
243 4

√
3π2CIR

ϕ0

√
ϵNfr0 + 2

5

√
(fr0 + 1)(−β(C(1)

zz − 2C(1)
θ1z

+ 2C(1)
θ1x

) + 2fr0 + 2)

32(fr0 − 1)2gs2 (logN)2
MNf

2 + O(ϵ 3
2 ). (A.7)
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Since CUV
ϕ0 ∝

√
ϵ and considering ϵ ≪ 1 (for black-hole background, ϵ < r2

h (log rh)
9
2 N− 9

10 [1]),
hence we considered: CUV

ϕ0 ≈ 0, i.e., ψUV
1 (Z) ≈ 0, ϕUV

0 (Z) ≈ 0. The calculations of coupling
constants requires the value of V2 in the IR and is provided as [2, 83]:

V2(Z ∈ IR) = −
3
(
3b2 − 2

)
gs

2MN4/5Nf
2 log(r0)(logN − 3 log(r0))

2π logNαθ1α
2
θ2

3
(
2 − 3b2)βgs2 log r0MN4/5Nf

2Z(C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x
)

4παθ1α
2
θ2

(
9b2gs

2MN4/5Nf
2 log(r0)(logN − 3 log(r0))

π logNαθ1α
2
θ2

)
(A.8)

Hence, utilizing (2.18), (A.1), (A.3) and (A.8) and writing b = 1√
3 + ϵ [1] and considering

r0 = N− fr0
3 [82], we obtained the following simplified expressions for the couplings y1,3,5,7:

• y1 =
∫

V2(Z)
(
1 + ψ1(Z) − ψ2

0(Z)
)2

=
177147π6βCIR

ϕ0
4ϵ6fr0(fr0 + 1)3 log r0α

6
θ1
N4fr0 + 14

5

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x

)
8192(fr0 − 1)6gs4 (logN)7

M2N4
f

−
4782969

√
3π7CIR

ϕ0
4ϵ5fr0(fr0 + 1)4α9

θ1
N4fr0 + 11

5

20480(fr0 − 1)7gs6 (logN)7
M3N6

f

• y3 =
∫
dZV2ψ

2
1(Z) (1 + ψ1(Z))2

= −
21gs2 log r0MN4/5Nf

2CIR
ψ1

4(logN − 3 log r0)
8π logNαθ1α

2
θ2

+
39/873/4 4

√
ϵgs

2 log r0MN4/5Nf
2CIR
ψ1

3(logN − 3 log r0)
2
√

2π logNαθ1α
2
θ2

+ 945 3
√

3 6

√
π

2 βϵgs
3/2
(

1
logN

)2/3
log r0MN3/10Nf

4/3r0
2CIR
ψ1

4(C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x
)

• y5 =
∫
dZV2ψ

2
0(Z) (ψ1(Z))2) =

6561 4
√

3
√

7π3CIR
ϕ0

2ϵ5/2fr0(fr0 + 1)3α5
θ1

CIR
ψ1

2N2fr0 + 8
5

256(fr0 − 1)4gs2 (logN)3
MN2

fα
2
θ2

−
63 4

√
3
√

7π3βCIR
ϕ0

2ϵ3/2fr0(fr0 + 1)α3
θ1

CIR
ψ1

2N2fr0 − 3
5

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x

) (
6ϵN + fr0γgs logNM2)2

32768(fr0 − 1)3gs2 (logN)3
MN2

f

• y7 =
∫
dZV2ψ1(Z)(1 + ψ1(Z))(1 + ψ1(Z) − ψ0(Z)2)2

=
4782969 4

√
3
√

7π7CIR
ϕ0

4ϵ9/2fr0(fr0 + 1)4α9
θ1

CIR
ψ1

2N4fr0 + 11
5

40960(fr0 − 1)7gs6 (logN)7
M3N6

f

−
3720087 4

√
3
√

7π7βCIR
ϕ0

4ϵ9/2fr0(fr0 + 1)3α9
θ1

CIR
ψ1

2N4fr0 + 11
5

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x

)
262144(fr0 − 1)7gs6 (logN)7

M3N6
f

. (A.9)
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Similarly, we obtained the simplified expressions for the couplings z1,...,8 as given below:

• z1 =
∫
dZV2 (1 + ψ1(Z))2 =

3 4
√

3
√

7
√
ϵgs

2MN4/5Nf
2CIR
ψ1

2 log(r0)(logN − 3 log(r0))
16παθ1α

2
θ2

logN

+
7
√

7β
√
ϵgs

2 log r0MN4/5Nf
2CIR
ψ1

2(C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x
)

2048 33/4παθ1α
2
θ2

(logN − 3 log(r0))
×
(
12 logN +

(
−36 + 6 log2(3) + log(9) log(27) − log(27) log(81)

)
log(r0)

)
• z2 =

∫
dZV2ψ

2
0(Z) =

81
√

3π3βCIR
ϕ0

2ϵ3(fr0 + 1)2α3
θ1
N

5fr0
3 + 7

5

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x

)
128(fr0 − 1)2gs (logN)2

MN2
f

−
81

√
3π3CIR

ϕ0
2ϵ3fr0(fr0 + 1)2α3

θ1
N2fr0 + 7

5

256(fr0 − 1)3gs2 (logN)3
MN2

f

• z3 =
∫
dZV2ψ1(1 + ψ1)(Z) =

3 4
√

3
√

7
√
ϵgs

2MN4/5Nf
2CIR
ψ1

2 log(r0)(logN − 3 log(r0))
8παθ1α

2
θ2

logN

+
7 4

√
3
√

7β
√
ϵgs

2MN4/5Nf
2CIR
ψ1

2 log(r0)(C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x
)

512παθ1α
2
θ2

• z4 =
∫
dZV2ψ1(1 + ψ1 − ϕ2

0)(Z) =
189 33/8 4

√
7π3βCIR

ϕ0
2ϵ3/4fr0(fr0 + 1)α3

θ1
CIR
ψ1

N2fr0 + 7
5

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x

)
16384

√
2(fr0 − 1)3gs2 (logN)3

MN2
f

+
81 33/8 4

√
7π3CIR

ϕ0
2ϵ11/4fr0(fr0 + 1)2α3

θ1
CIR
ψ1

N2fr0 + 7
5

256
√

2(fr0 − 1)3gs2 (logN)3
MN2

f

• z5 =
∫
dZV2ψ

2
1(1 + ψ1)(Z) = −

3 8
√

373/4 4
√
ϵgs

2MN4/5Nf
2CIR
ψ1

3 log(r0)(logN − 3 log(r0))
4
√

2παθ1α
2
θ2

logN

−
21 8

√
373/4β 4

√
ϵgs

2MN4/5Nf
2CIR
ψ1

3 log(r0)(C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x
)

256
√

2παθ1α
2
θ2

• z6 =
∫
dZV2(1 + ψ1)(1 + ψ1 − ψ2

0)(Z) =
567 33/8 4

√
7π3CIR

ϕ0
2ϵ11/4fr0(fr0 + 1)α3

θ1
CIR
ψ1

N2fr0 + 7
5

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x

)
8192

√
2(fr0 − 1)3gs2 (logN)3

MN2
f

+
81 33/8 4

√
7π3CIR

ϕ0
2ϵ11/4fr0(fr0 + 1)2α3

θ1
CIR
ψ1

N2fr0 + 7
5

64
√

2(fr0 − 1)3gs2 (logN)3
MN2

f

=
567 33/8 4

√
7π3CIR

ϕ0
2ϵ11/4fr0(fr0 + 1)α3

θ1
CIR
ψ1

N2fr0 + 7
5

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x

)
8192

√
2(fr0 − 1)3gs2 (logN)3

MN2
f

+
81 33/8 4

√
7π3CIR

ϕ0
2ϵ11/4fr0(fr0 + 1)2α3

θ1
CIR
ψ1

N2fr0 + 7
5

64
√

2(fr0 − 1)3gs2 (logN)3
MN2

f

• z7 =
∫
dZV2ψ1(1 + ψ1)2(Z) =

3 8
√

373/4 4
√
ϵg2
sMN4/5Nf

2CIR
ψ1

3 log(r0)(logN − 3 log(r0))
4
√

2παθ1α
2
θ2

logN

−
21 8

√
373/4β 4

√
ϵg2
sMN4/5Nf

2CIR
ψ1

3 log(r0)(C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2Cθ1x)

256
√

2παθ1α
2
θ2

+
48 33/4

√
1
ϵ g

2
sMN4/5Nf

2r0 logN log2(r0)CUV
ψ1

π logNαθ1α
2
θ2

• z8 =
∫
dZV2ψ

2
0ψ1(Z) =

567 33/8 4
√

7π3βCIR
ϕ0

2ϵ11/4fr0(fr0 + 1)α3
θ1

CIR
ψ1

N2fr0 + 7
5

(
C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x

)
8192

√
2(fr0 − 1)3gs2 (logN)3

MN2
f

+
81 33/8 4

√
7π3CIR

ϕ0
2ϵ11/4fr0(fr0 + 1)2α3

θ1
CIR
ψ1

N2fr0 + 7
5

64
√

2(fr0 − 1)3gs2 (logN)3
MN2

f

. (A.10)
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Further, the coupling constants appearing in SU(3) chiral pertubration theory Lagrangian
at O(p2) (2.14) have the following simplified results [2, 83]:

F 2
π = VΣ2

(243π2β
(

C(1)
zz − 2C(1)

θ1z
+ 2C(1)

θ1x

)
CIR
ϕ0

2fr0(fr0 + 1) log2(3)α3
θ1
N

4fr0
3 + 2

5

8192(fr0 − 1)3gs3 (logN)3
MN2

f

+
81

√
3π2CIR

ϕ0
2ϵfr0(fr0 + 1)2 log(3)(log(243) − 6)α3

θ1
N

4fr0
3 + 2

5

2048(fr0 − 1)3gs3 (logN)3
MN2

f

−
243π2CIR

ϕ0
2fr0(fr0 + 1)2 log2(3)α3

θ1
N

4fr0
3 + 2

5

4096(fr0 − 1)3gs3 (logN)3
MN2

f

)
(A.11)

and

g2
YM =

logNN
(
7(C(1)

zz − 2C(1)
θ1z + 2C(1)

θ1x)fr0
2γ2gs

2M4 log2(N) + 3456(fr0 + 1)λ2
ϵ

)
288λ2

ϵα
2
θ1 logN

(√
3β3/2(C(1)

zz − 2C(1)
θ1z + 2C(1)

θ1x)λϵm2
0 − 12(fr0 + 1)N

) .(A.12)





APPENDIX B

B.1 O(R4) Corrections to the M-theory metric of [15]

in the MQGP limit near the ψ = 2nπ, n = 0, 1, 2-

branches

The O(β)-corrected M-theory metric of [15] in the MQGP limit near the ψ = 2nπ, n =
0, 1, 2-branches up to O((r − rh)2) [and up to O((r − rh)3) for some of the off-diagonal
components along the delocalized T 3(x, y, z) was worked out in [1] and is listed below1:

Gtt = GMQGP
tt

[
1 + 1

4
4b8 (9b2 + 1

)3 (4374b6 + 1035b4 + 9b2 − 4
)
βM

( 1
N

)9/4 Σ1
(
6a2 + rh

2) log(rh)
27π (18b4 − 3b2 − 1)5 logN2Nfrh2α3

θ2
(9a2 + rh2)

(r − rh)2

]

Gx1,2,3x1,2,3 = GMQGP
x1,2,3x1,2,3

[
1 − 1

4
4b8 (9b2 + 1

)4 (39b2 − 4
)
M
( 1
N

)9/4
β
(
6a2 + rh

2) log(rh)Σ1

9π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN2Nfrh2 (9a2 + rh2)α3
θ2

(r − rh)2

]

Grr = GMQGP
rr

[
1 +

(
−

2
(
9b2 + 1

)4
b10M

(
6a2 + rh

2) ((r − rh)2 + rh
2)Σ1

3π (−18b4 + 3b2 + 1)4 logNN8/15Nf (−27a4 + 6a2rh2 + rh4)α3
θ2

+ Cbh
zz − 2Cbh

θ1z + 2Cbh
θ1x

)
β

]

Gθ1x = GMQGP
θ1x

[
1 +

(
−

(
9b2 + 1

)4
b10M

(
6a2 + rh

2) ((r − rh)2 + rh
2)Σ1

3π (−18b4 + 3b2 + 1)4 logNN8/15Nf (−27a4 + 6a2rh2 + rh4)α3
θ2

+ Cbh
θ1x

)
β

]

Gθ1z = GMQGP
θ1z

[
1 +

( 16
(
9b2 + 1

)4
b12β

(
(r−rh)3

rh3 + 1
) (

19683
√

3α6
θ1

+ 3321
√

2α2
θ2
α3
θ1

− 40
√

3α4
θ2

)
243π3 (1 − 3b2)10 (6b2 + 1)8

gs9/4 logN4N7/6Nf
3 (−27a4rh + 6a2rh3 + rh5)α7

θ1
α6
θ2

+ Cbh
θ1z

)]
1The components which do not receive an O(β) corrections, are not listed in (B.1).
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Gθ2x = GMQGP
θ2x

[
1 +

( 16
(
9b2 + 1

)4
b12
(

(r−rh)3

rh3 + 1
) (

19683
√

3α6
θ1

+ 3321
√

2α2
θ2
α3
θ1

− 40
√

3α4
θ2

)
243π3 (1 − 3b2)10 (6b2 + 1)8

gs9/4 logN4N7/6Nf
3 (−27a4rh + 6a2rh3 + rh5)α7

θ1
α6
θ2

+ Cbh
θ2x

)
β

]

Gθ2y = GMQGP
θ2y

[
1 +

3b10 (9b2 + 1
)4
Mβ

(
6a2 + rh

2) (1 − (r−rh)2

rh2

)
log(rh)Σ1

π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN2N7/5Nf (9a2 + rh2)α3
θ2

]

Gθ2z = GMQGP
θ2z

[
1 +

(3
(
9b2 + 1

)4
b10M

(
6a2 + rh

2) (1 − (r−rh)2

rh2

)
log(rh)

(
19683

√
6α6

θ1
+ 6642α2

θ2
α3
θ1

− 40
√

6α4
θ2

)
π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN2N7/6Nf (9a2 + rh2)α3

θ2

+ Cbh
θ2z

)
β

]

Gxy = GMQGP
xy

[
1 +

(3
(
9b2 + 1

)4
b10M

(
6a2 + rh

2) ( (r−rh)2

rh2 + 1
)

log(rh)α3
θ2

Σ1

π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN2N21/20Nf (9a2 + rh2)α6
θ2l

+ Cbh
xy

)
β

]

Gxz = GMQGP
xz

[
1 +

18b10 (9b2 + 1
)4
Mβ

(
6a2 + rh

2) ( (r−rh)2

rh2 + 1
)

log3(rh)Σ1

π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN4N5/4Nf (9a2 + rh2)α3
θ2

]

Gyy = GMQGP
yy

[
1 −

3b10 (9b2 + 1
)4
M
( 1
N

)7/4
β
(
6a2 + rh

2) log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)
Σ1

(
(r−rh)2

r2
h

+ 1
)

π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN2Nfrh2 (9a2 + rh2)α3
θ2

]

Gyz = GMQGP
yz

[
1 +

( 64
(
9b2 + 1

)8
b22M

( 1
N

)29/12 (6a2 + rh
2) ( (r−rh)3

rh3 + 1
)

log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)
27π4 (3b2 − 1)15 (6b2 + 1)12

gs9/4 logN6Nf
4rh3 (rh2 − 3a2) (9a2 + rh2)2

α7
θ1
α9
θ2

×
(

387420489
√

2α12
θ1

+ 87156324
√

3α2
θ2
α9
θ1

+ 5778054
√

2α4
θ2
α6
θ1

− 177120
√

3α6
θ2
α3
θ1

+ 1600
√

2α8
θ2

)
+ Cbh

yz

)
β

]

Gzz = GMQGP
zz

[
1 +

(
Cbh
zz −

b10 (9b2 + 1
)4
M
(
rh

2 − (r−rh)3

rh

)
log
(

rh
Rbh
D5/D5

)
Σ1

27π3/2 (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 √
gs logN2N23/20Nfα5

θ2

)
β

]

Gx10x10 = GMQGP
x10x10

[
1 −

27b10 (9b2 + 1
)4
M
( 1
N

)5/4
β
(
6a2 + rh

2) (1 − (r−rh)2

rh2

)
log3(rh)Σ1

π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN4Nfrh2 (9a2 + rh2)α3
θ2

]
, (B.1)

where Σ1 has the following form:

Σ1 ≡ 19683
√

6α6
θ1 + 6642α2

θ2α
3
θ1 − 40

√
6α4

θ2 , (B.2)

and the M-theory metric components in the MQGP limit at O(β0) [113] are represented by

GMQGP
MN . The following replacemements affect the more explicit dependency on θ10,20 of the

M-theory metric components up to O(β), using (3.10): αθ1 → N
1
5 sin θ10, αθ2 → N

3
10 sin θ20

in (B.1).
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B.2 Thermal fMN EOMs, their Solutions in the IR, 4D-

Limit and MχPT Compatibility

In the following appendix, we’re going to discuss the independent EOMs associated with the

metric perturbations fMN of (3.2) near the IR cut-off r0 up to leading order in N , the solu-

tions they provide and constraints as well as values for the same in the decompactification-

limit of a spatial direction (that has an important role for showing proof of an all-loop

non-renormalization of Tc at O(R4)). Through such a manner, we are capable to calculate

the values of the metric perturbations (in the deep IR) across the three-cycle S3(θ1, x, z) - the

delocalized version of S3(θ1, ϕ1, ψ) -strictly speaking across the fiber S1(z) (the S3(θ1, x, z)

is a S1(z) fibration across the vanishing two-cycle S2(θ1, x)) as well as another two-cycle

S2(θ1, z) (which has also a S1(z)-fibration). A unique linear combination of contributions

from fMN |S3(θ1,x,z), close to the Ouyang embedding within the parent type IIB dual, shows

up frequently in Tc computations and the LECs of SU(3)χPT Lagrangian at O(p4) from

MχPT in chapter 2 (from [2]). In chapter 2, we found that the aforementioned combina-

tion of integration constant has a negative sign (2.30). Here we will derive this constraint.
The EOMs of the metric perturbations fMN(r) are worked out as follows:

EOMtt :

−
β
( 1
N

)9/4 (19683
√

6α6
θ1

+ 6642α2
θ2
α3
θ1

− 40
√

6α4
θ2

)
log(r0)

156728328192π3gs5 logN4MNf
3ϵ10α3

θ2

×

(
−98π3(2fzz(r0) − 3fx10x10(r0) − 4fθ1z(r0) − 5fθ2y(r0))

log2(r0)
−

1728gs3M2 ( 1
N

)2/5
Nf

2(fyy(r0) − 2fyz(r0))
α2
θ2

)
= 0

EOMθ1θ1 :

81α2
θ1

(
1152gs3M2( 1

N )2/5
Nf

2 log2(r0)(αθ2fzz(r0)−2αθ2fyz(r0)+αθ2fyy(r0))
π3 − 98α3

θ2
(2fx10x10(r0) + fθ2y(r0))

)
1024α5

θ2

+
βM

( 1
N

)19/10 (−19683
√

6α6
θ1

− 6642α2
θ2
α3
θ1

+ 40
√

6α4
θ2

)
4782969π5/4 4

√
gs logN2Nfr02ϵ7α5

θ2

= 0

EOMθ1θ2 :

−
441

√
3r0α

6
θ1

(2fx10x10(r0) + fθ2y(r0))
α3
θ2

− 64
√

2gs3/2MNffr(r0)
π3/2 5

√
N

= 0
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EOMθ2θ2 :
fzz(r0) − fx10x10(r0) − 2fθ1z(r0) − fr(r0)

9 logN2α4
θ1

+ 9
√

6gs3/2MNfr0 log2(r0)(fθ1y(r0) − fyz(r0))
π3/2 logN2N2/5α3

θ2

= 0

EOMθ2y :

− 49
√

2π3α3
θ2

(7fzz(r0)−15fx10x10 (r0)−14fθ1z(r0)+5fθ2y(r0))
log2(r0) − 864

√
2gs3M2 ( 1

N

)2/5
Nf

2 (2αθ2fyz(r0) − αθ2fyy(r0))
10368 4

√
πgs13/4 logN2M2Nf

2ϵ2α2
θ1
α2
θ2

+
32β

( 1
N

)3/2 (19683
√

6α6
θ1

+ 6642α2
θ2
α3
θ1

− 40
√

6α4
θ2

)
3486784401gs2 logN2Nf

2ϵ8α6
θ1
αθ2

= 0

EOMxx :

− 1024π3/2gs
3α3
θ2

(fzz(r0)−2fθ1z(r0)+2f68(r0)−fr(r0))
α4
θ1

− 11907π9/2( 1
N )2/5

α5
θ2

(3fx10x10 (r0)+5fθ2y(r0))
logN2M2Nf 2 log2(r0)

279936π2gs7/2ϵ2α5
θ2

+
64β

( 1
N

)23/20

43046721 4
√
πgs9/4 logN3Nf

2ϵ7α4
θ1
α4
θ2

= 0

EOMyy :

49π5/2
(

16fzz(r0) + 3fx10x10(r0) + 4fθ1z(r0) + 18α2
θ2
fθ1y(r0)

5√
Nα2

θ1

+ 5fθ2y(r0) − 36fyz(r0) + 18fyy(r0)
)

1152gs7/2 logN2M2Nf
2ϵ2 log2(r0)

+
2β
(
19683α6

θ1
+ 1107

√
6α2

θ2
α3
θ1

− 40α4
θ2

)
387420489 4

√
πgs9/4 logN3N3/2Nf

2ϵ9α4
θ1
α2
θ2

= 0.

(B.3)

EOMs (B.3) have the following solutions:

ft(r) = ft(r0),

f(r) = f(r0),

fr(r) = −
99
√

3
2βgs

3/2M 5
√

1
N
Nfr0α

6
θ1fx10x10(r0) log2(r0)

2π3/2α5
θ2

,

fθ1θ1(r) = fθ1θ1(r0),

fθ1θ2(r) = fθ1θ2(r0),

fθ1x(r) = −
99
√

3
2gs

3/2M 5
√

1
N
Nfr0α

6
θ1fx10x10(r0) log2(r0)

4π3/2α5
θ2

− fx10x10(r0),

fθ1y(r) = fθ1y(r0),

fθ1z =
539π3N2/5α2

θ2fx10x10(r0)
1728gs3M2Nf

2 log2(r0)
− 185fx10x10(r0)

108 ,
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fθ2θ2(r) = fθ2θ2(r0),

fθ2x(r) = fθ2x(r0),

fθ2y(r) =
352gs3M2

(
1
N

)2/5
Nf

2fx10x10(r0) log2(r0)
49π3α2

θ2

− 2fx10x10(r0),

fθ2z(r) = fθ2z(r0),

fxx(r) = fxx(r0),

fxy(r) = fxy(r0),

fxz(r) = fxz(r0),

fyy(r) =
N2/5fx10x10(r0)

(
32

√
6π3/2gs

3/2MNfα
3
θ2 − 4851π3r0α

4
θ1α

2
θ2

)
7776gs3M2Nf

2r0α4
θ1 log2(r0)

+ 55fx10x10(r0)
27

+ fθ1y(r0),

fyz(r) =
π3/2N2/5α3

θ2fx10x10(r0)
81

√
6gs3/2MNfr0α4

θ1 log2(r0)
+ fθ1y(r0)

2 ,

fzz(r) =
539π3N2/5α2

θ2fx10x10(r0)
864gs3M2Nf

2 log2(r0)
− 77fx10x10(r0)

54 (r0),

fx10x10(r) = fx10x10(r0). (B.4)

We are going to show the compatibility between the solutions that correspond to the EOMs

for O(R4) metric perturbations provided in (B.4) and those derived by taking the g̃(r) → 1-

limit of the O(R4) corrections to (3.2) given in [2] and listed in B.1 (for thermal background

rh → r0). In the decompactification limit, i.e., MKK → 0, The compatibility of the above-

mentioned set of solutions necessitate:

ft(r) = ft(r0) = −1
4

4b8 (9b2 + 1)4 (39b2 − 4)M
(

1
N

)9/4
β (6a2 + r0

2) log(r0)Σ1

9π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN2Nfr02 (9a2 + r02)α3
θ2

(r − r0)2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

= f(r) = f(r0) = fx3x3

= 1
4

4b8 (9b2 + 1)3 (4374b6 + 1035b4 + 9b2 − 4) βM
(

1
N

)9/4
Σ1 (6a2 + r0

2) log(r0)
27π (18b4 − 3b2 − 1)5 logN2Nfr02α3

θ2 (9a2 + r02)
(r − r0)2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

,
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fr(r) = −
99
√

3
2βgs

3/2M 5
√

1
N
Nfr0α

6
θ1fx10x10(r0) log2(r0)

2π3/2α5
θ2

= − 2 (9b2 + 1)4
b10M (6a2 + r0

2) r0
2Σ1

3π (−18b4 + 3b2 + 1)4 logNN8/15Nf (−27a4 + 6a2r02 + r04)α3
θ2

+ Cth
zz − 2Cth

θ1z + 2Cth
θ1x,

fθ1θ1(r) = fθ1θ1(r0) = 0,

fθ1θ2(r) = fθ1θ2(r0) = 0,

fθ1x(r) = −
99
√

3
2gs

3/2M 5
√

1
N
Nfr0α

6
θ1fx10x10(r0) log2(r0)

4π3/2α5
θ2

− fx10x10(r0)

= − (9b2 + 1)4
b10M (6a2 + r0

2) r0
2Σ1

3π (−18b4 + 3b2 + 1)4 logNN8/15Nf (−27a4 + 6a2r02 + r04)α3
θ2

+ Cth
θ1x,

fθ1y(r) = fθ1y(r0) = 0,

fθ1z =
539π3N2/5α2

θ2fx10x10(r0)
1728gs3M2Nf

2 log2(r0)
− 185fx10x10(r0)

108

=
16 (9b2 + 1)4

b12β
(
19683

√
3α6

θ1 + 3321
√

2α2
θ2α

3
θ1 − 40

√
3α4

θ2

)
243π3 (1 − 3b2)10 (6b2 + 1)8 gs9/4 logN4N7/6Nf

3 (−27a4r0 + 6a2r03 + r05)α7
θ1α

6
θ2

+ Cth
θ1z,

fθ2θ2(r) = fθ2θ2(r0) = 0,

fθ2x(r) = fθ2x(r0)

=
16 (9b2 + 1)4

b12
(
19683

√
3α6

θ1 + 3321
√

2α2
θ2α

3
θ1 − 40

√
3α4

θ2

)
243π3 (1 − 3b2)10 (6b2 + 1)8 gs9/4 logN4N7/6Nf

3 (−27a4r0 + 6a2r03 + r05)α7
θ1α

6
θ2

+ Cth
θ2x,

fθ2y(r) =
352gs3M2

(
1
N

)2/5
Nf

2fx10x10(r0) log2(r0)
49π3α2

θ2

− 2fx10x10(r0)

= 3b10 (9b2 + 1)4
Mβ (6a2 + r0

2) log(r0)Σ1

π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN2N7/5Nf (9a2 + r02)α3
θ2

,

fθ2z(r) = fθ2z(r0) = 3 (9b2 + 1)4
b10M (6a2 + r0

2) log(r0)
π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN2N7/6Nf (9a2 + r02)α3

θ2

×
(
19683

√
6α6

θ1 + 6642α2
θ2α

3
θ1 − 40

√
6α4

θ2

)
+ Cth

θ2z,

fxx(r) = fxx(r0) = 0,

fxy(r) = fxy(r0) =
3 (9b2 + 1)4

b10M (6a2 + r0
2) log(r0)α3

θ2Σ1

π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN2N21/20Nf (9a2 + r02)α6
θ2l

+ Cth
xy,

fxz(r) = fxz(r0) = 18b10 (9b2 + 1)4
Mβ (6a2 + r0

2) log3(r0)Σ1

π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN4N5/4Nf (9a2 + r02)α3
θ2

,
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fyy(r) =
N2/5fx10x10(r0)

(
32

√
6π3/2gs

3/2MNfα
3
θ2 − 4851π3r0α

4
θ1α

2
θ2

)
7776gs3M2Nf

2r0α4
θ1 log2(r0)

+ 55fx10x10(r0)
27 + fθ1y(r0)

= −
3b10 (9b2 + 1)4

M
(

1
N

)7/4
β (6a2 + r0

2) log(r0)Σ1

π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN2Nfr02 (9a2 + r02)α3
θ2

,

fyz(r) =
π3/2N2/5α3

θ2fx10x10(r0)
81

√
6gs3/2MNfr0α4

θ1 log2(r0)
+ fθ1y(r0)

2

=
64 (9b2 + 1)8

b22M
(

1
N

)29/12
(6a2 + r0

2) log(r0)
27π4 (3b2 − 1)15 (6b2 + 1)12 gs9/4 logN6Nf

4r03 (r02 − 3a2) (9a2 + r02)2 α7
θ1α

9
θ2

×
(
387420489

√
2α12

θ1 + 87156324
√

3α2
θ2α

9
θ1 + 5778054

√
2α4

θ2α
6
θ1 − 177120

√
3α6

θ2α
3
θ1 + 1600

√
2α8

θ2

)
+ Cth

yz,

fzz(r) =
539π3N2/5α2

θ2fx10x10(r0)
864gs3M2Nf

2 log2(r0)
= − b10 (9b2 + 1)4

Mr0
2 log(r0)Σ1

27π3/2 (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 √
gs logN2N23/20Nfα5

θ2

+ Cth
zz ,

fx10x10(r) = fx10x10(r0)

= −
27b10 (9b2 + 1)4

M
(

1
N

)5/4
β (6a2 + r0

2) log3(r0)Σ1

π (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 logN4Nfr02 (9a2 + r02)α3
θ2

. (B.5)

Utilizing (B.5), around r = r0, we obtained:

ft = f = fθiθj = fθ1y = fxx = 0, (B.6)

and for r0-dependent values of Cth
θ2x, C

th
θ2z, C

th
xy determined by (B.5),

fθ2x = fθ2z = fxy = 0. (B.7)

This is what we utilized in our computations. When comparing around r = r0 of fr(r), fθ1x, fθ1z, fzz,

we can find a solution for Cth
θ1x, C

th
θ1z, C

th
zz , fx10x10(r0). The expression fx10x10 could be calculated

separately from:

• matching fθ2y: Putting b = 1√
3 + ϵ [1], [2] implies

fx10x10(r0) ∼ −MΣ1(αθ1 , αθ2) log r0

N
7
5 log2 NNfϵ5α3

θ2

. (B.8)
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• matching fyy: We obtained:

fx10x10(r0) ∼ −
g

3
2
sM2 log3 r0α

4
θ1Σ1(αθ1 , αθ2)

ϵ5 logN r0α6
θ2N

43
20

. (B.9)

We have shown that (B.8) and (B.9) are compatible if the IR cut-off r0 is used:

r0 = W

(
1

2
√
a

)
≈ ae

− 4 log2(− log(a))
log2(a) log2(a), (B.10)

W represents the Lambert’s product log function and a ≡
81

√
6gs3/2M( 1

N )3/4
Nfα

4
θ1

π3/2α3
θ2

.

• matching fx10x10 : We obtained:

fx10x10(r0) ∼ −M log3 r0Σ1(αθ1 , αθ2)
ϵ5r2

0 logN Nfα3
θ2N

5
4
. (B.11)

Numerically, e.g., for M = Nf = 3, N = 102, gs = 0.1 and O(1) αθ1,2 , we showed that

(B.11) is compatible with (B.8) and (B.9).

• matching ft(r)

− 2 (9b2 + 1)4
b10Mr0

2Σ1 (6a2 + r0
2)

3π (−18b4 + 3b2 + 1)4 logNN8/15Nfα3
θ2 (6a2r02 − 27a4 + r04)

+ Cth
zz − 2Cth

θ1z + 2Cth
θ1x

=
99
√

3
2gs

3/2M 5
√

1
N
Nfr0α

6
θ1fx10x10(r0) log2(r0)

2π3/2α5
θ2

. (B.12)

• matching fθ1x

Cth
θ1x − b10 (9b2 + 1)4

Mr0
2Σ1 (6a2 + r0

2)
3π (−18b4 + 3b2 + 1)4 logNN8/15Nfα3

θ2 (6a2r02 − 27a4 + r04)

= −
99
√

3
2gs

3/2M 5
√

1
N
Nfr0α

6
θ1fx10x10(r0) log2(r0)

4π3/2α5
θ2

− fx10x10(r0). (B.13)
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• matching fθ1z

8
√

2 (9b2 + 1)4
b12Σ1

243π3 (1 − 3b2)10 (6b2 + 1)8 gs9/4 logN4N7/6Nf
3α7

θ1α
6
θ2 (6a2r03 − 27a4r0 + r05)

+ Cth
θ1z

=
539π3N2/5α2

θ2fx10x10(r0)
1728gs3M2Nf

2 log2(r)
. (B.14)

• matching fzz

Cth
zz − b10 (9b2 + 1)4

Mr0
2Σ1 log(r0)

27π3/2 (3b2 − 1)5 (6b2 + 1)4 √
gs logN2N23/20Nfα5

θ2

=
539π3N2/5α2

θ2fx10x10(r0)
864gs3M2Nf

2 log2(r0)
.(B.15)

• We solved (B.13) - (B.15) and obtained:

Cth
zz ∼

(
1
N

)3/4
r0

2Σ1

ϵ5gs7/2 logN2MNf
3α3

θ2 log(r0)

Cth
θ1z ∼

(
1
N

)3/4
r0

2Σ1

2ϵ5gs7/2 logN2MNf
3α3

θ2 log(r0)

Cth
θ1x ∼

(
1
N

)7/6
Σ1

ϵ11gs9/4 logN4Nf
3r05α7

θ1α
6
θ2

. (B.16)

Hence, Cth
zz − 2Cth

θ1z + 2Cth
θ1x = 2Cth

θ1x < 0 (as Σ1 < 0). This was argued in (2.30) by

demanding compliance with the phenomenological value of the 1-loop renormalized

LEC occurring in the O(p4) SU(3) χPT
(
∇µU

†∇µU
)2

.

B.3 M-Theory Metric Associated with Rotating Cylin-

drical Black Hole and Thermal Backgrounds

• The following are O(β0) components associated with the M-theory dual involving a
rotating cylindrical black hole background in the MQGP limit differ from those derived
in [15,66]. Apart from these components, rest of the components are same as given in
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(B.1) at O(β0).

GM
tt (r) =

(
1
N

)3/2
r2 (a1(r)(N −B(r)) − a2(r))

2
√
π 3
√
a1(r)√gs

(
g(r) − l2ω2

1 − l2ω2

)
,
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tϕ (r) = GM

ϕt (r) =
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1
N

)3/2
r2 (a1(r)(N −B(r)) − a2(r))

2
√
π 3
√
a1(r)√gs

(
l2ω(1 − g(r))
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)
,
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1
N

)3/2
r2 (a1(r)(N −B(r)) − a2(r))

2
√
π 3
√
a1(r)√gs

(
−g(r)l4ω2 + l2

1 − l2ω2

)
, (B.17)

where

a1(r) =
3
(

−Nf log
(

9a2r4 + r6
)

− 4Nf log
(
αθ1

)
− 4Nf log

(
αθ2

)
+ 2Nf log(N) + 4 log(4)Nf + 8π
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)
8π

,

a2(r) =
12a2M2Nfgs (c2 log (rh) + c1)

9a2 + r2 ,

a3(r) =
r2a2(r)

2Nf (6a2 + r2)
,

a4(r) =
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9a2 + r2 ,

b1(r) =
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s
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(
4
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)
+ 8π
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)
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)
Nfgs log
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αθ1αθ2
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r2 − 3a2(6r + 1)
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Nfgs log2(r) −
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Nfgs log(N)(2 log(r) + 1)
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,

b2(r) =
MNfg

7/4
s log(r)

(
36a2 log(r) + r

)
3
√

2π5/4rα3
θ2

,

B(r) =
3gsM2 log(r)

32π2 ×
[(

12Nfgs log(r) + 2Nfgs log
(
αθ1

)
+ 2Nfgs log

(
αθ2

)
+ 6Nfgs

)
+
(
Nfgs(− log(N)) − 2 log(4)Nfgs + 8π

)]
,

B1(r) =
2
√
π

√
N

√
gs

r2 ,

g(r) = 1 −
r4
h

r4 . (B.18)

• The O(β) terms in the small ω-limit, remain the same as worked out in [1] and has

been provide in (B.1).

• The M-theory metric containing a cylindrical thermal gravitational background for

the MQGP limit could be produced from the M-theory metric involving a thermal

background provided in [3] simply by replacing x3 with lϕ.
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B.4 O(β) Contribution to the On-Shell Action Densi-

ties for the Rotating QGP Tc Calculation

To derive the contribution that comes from the O(β) contributions in the on-shell action

density for the black hole backdrop, write the metric in diagonal basis (3.118). The t − ϕ

subspace’s unwarped metric could be expressed as:

ds2 = −
(

1 − r4
h

r4γ2

)
dT 2 + l2dΦ2, (B.19)

where

dT = dt− l2r4
hωdϕ

r4 − r4
h

; dΦ = l2r4
hωdt

r4 − r4
h

+ dϕ. (B.20)

In the diagonal basis, the O(β) implemented metric is represented as: GM
MN = GMQGP

MN (1 + βfMN(r)),

where fMN(r) are given in [1] which can also be read from (B.1). Since we are concentrating

at O(β), we dropped the terms of O(ω2) in (B.20)-(B.29). At O(β), finite contributions cor-

responding to the on-shell action densities for the rotating cylindrical black hole and thermal

backgrounds were calculated via an identical method just like done in the computation of

O(β0) contributions, see 3.4.2, and the final results are given as:

(
1 + r4

h

2R4
UV

)
Sβ,BH
D=11, on−shell UV−finite

V4
=
−2Cθ1xκ

IR√
G(1)R(0) +

20
(
−Cbh

zz + 2Cbh
θ1z − 3Cbh

θ1x

)
κβ, IR

EH

11



×
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3rh
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R
D5/D5

)
log

(
1 − rh

R
D5/D5

)
N1/2RD5/D5

4 β, (B.21)

and

Sβ,thermal
D=11, on−shell UV−finite

V4
= −

20κIR, β
EH,thr0

3N1/2fx10x10(r0)

11gs3/2MNf
5/3Rth

D5/D5
3 log

2
3 (N) log

(
r0

Rth
D5/D5

)β. (B.22)
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We can now write the metric in (t, ϕ) subspace and O(R4) correction to the same, i.e.,

fMN(r), where (M,N = t, ϕ) (we are concentrating exclusively on the t, ϕ) subspace). The

metric’s tt component could be written as:

gtt =
(
dT

dt

)2

GM
TT +

(
dΦ
dϕ

)2

GM
ΦΦ, (B.23)

implying

ftt =
(
dT

dt

)2

fTT +
(
dΦ
dϕ

)2

fΦΦ = fTT + fΦΦ. (B.24)

Similarly,the ϕt component of the metric is written as:

gϕt =
(
dT

dϕ

)(
dT

dt

)
GM
TT +

(
dT

dϕ

)(
dT

dt

)
GM

ΦΦ, (B.25)

and therefore,

fϕt =
(
dT

dϕ

)(
dT

dt

)
fTT +

(
dT

dϕ

)(
dT

dt

)
fΦΦ = − l2ωr4

h

r4 − r4
h

(fTT − fΦΦ) . (B.26)

The same is also applicable for the ϕϕ component:

gϕϕ =
(
dT

dϕ

)2

GM
TT +

(
dΦ
dϕ

)2

GM
ΦΦ, (B.27)

hence fϕϕ is obtained as:

fϕϕ =
(
dT

dϕ

)2

fTT +
(
dΦ
dϕ

)2

fΦΦ = −
(
l2ωr4

h

r4 − r4
h

)
fTT + fΦΦ. (B.28)

In the small-ω limit, γ = 1, hence the equation (B.19) simplified as:

ds2 = −
(

1 − r4
h

r4

)
dT 2 + l2dΦ2. (B.29)
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As a result, the structure of the M-theory metric for the black hole background in the small

ω-limit in rotating quark-gluon plasma is the same as the structure of the M-theory metric

without rotation. As a result, in the small ω-limit, the higher derivative corrections to the

M-theory metric for the rotating cylindrical black hole and thermal backgrounds will be

the same as obtained in [1]. As a result, the on-shell action densities associated with the

rotating cylindrical thermal and black hole background will be identical to [3] (i.e. similar

to 3.2) augmented by a factor of l, which is going to cancel out at the UV cut-off from both

sides of the equation (3.131).

B.5 Holographic Renormalization of Rotating Gravi-

tational Backgrounds

Here, we have discussed the holographic renormalization of rotating cylindrical black hole

and thermal backgrounds used in 3.4.

• Rotating Cylindrical Black Hole Background: Divergent parts of the M-theory

on-shell action of the rotating cylindrical black hole background at O(β0) have the

following structure:

Sβ
0,BH

UV−div = −1
2

−2S(0)
EH + 2S(0)

GHY


=
(
λ̃UV−div

GHY,BH + λ̃EHUV−div

)  RUV

RBH
D5/D5

4

log
 RUV

RBH
D5/D5

 . (B.30)

UV-divergences appearing in the M-theory on-shell action of the rotating cylindrical
black hole background at O(β0) will be cancelled by the following term:

Sβ
0, BH

CT =
∫ √

−hMR|r=RUV

V4
= −

(
λ̃UV−div

GHY,BH + λ̃EHUV−div

)
λ̃√

−hMR@∂M11

(
RUV

RBH
D5/D5

)4

log
(

RUV

RBH
D5/D5

)
, (B.31)

where, λ̃UV−div
GHY,BH, λ̃

EH
UV−div and λ̃√

−hMR@∂M11
are the prefactors defined in terms of

the parameters of the model, e.g., N,MUV, NUV
f , gUV

s , αθ1,2 etc. Divergent part in the
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on-shell action for the rotating cylindrical black hole background at O(β) in the UV

is:

Sβ, BH
UV−div =

∫ √
−GMGMN

M
δJ0

δGMN
M

∣∣∣∣
UV−div

V4
= λ̃

(0)√
−GMGMN

M
δJ0

δGMN
M

RUV
4

log
(

RUV
RBH
D5/D5

)
NUV
f

8/3
(B.32)

We found that UV-divergence appearing in equation (B.32) will be cancelled by the

following counter term:

Sβ, BH
CT = −


λ̃

(0)√
−GMGMN

M

δJ0
δGMN

M

λ̃
(0)√

−hMhMN
M

δJ0
δGMN

M


∫ √

−hMhmn δJ0
δhmnM

∣∣∣∣
UV−div

V4

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
r=constant

, (B.33)

provided

NUV
f ∼

(
log

(
RUV

Rbh
D5/D5

)) 15
2

log1/2 N
, (B.34)

where λ̃(0)√
−GMGMN

M
δJ0

δGMN
M

and λ̃(0)√
−hMhMN

M
δJ0

δGMN
M

are depending on N,MUV, gUV
s , αθ1,2 etc.

• Rotating Cylindrical Thermal Background: Divergent part of the M-theory

on-shell action at O(β0) in the UV have the following form:

Sβ
0,th

UV−div = −1
2

−2S(0)
EH + 2S(0)

GHY


= −λ̃UV−div

GHY

 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

4

log
 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

− λ̃β
0,2

UV−div

 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

4

, (B.35)

where λ̃UV−div
GHY and λ̃β

0,2
UV−div are the prefactors defined in terms ofN,MUV, NUV

f , gUV
s , αθ1,2

etc. Counter terms to cancel the UV-divergences for the cylindrical thermal background
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at O(β0) are:

Sβ
0,th

CT =

 λ̃UV−div
GHY

λ
(0)√

−hM@∂M11


∫
r=RUV

√
−hM

V4
+

 λ̃β
0,2

UV−div

λ
(0)√

−hMR@∂M11


∫
r=RUV

√
−hMR

V4
.(B.36)

where first and second terms in equation (B.36) are counter terms for the first and

second terms in equation (B.35) and are given as below:

∫
r=RUV

√
−hM = λ

(0)√
−hM@∂M11

 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

4

log
 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

 ,
∫
r=RUV

√
−hMR = λ

(0)√
−hMR@∂M11

 RUV

Rth
D5/D5

4

, (B.37)

where λ(0)√
−hM@∂M11

and λ
(0)√

−hMR@∂M11
are defined in terms of the parameters

(N,MUV, NUV
f , gUV

s , αθ1,2 etc.) of the model. UV divergence at O(β) coming from√
−GMGMN δJ0

δGMN

V4
will be cancelled by

∫ √
−hMGmn

δJ0
δGmn

V4
provided NUV

f = 1
logN +ϵ1, where

0 < ϵ1 ≪ 1 .





APPENDIX C

C.1 Complex Extrinsic Curvatures and Riemann Ten-

sors

Let z = xeit and z̄ = xe−it. Then

∂z = −
(
i

z

)
∂t +

(
x

z

)
∂x

∂z̄ =
(
i

z̄

)
∂t +

(
x

z̄

)
∂x

Since Kzij = 1
2∂zgij(r) and Kz̄ml = 1

2∂z̄gml(r). Therefore,

KzijKz̄ml =
( 1
x2KtijKtml +KxijKxml − i

x
KtijKxml + i

x
KxijKtml

)
(C.1)

For the Hartman-Maldacena surface induced metric is t(r) dependent and for the island

surface induced metric is x(r) dependent. Therefore Kxij = 0 for Hartman-Maldacena

surface and Ktij = 0 for the island surface and hence in either case imaginary part of (C.1)

will be zero.

We can go from complex Riemann tensors to real Riemann tensors by using the following

265
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coordinate transformations:

Rzzzz = ∂xα

∂z

∂xβ

∂z

∂xγ

∂z

∂xη

∂z
Rxαxβxγxη , (C.2)

where xα/β/γ/η = t, r. Therefore,

δL
Rzzzz

= ∂z

∂xα
∂z

∂xβ
∂z

∂xγ
∂z

∂xη

(
δL

δRxαxβxγxη

)
. (C.3)

Similarly to calculate the second term is holographic entanglement entropy formula we use

the following coordinate transformations:

δ

δRzizj

= ∂z

∂xα
∂z

∂xβ

(
δ

δRxαixβj

)
,

δ

δRzkzl

= ∂z

∂xγ
∂z

∂xη

(
δ

δRxγkxηl

)
. (C.4)

Hence by using equation (C.4) we can obtain the second term appearing in holographic

entanglement entropy formula in terms of the real coordinates (t, x) using the coordinate

transformations given below:

δ2L
δRzizjδRzkzl

= ∂z

∂xα
∂z

∂xβ
∂z

∂xγ
∂z

∂xη

(
δ2L

δRxαixβjδRxγkxηl

)
. (C.5)

C.2 HM-Like/IS Analytics/Numerics

In the present appendix, we describe (i) the angular integrations utilized throughout the

computation and the equation describing the area of a Hartman-Maldacena-like surface, and

(ii) the process by which we estimate the turning point in the context of Island Surface

entanglement entropy.
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C.2.1 HM-Like Surface Area

The angular integrations in changing the delocalized results near (θ1, θ2) =
(
αθ1

N
1
5
,
αθ2

N
3

10

)
,

to global results, ignoring the entirety of O
(

O(1)
Nα

)
, α > 1, were carried out as follows.

Transforming local to global coordinates, i.e., (x, y, z) → (ϕ1, ϕ2, ψ) using [15]:

dx =
√
h2 (gsN)

1
4

1 + O
(
gsM

2

N

)
+ O

(
(gsM2)(gsNf )

N

) sin θ1dϕ1,

dy =
√
h4 (gsN)

1
4

1 + O
(
gsM

2

N

)
+ O

(
(gsM2)(gsNf )

N

) sin θ2dϕ2,

dz =
√
h1 (gsN)

1
4

1 + O
(
gsM

2

N

)
+ O

(
(gsM2)(gsNf )

N

)dψ, (C.6)

where h1 = 1
9 + O

(
gsM2

N

)
, h2 = 1

6 + O
(
gsM2

N

)
, h4 = h2 + 4a2

r2 [14], [15],

1
α3
θ1α

2
θ2

→ lim
ϵ1,2→0

∫ π−ϵ2

ϵ2

√
gsNdθ2 sin θ2

∫ π−ϵ1

ϵ1
dθ1 sin θ1

1(
N

1
5 sin θ1

)3 (
N

3
10 sin θ2

)2 ∼ lim
ϵ1,2→0

| log ϵ2|
N

7
10 ϵ1

.

(C.7)

The principal (P) corresponding to (C.7) is found by reducing | log ϵ2| to logP+ | log ϵ2|,P ∈

Z+ and requiring logP + log ϵ2 = −ϵ1, or ϵ2 = e−ϵ1√
P ,P > 1. Analogously,

1
αθ1α

6
θ2

→ lim
ϵ1,2→0

∫ π−ϵ2

ϵ2

√
gsNdθ2 sin θ2

∫ π−ϵ1

ϵ1
dθ1 sin θ1

1(
N

1
5 sin θ1

) (
N

3
10 sin θ2

)6

P→
π(540 log(2) − 107)√gs

720N3/2 .

(C.8)

Assume that r∗ ∈IR, approximating log r ≈ log rh when r = υrh∀r ∈IR, υ = O(1), we
obtained the result given below after radial integration of (7.35):

AHM ∼

[
EM2 10

√
NN6

f g
17/4
s log2 (rh) (log(N) − 3 log (rh)) 4

(
3r5

∗ (log(N) − 9 log (rh)) 2 + 15r∗r
4
h log2(N)

− 10r3
∗r

2
h log(N) (log(N) − 9 log (rh)) − r5

h

(
36 log(N) log (rh) + 243 log2 (rh) + 8 log2(N)

))]
. (C.9)
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C.2.2 IS Turning Point

To determine the point of turning tilderT in the scenario of island surface’s entanglement

entropy (refEE-IS-simp), observe that: H(rT )
σ(rT ) = C2, up to leading order in N , that acquires:

1458gs5/4M2N2/5Nf
6r4
T

(
r4
T − rh

4
)

log7(rT )
(
7 logNr2

T − 3a2 logN
)

− 6561gs5/4M2N2/5Nf
6r6
T

(
r4
T − rh

4
)

log8(rT ) + O
(

1
(log rh)6

)
= C̃2. (C.10)

Let us write r̃T = 1 + δ2, insertion in (C.10), considering 0 < δ2 ≪ 1 and so approximating

log r ≈ log rh, produces the result that follows:

1458δ2rh
10 log7(rh)(4(47δ2 + 6) logN − 9(15δ2 + 2) log(rh))

− 5832
√

3δ2(11δ2 + 2)ϵ logNrh10 log7(rh) = M2N2/5Nf
6C̃2

gs5/4 . (C.11)

Assuming | log rh| ≫ logN again, the appropriate solution to (C.11) is obtained as:

δ2 ≈ M2N2/5Nf
6C̃2

26244gs5/4rh10 log8(rh)
− 2

15 . (C.12)

Based on the estimate of r = r0 ∼ rh : Neff(r0) = 0 obtained in [82], writing rh ∼ e−κrhN
1
3 ,

and assuming C̃2 = e−κCN
1
3 . Numerically, for M = Nf = 3, gs = 0.1, N = 103.3 and assuming

κC = 1.37, κrh = 0.1, C̃ = 3 × 10−8, we obtained δ2 = 5.6 × 10−4.

C.3 Hartman-Maldacena-like Surface Miscellania

We present numerous r dependent functions that appear in the entanglement entropy formula

to describe the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface at O(β0) and O(β) in this appendix. We

also calculated the equation of motion pertaining to the embedding function associated with

the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface.
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• The r dependent functions appearing in equation (7.57) are given as:

α(r) = κα
r2 (Nfgs(2 log(N) − 6 log(r))) 2/3

√
Ng

3/2
s

,

σ(r) = κσ
Ngs − 3M2Nfg

3
s log(r)(log(N) − 6 log(r))
(r4 − rh4) ,

λ(r) = κλ

−
MN17/10N

4/3
f g5/2

s (r2 − rh
2) log(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r)) 3

√
log(N) − 3 log(r)

r4α3
θ1α

2
θ2


∼ −

MN21/20N
4/3
f g13/4

s (r2 − r2
h)κλ log(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r)) 3

√
log(N) − 3 log(r)

3r4 ,

λ1(r) = κλ1

M7N7/10N
7/3
f g7

s log4(r)(log(N) − 12 log(r))3(log(N) − 9 log(r))
r2α3

θ1α
2
θ2(log(N) − 3 log(r))5/3


∼
M7 20

√
NN

7/3
f g31/4

s κλ1 log4(r)(log(N) − 12 log(r))3(log(N) − 9 log(r))
3r2(log(N) − 3 log(r))5/3 ,

λ2(r) = κλ2

M3N7/10 3
√
Nfg

3
s log2(r)(log(N) − 12 log(r))(log(N) − 9 log(r))
r2α3

θ1α
2
θ2(log(N) − 3 log(r))5/3


∼
M3 20

√
N 3
√
Nfg

15/4
s κλ2 log2(r)(log(N) − 12 log(r))(log(N) − 9 log(r))

3r2(log(N) − 3 log(r))5/3 ,

L1 = L2 =

√
α(r)

(
σ(r) −

(
1 − r4

h

r4

)
t′(r)2

)
t′(r)2

(
σ(r) −

(
1 − r4

h

r4

)
t′(r)2

)4

×
(
α′(r)

(
σ(r) −

(
1 − r4

h

r4

)
t′(r)2

)
+ α(r)

(
σ′(r) − t′(r)

(
4r4

h

r5 t
′(r) + 2

(
1 − r4

h

r4

)
t′′(r)

)))2

,

L3 = L4 =

√
α(r)

(
σ(r) −

(
1 − r4

h

r4

)
t′(r)2

)
t′(r)2 ,

Z(r) = −κZ
MN37/10g35/6

s log(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r))
r14α3

θ1α
2
θ2N

4/3
f (log(N) − 3 log(r))7/3

∼ −π23/6MN61/20g79/12
s κZ log(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r))

r14N
4/3
f (log(N) − 3 log(r))7/3

,

W (r) = −κW
MN37/10g35/6

s log(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r))
r14α3

θ1α
2
θ2N

4/3
f (log(N) − 3 log(r))7/3

∼ −MN61/20g79/12
s κW log(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r))

r14N
4/3
f (log(N) − 3 log(r))7/3

,
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U(r) = −κU
M2NNfg

3
s log(r)(log(N) − 45 log(r))

r4αθ1α
6
θ2(log(N) − 3 log(r))3

∼ −M2Nfg
15/4
s κU log(r)(log(N) − 45 log(r))
4
√
Nr4(log(N) − 3 log(r))3

,

V (r) = κV
M2NNfg

3
s

r4αθ1α
6
θ2 log2(r)

∼ M2Nfg
15/4
s κV

4
√
Nr4 log2(r)

, (C.13)

where κα, κσ, κλ, κλ1 and κλ2 etc. are numerical pre-factors. Further, κZ , κW , κU and

κV are the numerical factors including
(

8
qα+1

)
.

• In the case of the existence of higher derivative terms, the following have been used to
compute the first and second terms of holographic entanglement entropy computation:

δJ0

δRM1N1P1Q1

= GM1M1GN1N1GP1P1GQ1Q1

(
RPN1P1QR

Q
RSQ1

+ 1
2RPQP1Q1R

Q
RSN1

)
R RSP
M1

+
(
δQ1
Q RHN1P1K + 1

2δ
N1
Q RHKP1Q1

)
R RSM1
H RQRSK

+GN1N1GP1P1GQ1Q1

(
RQ1MNQR

M1MNK + 1
2RQ1QMNR

M1KMN

)
RQN1P1K

+GM1M1

(
RPMNM1R

HMNQ1 + 1
2RPM1MNR

HQ1MN

)
R N1P1P
H (C.14)

and

δ2J0

δRM2N2P2Q2δRM1N1P1Q1

= A1 + A2 + A3 + A4, (C.15)

where

A1 = GM1M1GN1N1GP1P1GQ1Q1

[
δM2
M1
GN2N2GP2P2GQ2Q2

(
RQ2N1P1QR

Q
N2P2Q1

+ 1
2RQ2QP1Q1R

Q
N2P2N1

)
+
(
δM2
P δN2

N1
δP2
P1
δQ2
Q RQRSQ1

R RSP
M1

+ 1
2δ

M2
P δN2

Q δP2
P1
δQ2
Q1
RQRSN1

R RSP
M1

)
+
(
GM2M2δN2

R δP2
S δQ2

Q1
R RSP
M1

RPN1P1M2 + 1
2G

M2M2δN2
R δP2

S δQ2
N1
R RSP
M1

RPM2P1Q1

)]
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A1 ≡ GM1M1GN1N1GP1P1GQ1Q1

[
δM2
M1
GN2N2GP2P2GQ2Q2

(
RQ2N1P1QR

Q
N2P2Q1

+ 1
2RQ2QP1Q1R

Q
N2P2N1

)
+
(
δN2
N1
δP2
P1
RQ2

RSQ1
R RSM2
M1

+ 1
2δ

P2
P1
δQ2
Q1
RN2

RSN1
R RSM2
M1

)
+
(
GM2M2δQ2

Q1
R N2P2P
M1

RPN1P1M2 + 1
2G

M2M2δQ2
N1
R N2P2P
M1

RPM2P1Q1

)]
,

A2 =
[(

GM2M2GQ2Q2GN2N1GP2P1RQ1
RSQ2

+ 1
2G

M2M2GN2N2GP2P1GQ2Q1RN1
RSN2

)
R RSM1
M2

+
(
GQ2M1GN2N2GP2P2RM2N1P1K + 1

2G
Q2M1GN2N2GP2P2RM2KP1Q1

)
RN1

N2P2K

+
(
GM2Q1RHN1P1Q2 + 1

2G
M2N1RHQ2P1Q1

)
R N2P2M1
H

]
,

A3 =
[
GN1N1GP1P1GQ1Q1

[(
δM2
Q1
δQ2
Q RM1N2P2K +GM2M1GN2N2GP2P2GQ2KRQ1N2P2Q

+ 1
2δ

M2
Q1
δN2
Q RM1KP2Q2 + 1

2G
M2M1GN2KGP2P2GQ2Q2RQ1QP2Q2

)
RQN1P1K

+GM2M2δN2
N1
δP2
P1

(
RQ1MNM2R

M1MNQ2 + 1
2RQ1M2MNR

M1Q2MN

)]]
,

A4 = GM1M1

[(
δM2
P δQ2

M1
RHN2P2Q1 +GM2HGN2N2GP2P2GQ2Q1RPN2P2M1

+ 1
2δ

M2
P δN2

M1
RHQ1P2Q2 + 1

2G
M2HGN2Q1GP2P2GQ2Q2RPM1P2Q2
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R N1P1P
H

+GN2N1GP2P1GQ2Q2

(
RQ2MNM1R

M2MNQ1 + 1
2RQ2M1MNR

M2Q1MN

)]
. (C.16)

• To derive the equation of motion associated with embedding t(r), we must compute
the derivatives that result from equation (7.56):
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and
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where
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(C.19)

where κp1 , κpβi=1,..,9
and κFβ correspond to the numerical factors. For the action (7.56)

and utilizing the equations (C.17) and (C.18), the equation of motion associated with
the embedding t(r) is obtained as:
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. (C.20)

where EOM=
d

(
δL

δt′(r)

)
dr

=
d2
(

δL
δt′′(r)

)
dr2
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C.4 Island Surface Miscellania

We enumerate the many functions that emerge from the entanglement entropy of the is-

land surface at O(β) in this appendix. We additionally calculated the derivatives of the

Lagrangian associated with the island surface here, which were utilized to calculate the

equation of motion concerning the island surface’s embedding.

• The following terms (λ3,4(r)) exist in the Wald entanglement entropy term (first term
of holographic entanglement entropy (7.78)) of the island surface:
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where κλ3 and κλ4 being the numerical factors.

• The r dependent functions appeared in the anomaly term (the second term of holo-
graphic entanglement entropy (7.78)) are as follows:
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,
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where κZ1 , κW1 , κU1 and κV1 are the numerical pre-factors including
(

8
qα+1

)
.

• For the action associated with the island surface’s embedding (7.79), we obtained:
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(C.24)

and,
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, (C.25)

where F1(rh), F β
i=1,..,13(rh), f1(rh), fβi=1,..,4(rh), Fβ

i=1,2(rh) and Yi=1,3(rh) appearing in (C.23),
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(C.24) and (C.25) are:
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, (C.27)

and,
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where κF1 , κFβi=1,..,13
, κf1 , κfβi=1,..,4

, κFβ
1,2
, κY1,3 represent the numerical factors and Cθ1x

being the integration constant.
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C.5 Possible Terms Appearing in Holographic Entan-

glement Entropies

Within this appendix, we provided all of the terms that could possibly be obtained by

differentiating the Lagrangian of the M-theory dual, including O(R4) corrections. We have

included all of the words associated with the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface in C.5.1, and

all of the available terms of the island surface in C.5.2.

C.5.1 Hartman-Maldacena-like Surface
• √

−g Associated with the Induced Metric (7.23):
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The equation (C.30) suggests that in the large-N limit, (iii) and (iv) terms correspond

to the most dominant terms.
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2
f g

9/2
s log3(N)(log(N) − 23 log(r))3

(
log(N) + 18 log2(r)

)√
α(r) (σ(r) − t′(r)2)

r4α10
θ2

log2(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r))3(log(N) − 3 log(r))5t′(r)2

)
,

(v)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2

(Gxx)3 (Gii) (Gll) (Gmm)
(
Gjj
)
RjQxlR

Q
ixmKtijKtml ∼

∫
dV9

(
Z(r)

2
L1

)
,

(vi)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2

(Gxx)3 (Gjm) (Gll)RPxxlR ixP
x KtijKtml

∼
∫

dV9
√

−g
(

−
M2NNfg

3
s log6(N)(log(N) − 51 log(r))(log(N) − 23 log(r))

√
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6
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log3(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r))3(log(N) − 3 log(r))5t′(r)2

)
,

(vii)
∫

dV9
√

−g (Gxx)2 (Gim) (Gll)RxMNjRlMNxKtijKtml ∼ 0,

(viii)
∫

dV9
√

−g (Gxx)2 (Gjj) (Gim)RxMNlRjMNxKtijKtml ∼ 0,

(ix)
∫

dV9
√

−g (Gxx)3 (Gii) (Gjj) (Gll) (Gmm)RQmxjRlixQKtijKtml ∼ 0,

(x)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2

(Gxx)2 (Gim) (Gll)RxjMNRlxMNKtijKtml

∼
∫

dV9
√

−g
[

−
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8/3
f

g
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√
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×
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)]

,

(xi)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2

(Gxx)2 (Gim) (Gjj)RxlMNRjxMNKtijKtml

∼
∫

dV9
√

−g
[

−
MN7/10r2N

8/3
f

g
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√
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×
(
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×
(
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σ′(r) − 2t′(r)t′′(r)

))2
π4/3r4α(r)2N

2/3
f

(2 log(N) − log(r))26/3
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σ(r) − t′(r)2
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)]

,
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(xii)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2

(Gxx)3 (Gii) (Gjj) (Gll) (Gmm)RQmxiRlQxjKtijKtml ∼
∫

dV9

(
Z(r)

2
L1

)
,

(xiii)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2

(Gxx)3 (Gjj) (Gil)R mxP
x RPxxjKtijKtml

∼
∫

dV9
√

−g
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−
M2NNfg

3
s log5(N)(5 log(N) − 211 log(r))(log(N) − 23 log(r))
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α(r) (σ(r) − t′(r)2)

r4αθ1α
6
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log(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r))3(log(N) − 3 log(r))5t′(r)2

)
,(C.31)

where there is no N dependence in G1(r) and G2(r). The terms (v) and (xii) are the

most prominent in the large-N limit among all the terms stated above.

•
∫
dV9

√
−g

(
∂2J0

∂Rtitj∂Rtmtl

)
KtijKtml:

(i)
∫

dV9
√

−g
(
Gtt
)2

(Gmm)
(
Gll
)
δimR

TSt
t Rj

TSl
KtijKtml

∼
∫

dV9
√

−g
(

−
M2NNfg

3
s log5(N)(23 log(N) − 72 log(r))2(log(N) − 27 log(r))

√
α(r) (σ(r) − t′(r)2)

r4αθ1α
6
θ2

(log(N) − 9 log(r))4(log(N) − 3 log(r))6t′(r)2

)
,

(ii)
∫

dV9
√

−g
(
Gtt
)3 (

Gii
) (
Gjj
)

(Gmm)
(
Gll
)
RjmtQR

Q
itl
KtijKtml ∼ 0,

(iii)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2
(
Gtt
)2

(Gmm)
(
Gjl
)
R TSt
t RiTStKtijKtml ∼ 0,

(iv)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2
(
Gtt
)2 (

Gii
) (
Gjl
)
R TSt
t RmTSiKtijKtml

∼
∫

dV9
√

−g
(
M3N13/10αθ1N

2
f g

9/2
s log3(N)(log(N) − 23 log(r))3

(
log(N) + 18 log2(r)

)√
α(r) (σ(r) − t′(r)2)

1728
√

6π7/2r4α10
θ2

log2(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r))3(log(N) − 3 log(r))5t′(r)2

)
,

(v)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2
(
Gtt
)3 (

Gii
) (
Gll
)

(Gmm)
(
Gjj
)
RjQtlR

Q
itmKtijKtml ∼

∫
dV9

(
W (r)

2
L2

)
,

(vi)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2
(
Gtt
)3 (

Gjm
) (
Gll
)
RPttlR

itP
t KtijKtml

∼
∫

dV9
√

−g
(
M2NNfg

3
s log5(N)(5 log(N) − 211 log(r))(log(N) − 23 log(r))

√
α(r) (σ(r) − t′(r)2)

r4αθ1α
6
θ2

log(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r))3(log(N) − 3 log(r))5t′(r)2

)
,

(vii)
∫

dV9
√
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(
Gtt
)2 (

Gim
) (
Gll
)
RtMNjRlMNtKtijKtml ∼ 0,

(viii)
∫

dV9
√
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(
Gtt
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Gjj
) (
Gim

)
RtMNlRjMNtKtijKtml ∼ 0,

(ix)
∫

dV9
√

−g
(
Gtt
)3 (
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) (
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) (
Gll
)

(Gmm)RQmtjRlitQKtijKtml ∼ 0,

(x)
∫
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√

−g
1
2
(
Gtt
)2 (

Gim
) (
Gll
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RtjMNRltMNKtijKtml

∼
∫
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√
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]
,
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(xi)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2
(
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)2 (

Gim
) (
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)
RtlMNRjtMNKtijKtml

∼
∫
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√
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−
MN7/10r2N
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g
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√
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α3
θ1
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×
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52 3√6M4g4
s log2(r)(log(N) − 12 log(r))2

(
σ(r)α′(r) − α′(r)t′(r)2 + α(r) (σ′(r) − 2t′(r)t′′(r))

)2

π4/3r4α(r)2N
2/3
f

(log(N) − 3 log(r))8/3 (σ(r) − t′(r)2)2

)]
,

(xii)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2
(
Gtt
)3 (

Gii
) (
Gjj
) (
Gll
)

(Gmm)RQmtiRlQtjKtijKtml ∼
∫

dV9

(
W (r)

2
L2

)
,

(xiii)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2
(
Gtt
)3 (

Gjj
) (
Gil
)
R mtP
t RPttjKtijKtml

∼
∫

dV9
√

−g
(

−
M2NNfg

3
s log6(N)(log(N) − 51 log(r))(log(N) − 23 log(r))

√
α(r) (σ(r) − t′(r)2)

r4αθ1α
6
θ2

log3(r)(log(N) − 9 log(r))3(log(N) − 3 log(r))5t′(r)2

)
, (C.32)

where G3(r) and G4(r) have no N dependence. The terms (v) and (xii) are the most

dominant in the large-N limit.

•
∫
dV9

√
−g

(
∂2J0

∂Rtitj∂Rxmxl

)
KtijKtml:

(i)
∫
dV9

√
−g (Gxx)2 (Gmm)

(
Gll
)
δimδ

t
P δ

t
Rδ

j
QR

TSP
x RQTSlKtijKtml ∼

∫
dV9 (U(r)L3) ,

(ii)
∫
dV9

√
−g (Gxx)2 (

Gii
) (
Gjj
)

(Gmm)
(
Gll
) (
Gtt
)
δtxRjmxQR

Q
itlKtijKtml ∼ 0,

(iii)
∫
dV9

√
−g (Gxx)2 (Gmm)

(
Gll
) (
Gtt
)
δiT δ

t
Sδ

j
lRPmxtR

TSP
x KtijKtml ∼ 0,

(iv)
∫
dV9

√
−g 1

2 (Gxx)2 (Gmm)
(
Gll
) (
Gtt
)
δiT δ

t
Sδ

j
mRPtxlR

TSP
x KtijKtml ∼ 0,

(v)
∫
dV9

√
−g (Gxx)

(
Gtt
)2 (

Gii
) (
Gjl
)
RmxPt RPitxKtijKtml ∼ 0,

(vi)
∫
dV9

√
−g 1

2
(
Gtt
)2 (Gxx)

(
Gjj
) (
GiK

)
δlKR

mxP
t RPxtjKtijKtml ∼ 0. (C.33)

Since, only first term is non-zero, and hence this contributes to the Lagrangian.

•
∫
dV9

√
−g

(
∂2J0

∂Rtixj∂Rxmtl

)
KtijKtml:

(i)
∫
dV9

√
−g (Gxx)2 (Gmm)

(
Gll
)
δimR

TSx
x RjTSlKtijKtml ∼

∫
dV9 (U(r)L4) ,

(ii)
∫
dV9

√
−g (Gxx)3 (

Gii
) (
Gjj
) (
Gll
)

(Gmm)RjmxQRQixlKtijKtml ∼ 0,

(iii)
∫
dV9

√
−g 1

2 (Gxx)
(
Gtt
)2 (

Gjm
) (
Gll
)
R ixP
x RPttlKtijKtml ∼

∫
dV9 (V (r)L4) ,

(iv)
∫
dV9

√
−g 1

2 (Gxx)2 (
Gtt
) (
Gjj
) (
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)
R mtP
t RPxxjKtijKtml ∼

∫
dV9 (V (r)L4) (C.34)
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For the above equation, we found that all the three non-zero terms scale as N , and

hence we kept all the non-zero terms in the Lagrangian.

C.5.2 Island Surface

• √
−g Associated with the Induced Metric (7.40):

√
−g =

MN7/10√
gs (Nf (log(N) − 3 log(r))) 5/3

√
α(r) (σ(r) + x′(r)2)
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θ1
α2
θ2

×

(
18Nfgs log2(r)
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h
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8π
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h

)
− 3r2Nfgs

)
−Nfgs log(N)(2 log(r) + 1)

(
r2 − 3b2r2

h

))
. (C.35)

•
∫
dV9

√
−g ∂J0

∂Rtxtx
:

(i)
∫
dV9

√
−g
(
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t RQRSx

)
∼
∫
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√
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√
Nr12N
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√
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)
;

(ii)
∫
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√
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RHxtKR RSt
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HKtxR RSt
H RQRSK

)
∼
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√
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√
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√
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)
;

(iii)
∫
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√
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t RQRSx

)
∼
∫
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(
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√
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)
;

(iv)
∫
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√
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(
Gtt

(
RHMNxRPMNt + 1

2R
HxMNRPtMN

)
R xtP
H

)
∼
∫
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(
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√
α(r) (σ(r) + x′(r)2)

)
. (C.36)

In the large N limit, terms (iii) and (iv) turn out to be the most dominant.
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•
∫
dV9

√
−g

(
∂2J0

∂Rxixj∂Rxmxl

)
KxijKxml:

(i)
∫

dV9
√

−g (Gxx)2 (Gmm)
(
Gll
)
δimR

TSx
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6
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)
,

(ii)
∫

dV9
√
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(
Gll
)
RjmxQR

Q
ixl
KxijKxml ∼ 0,

(iii)
∫

dV9
√
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1
2
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(
Gjl
)
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r RiTSxKxijKxml ∼ 0,

(iv)
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√
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)
,

(v)
∫
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√
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1
2
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(
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Q
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∫
dV9

(
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2
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)
,
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∫
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√
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2
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,

(vii)
∫
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√
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√
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√
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(x)
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√
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,
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√
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∼
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,
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√
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∫
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, (C.37)
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where G5(r) and G6(r) do not depend on N . We found that, terms (v) and (xii)

dominate in comparison to other terms in the large N limit.

•
∫
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√
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(
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∫
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,
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√
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(iv)
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,

(v)
∫
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)
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(
Gjj
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Q
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∫
dV9
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2
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)
,

(vi)
∫

dV9
√

−g
1
2
(
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Gjm
) (
Gll
)
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itP
t KxijKxml

∼
∫

dV9
√

−g
(
M2NNfg

3
s log3(N)(5 log(N) − 196 log(r))(23 log(N) − 72 log(r))(log(N) − 3 log(r) − 1)2

√
α(r) (σ(r) + x′(r)2)
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)
,

(vii)
∫

dV9
√

−g
(
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)2 (

Gim
) (
Gll
)
RtMNjRlMNtKxijKxml ∼ 0,

(viii)
∫
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(
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)
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(ix)
∫
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(x)
∫
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(
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∼
∫
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(
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,

(xi)
∫
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√
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∼
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,

(xii)
∫
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√
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(
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) (
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) (
Gll
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2
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,
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(xiii)
∫
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√

−g
1
2
(
Gtt
)3 (
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) (
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)
R mtP
t RPttjKxijKxml

∼
∫

dV9
√
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M2NNfg

3
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)
.(C.38)

where G7(r) and G8(r) independent of N and the most dominant terms are (v) and

(xii) in the larg-N limit.

•
∫
dV9

√
−g

(
∂2J0

∂Rtitj∂Rxmxl

)
KxijKxml: The only term (i) turns out be non-zero in this case

as follows.
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∫
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√
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P δ
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QR
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∫
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Q
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(iii)
∫
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δiT δ
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j
lRPmxtR
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x KxijKxml ∼ 0,

(iv)
∫
dV9

√
−g 1

2 (Gxx)2 (Gmm)
(
Gll
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x KxijKxml ∼ 0,

(v)
∫
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(vi)
∫
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−g 1

2
(
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)2 (Gxx)
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) (
GiK

)
δlKR

mxP
t RPxtjKxijKxml ∼ 0. (C.39)

•
∫
dV9

√
−g

(
∂2J0

∂Rtixj∂Rxmtl

)
KxijKxml: In this case all the non-zero three terms contribute

equally and scale as N .

(i)
∫
dV9

√
−g (Gxx)2 (Gmm)

(
Gll
)
δimR

TSx
x RjTSlKxijKxml ∼
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(ii)
∫
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√
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) (
Gjj
) (
Gll
)

(Gmm)RjmxQRQixlKxijKxml ∼ 0,

(iii)
∫
dV9

√
−g 1

2 (Gxx)
(
Gtt
)2 (

Gjm
) (
Gll
)
R ixP
x RPttlKxijKxml ∼

∫
dV9 (V1(r)L4) ,

(iv)
∫
dV9

√
−g 1

2 (Gxx)2 (
Gtt
) (
Gjj
) (
Gil
)
R mtP
t RPxxjKxijKxml ∼

∫
dV9 (V1(r)L4) . (C.40)

Each term contain a factor 8
(qα+1) absorbed in the numerical factors.
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