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Abstract

We explore various field theory aspects of integrable η-deformed geometry in type IIB

supergravity by employing several holographic probes. These include the computation of

holographic timelike entanglement entropy and estimation of various other field theory ob-

servables for example, the flow central charge and the quantum complexity. We also discuss

the associated brane set up and compute Page charges. We further use them to calculate

the coupling constant in the dual QFTs considering both small and large deformation limits.
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1 Overview and motivation

The integrable η-deformation [1]- [2] of various AdS supergravity backgrounds had witnessed an

overwhelming and ever growing interest for the last one decade due to its several novel aspects.

The η- deformed backgrounds1 are primarily of interest because the associated sigma model is

integrable [1]- [2], [6]. It has been an open question whether these backgrounds are still solutions

of type IIB supergravity equations or not [7]- [14]. It took some time to realise that the answer

is positive if the associated R-matrix [15]- [16] satisfies the unimodularity condition [17].

Based on these ideas, the authors of [18] considered a new class of R-matrices that satisfy the

unimodularity condition when all the simple roots of the Dynkin diagram are fermionic. These

R-matrices correspond to a particular q-deformation of the (super)isometry algebra [5], [19].

While the stringy counterpart of the duality is well established, the dual QFTs living on the

holographic screen [20]- [21] is much less explored. It is quite intuitive to argue that constructing

an extremal surface in the bulk, that ends on a timelike/spacelike subregion in the boundary,

would shed light about the quantum entanglement in these special class of (0 + 1)d QFTs.

The purpose of this paper is to revisit the holographic aspects [22]- [23] of η-deformation in a

greater detail. In particular, to calculate various field theory observables in the dual QFTs. This

include, the computation of holographic entanglement entropy [24]- [26] following the recent

proposal of timelike [27]- [35] hypersurfaces in a novel class of η-deformed backgrounds [18]

in type IIB supergravity. The big picture here is to relate the quantum entanglement with

1This is a generalisation of the η-deformed PCM [3]- [4] and the symmetric space model of [5].
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various other field theory observables [36] namely the flow central charge [37]- [40] and the

complexity [41]- [44], in a holographic set up pertaining to η-deformed superstring backgrounds.

We begin by reviewing the η-deformed AdS2 × S2 × T 6 background in type IIB [18]

ds210 = ds24 + ds2T 6 (1)

ds24 =
L2

(1− κ2ρ2)

(

− (1 + ρ2)dt2 +
dρ2

1 + ρ2

)

+
L2

(1 + κ2r2)

(

(1− r2)dφ2 +
dr2

1− r2

)

(2)

ds2T 6 = L2dϕidϕi ; κ =
2η

1− η2
; i = 4, · · · , 9 (3)

where κ is the (real) deformation parameter that ranges between 0 to ∞.

The above background (1)-(3) is supported by a dilaton of the form

e−2Φ = e−2Φ0
(1− κ2ρ2)(1 + κ2r2)

1− κ2(ρ2 − r2 − ρ2r2)
. (4)

In what follows, we adopt the following change of coordinates

ρ = sinh ̺ ; r = cos θ (5)

and rewrite the metric (1)-(3) and the dilaton (4) in global coordinates as

ds24 =
L2

(1− κ2 sinh2 ̺)

(

− cosh2 ̺dt2 + d̺2
)

+
L2

(1 + κ2 cos2 θ)

(

dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2
)

(6)

e−2Φ = e−2Φ0
(1− κ2 sinh2 ̺)(1 + κ2 cos2 θ)

1− κ2(sinh2 ̺ sin2 θ − cos2 θ)
. (7)

The first term in (6) is the deformed AdS2 where ̺ is the global radial coordinate. As in

the undeformed case, ̺ = ̺IR = 0 corresponds to the deep IR limit in the bulk. On the other

hand, the UV limit corresponds to setting ΛUV = sinh−1
(

1
κ

)

, which clearly goes to infinity in

the limit of the vanishing deformation. We identify ΛUV as the UV cut-off in the bulk, that

sets the location of the holographic screen [20]- [21] where the dual (0 + 1)d QFT is living.

Given the above set up, we calculate various field theory observables in the following sections,

which we list down below. In section 2, we revisit the RT prescription [24]- [26] of computing

entanglement entropy and in particular, the recent proposal of computing timelike entanglement

entropy (tEE) [27]- [35]. We provide an RG interpretation of our findings in terms of holographic

c function [37]- [40] and complexity [41]- [44], that we compute in the following section 3. Next,

in section 4, we explore different Page charges and the associated brane set up [45]. We also

calculate the coupling constant in the dual QFTs by probing the geometry with D branes and

in particular following the lines of [45]- [48]. Finally, we summarise all our findings in section 5

and conclude the paper along with some future remarks and key observations.
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2 Timelike entanglement

Since the boundary theory is (0 + 1)d, therefore quantum entanglement in these QFTs cor-

responds to integrating out timelike subregions. On the dual gravitational counterpart, this

corresponds to considering a class of extremal surfaces in the bulk that ends on a timelike sur-

face in the boundary [27]- [35], which for the present case is the location of the holographic

screen. To begin with, we propose t = t(̺), which results in a co-dimension one surface

ds29 = (g̺̺ − gttt
′2)d̺2 + gθθdθ

2 + gφφdφ
2 + gϕiϕi

dϕ2
i (8)

where we identify the individual metric coefficients as

gtt =
L2 cosh2 ̺

(1− κ2 sinh2 ̺)
; g̺̺ =

L2

(1− κ2 sinh2 ̺)
(9)

gθθ =
L2

(1 + κ2 cos2 θ)
; gφφ =

L2 sin2 θ

(1 + κ2 cos2 θ)
; gϕiϕi

= L2. (10)

The tEE is defined as the area of the co-dimension one hyper-surface, weighted by the dilaton

S(tEE) =
VT

4GN

∫

S2
κ

dθdφ
√

det g2

∫ ΛUV

0
d̺e−2Φ

√

g̺̺ − gttt′2 (11)

where VT represents the volume of the six torus (T 6) and det g2 = gθθgφφ is the determinant of

the metric on the deformed unit two sphere (S2
κ(θ, φ)).

The equation of motion for t(̺) yields

t′2(̺) =
C2g̺̺

gtt(C2 + e−4Φgtt)
(12)

where C is the constant of integration.

Substituting (12) into (11), one finds

S(tEE) =
VT

4GN

∫

S2
κ

dθdφ
√

det g2

∫ ΛUV

0
d̺

e−4Φ√gttg̺̺
√

C2 + e−4Φgtt
. (13)

2.1 Small deformation limit

Expanding in the limit of small deformation (κ ≪ 1), we find

S(tEE) =
πVTL

4

GN

∫

∞

0
d̺

e−4Φ0 cosh ̺
√

C2 + L2e−4Φ0 cosh2 ̺

− πκ2VTL
4

4GN

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ

∫

∞

0
d̺

e−4Φ0 cosh ̺Γ(θ, ̺)
√

C2 + L2e−4Φ0 cosh2 ̺
(14)
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where we denote the above function as

Γ(θ, ̺) =
1

(C2e4Φ0 + L2 cosh2 ̺)

[

2C2e4Φ0
(

cos 2θ sinh2 ̺+ cos2 θ
)

+ L2 cosh2 ̺
(

cos 2θ cosh2 ̺+ 1
)

]

. (15)

Performing the θ integral independently, one finds

S(tEE) =
πVTL

4

GN

∫

∞

0
d̺

e−4Φ0 cosh ̺
√

C2 + L2e−4Φ0 cosh2 ̺

(

1 +
κ2

12
Γ̄(̺)

)

(16)

Γ̄(̺) =
2C2e4Φ0(cosh 2̺− 3) + L2 cosh2 ̺(cosh 2̺− 5)

(

C2e4Φ0 + L2 cosh2 ̺
) . (17)

In order to find out the turning point in the bulk one sets C = iC̃, such that C2 = −C̃2 < 0

[34]. On top of that, we introduce the following change of variables

cosh ̺ =
1

z
(18)

such that, z = 1 stands for the deep IR limit in the bulk. On the other hand, zUV = ǫ ≪ 1

corresponds to the UV cut-off in the bulk. Using this change of variable (18), one obtains

S(tEE) =
πVTL

4

GN

∫ 1

ǫ

dz

z2
e−4Φ0

√
1− z2

1
√

L2

z2 e
−4Φ0 − C̃2

(

1 +
κ2

12
Γ̄(z)

)

. (19)

Clearly, the turning point (z = z0) is obtained by setting C̃ = L
z0
e−2Φ0 , where z0 < 1. The

next step is to substitute it into (19), which finally reveals S(tEE) = −iz0S(Im) where

S(Im) =
2πVTL

3

GN

∫ 1

z0

dz

z

e−2Φ0

√
1− z2

√

z2 − z20

(

1 +
κ2

12
Γ̄(z)

)

(20)

Γ̄(z) =
−8z4 + 6z2z20 + 4z2 − 2z20

3z2(z2 − z20)
. (21)

Let us check asymptotic properties of (20). To begin with, we push the tip (z0) of the

extremal surface near UV, z0 ∼ ǫ ∼ 0. This yields the following expression for the tEE (20)

|S(Im)|z0∼ǫ =
2πVTL

3

GN
e−2Φ0

∫ 1

ǫ
dz

κ2 +
(

9− 2κ2
)

z2

9z4
√
1− z2

=
2πκ2VTL

3

27GN ǫ3
e−2Φ0

(

1 +
9ǫ2

κ2
(6− κ2) + · · ·

)

(22)

which clearly exhibits a pole of order 3, in limit ǫ → 0. Comparing with the undeformed (κ = 0)

example, which reveals a pole of order one, one might therefore conclude that the tEE diverges

at a faster rate (near the asymptotic infinity) in the presence of non zero η-deformation.
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Using (22), we finally note down

S(tEE)|z0∼ǫ = −2πiκ2VTL
3

27GN ǫ2
e−2Φ0

(

1 +O(ǫ2/κ2)
)

(23)

which clearly exhibits a pole of order 2 near asymptotic infinity (ǫ → 0). As we show in the

subsequent section, this is precisely the pole structure appearing in the holographic flow central

charge (cflow) near UV. Combing them, it is quite suggestive to argue that tEE is measure of

degrees of freedom for (0 + 1)d QFTs that are dual to η-deformed superstring backgrounds.

On the other hand, considering a deep IR (z0 ∼ 1) limit in the bulk, one finds

|S(Im)|z0∼1 =
πVTL

3

18GN
e−2Φ0

[κ2

z20
(1− z20)− 3(6 − κ2) log

(ΛIRz
2
0

1− z20

)]

z0∼1
(24)

where, ΛIR ∼ 0 is a small number such that the ratio
ΛIRz20
1−z20

is finite and O(1) in the deep IR

limit. The first term, on the other hand, vanishes identically as we approach z0 ∼ 1.

Combining the above facts together, one might therefore argue that tEE (20) decreases in

a RG flow from UV (z0 ∼ 0) to deep IR (z0 ∼ 1). This precisely reflects the properties of a c

function [37]- [40] in a RG flow, which we further justify in the subsequent section. The UV

(z0 ∼ ǫ ∼ 0) divergence is an artefact of the large area contribution due to the extremal surface.

The corresponding subsystem length at the boundary turns out to be

tsub = 2

∫ 1

0

dz√
1− z2

= π. (25)

2.2 Comments on large deformation limit

Let us briefly comment about the large κ(≫ 1) regime, which corresponds to a holographic

screen located at a finite radial cut-off, ΛUV = 1
κ +O(κ−3) in the bulk. The associated metric

functions (9)-(10) and the background dilaton (7) read as

gtt = −L2 coth2 ̺

κ2
; g̺̺ = −L2csch2̺

κ2
(26)

gθθ =
L2 sec2 θ

κ2
; gφφ =

L2 tan2 θ

κ2
; gϕiϕi

= L2 (27)

e−2Φ = −e−2Φ0

[ κ2

csch2̺− tan2 θ

−
(

sin2 θ sinh2 ̺
(

sinh2 ̺− cos2 θ
)

+ cos4 θ
)

(

cos2 θ − sin2 θ sinh2 ̺
)2

]

. (28)

Considering a large κ expansion of the entities in (13), we find at LO in 1/κ

S(tEE) =
−iπVTL

3

2GNκ
e−2Φ0

∫ π

0

sin θ

cos2 θ
dθ

∫ 1/κ

0

d̺

sinh ̺

1
(

csch2̺− tan2 θ
) (29)
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which after performing the θ integral independently yields

S(tEE)|κ≫1 =
iπVTL

3

4GNκ
e−2Φ0

∫ 1/κ

0
d̺

(

log
(

e−3̺
)

− log (e̺)
)

sech̺

= − iπVTL
3

2GNκ3
e−2Φ0 + · · · . (30)

Clearly, tEE vanishes when the deformation is large enough (κ ≫ 1). The vanishing entan-

glement (30) is an artefact of the vanishing area contribution due to the extremal surface in

the bulk counterpart. One should think of this as a limiting situation in which the holographic

screen is pushed deep inside the bulk and as a result the bulk entangling surface sizes to exist.

3 QFT observables

The purpose of this section is to calculate various observables in the dual QFT, that count the

number of degrees of freedom in a RG flow from UV to deep IR. These are generally denoted

in terms of the flow central charge [36]- [40] and the complexity [41]- [44].

3.1 Flow central charge

For generic QFTs, the c function or flow central charge (cflow) counts the number of degrees of

freedom that is monotonically decreasing in a RG flow, namely
dcflow
d̺ | > 0, where 0 < ̺ < ∞.

In case of a RG flow between two fixed points (UV and IR), the flow function (cflow) precisely

represents the corresponding central charges such that, cUV > cIR.

The calculation that we carry out, precisely follows the algorithm developed by authors in

a series of papers [36]- [40]. To begin with, we re-express the type IIB background as

ds210 =
L2

(1− κ2 sinh2 ̺)

(

− cosh2 ̺dt2 + d̺2
)

+ Gabdω
adωb (31)

Gabdω
adωb =

L2

(1 + κ2 cos2 θ)

(

dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2
)

+ L2dϕiϕi (32)

where Gab is the metric of the eight dimensional internal manifold.

For a (0 + 1)d QFT, the flow central charge is given by the volume of the internal eight

manifold weighted by the dilaton

cflow =
1

GN

∫

d8ωe−2Φ
√

detGab

=
2πVT

GN

∫ π

0
dθe−2Φ

√

det g2. (33)

Considering a small κ(≪ 1) expansion, we find

cflow =
2πVTL

2

GN
e−2Φ0

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ(1− κ2 cos2 θ cosh2 ̺). (34)
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Performing the θ integral independently and using (18), we find

|cflow| =
4πVTL

2

GN
e−2Φ0

∣

∣

∣
1− κ2

3z2

∣

∣

∣
. (35)

Clearly, the flow central charge (35) diverges in the UV (z ∼ ǫ ∼ 0). It decreases as we move

in a RG flow from the UV asymptotic into the deep IR (z ∼ 1). Taking a UV limit we find

|cflow|z∼ǫ =
4πκ2VTL

2

3GN ǫ2
e−2Φ0 (36)

which reveals an identical pole structure as that of (23).

Comparing (23) and (36), we map these entities near the UV asymptotic

S(tEE)|UV = − iL

18
|cflow|UV . (37)

3.2 Complexity

Complexity is yet another measure of number of degrees of freedom in a QFT. These degrees

of freedom are represented by number of elementary gates that are required to build up a

quantum circuit. In what follows, in our analysis, we follow the CV proposal that was outlined

and successfully implemented in a series of papers [40]- [44]. The basic idea is to compute the

volume of the nine manifold weighted by the dilaton, that is defined at a fixed boundary time.

We express the 10d metric (1) in the following form

ds210 = −gttdt
2 + ds29. (38)

Following the holographic prescription [40]- [44], complexity in the dual QFT is defined as

the maximal volume associated with the spacelike hyper-surface at constant time, t = t0

CV =
1

GN

∫

d9xe−2Φ
√

det g9

= cflow

∫ ΛUV

0
d̺

√
g̺̺

=
L

8
cflowF(ΛUV ) (39)

where we denote the above function as

F(ΛUV ) =
κ2

2
e2ΛUV − 2

(

κ2 − 4
)

ΛUV . (40)

Using (37) and (39), we finally relate tEE and complexity in the UV limit of dual QFT

CV =
9i

4
S(tEE)|UV F(ΛUV ). (41)
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3.3 Remarks about large κ deformation

Let us now investigate above entities in the limit of large deformations (κ ≫ 1). Expanding

(33) in the large κ(≫ 1) regime, we obtain the flow central charge as

cflow = −2πVTL
2

GN
e−2Φ0

∫ π

0
dθ

sin θ sinh2 ̺

(cos2 θ − sin2 θ sinh2 ̺)
(42)

which by virtue of the θ integral yields

cflow|̺∼ΛUV
=

4πVTL
2

GNκ2
e−2Φ0 . (43)

Clearly, (43) is vanishingly small at LO in 1/κ expansion. In fact, there is no notion of RG

flow in the large deformation limit. This stems from the fact that the holographic screen is

pushed well inside the bulk interior and the corresponding RG flow sizes to exist.

A close comparison between (30) and (43) reveals

S(tEE)|κ≫1 = − iL

8κ
cflow|̺∼ΛUV

. (44)

On a similar note, we estimate complexity (39) in the limit of large deformation

CV |κ≫1 = cflow

∫ 1/κ

ΛIR

d̺
√
g̺̺

=
L

κ
cflow

(

log

(

1

2κΛIR

)

− 1

12κ3

)

(45)

where ΛIR ∼ 0 is some IR cut-off in the bulk such that κΛIR ∼ O(1).

Finally, comparing with (44), we relate complexity with tEE near the UV limit

CV |κ≫1 = 8iS(tEE)|κ≫1

(

log

(

1

2κΛIR

)

− 1

12κ3

)

. (46)

4 Page charges and brane set up

The purpose of this section is to go one step further and construct the quantised Page charges

associated with background RR fluxes. To do that, it is customary to note down background RR

fields that couple to Dp branes. These background RR fluxes are constructed using R-matrix

that satisfies unimodularity condition [18] and hence they solve a type II supergravity equation.

Let us briefly summarise what we find below. The η-deformed supergravity background

possesses non zero Page charges for the D5 and D3 brane and yields a zero Page charge for

NS5 branes. One could think of these D3 brane world-volume directions wrapping the three

cycles of the six torus (T 6), that are localised along the bulk radial direction (ρ = ρ0). On a

similar token, D5 brane world-volume directions wrap the five cycles of the six torus (T 6) and

are expanded along Rt × T 5, as shown in the Table below. The dual QFT is what we identify

8



as 1d defect [47] living inside a 4d QFT describing D3 branes. However, such an interpretation

breaks down in the large deformation (κ ≫ 1) limit, in which D3 branes sizes to exist.

Dp t ρ r φ ϕ4 ϕ5 ϕ6 ϕ7 ϕ8 ϕ9

D3 x x x x

D5 x x x x x x

4.1 Background RR fluxes and Page charges

The RR three form field strength is given by [18]

F3 = −Nκr(1 + κ2r2)dρ ∧ (dϕ4 ∧ dϕ5 + dϕ6 ∧ dϕ7 + dϕ8 ∧ dϕ9)

−Nκρ(1− κ2ρ2)dr ∧ (dϕ4 ∧ dϕ5 + dϕ6 ∧ dϕ7 + dϕ8 ∧ dϕ9)

+Nκρ(1− r2)dρ ∧ dt ∧ dφ−Nκr(1 + ρ2)dr ∧ dt ∧ dφ (47)

where the pre-factor can be expressed as

N =

√
1 + κ2

√

1− κ2ρ2
√
1 + κ2r2(1− κ2(ρ2 − r2 − ρ2r2))

. (48)

The Page charge counts the number of Dp branes that the background RR fluxes are coupled

to. Given a (8− p) background RR flux F8−p, this can be expressed as [45]- [48]

QDp =
1

(2π)7−p

∫

Σ(8−p)

F8−p. (49)

Setting t = constant, we have number of D5 branes

QD5 =
1

(2π)2

∫

Σ(3)

F3. (50)

Considering a small κ(≪ 1) expansion, this further yields at LO

QD5 = − 3κ

(2π)2

[

∫

rdρ× (2π)2 +

∫

ρdr × (2π)2
]

+O(κ3)

= −3κ

∫

d(ρr) +O(κ3)

= 3κρmax +O(κ3)

= 3 +O(κ3) (51)

where we set, ρmax = 1
κ ≫ 1 as the location of the holographic screen.

RR five form field strength, on the other hand, is given by [18]

F5 = N ((1 + κ2r2)dρ− κ2ρr(1 + ρ2)dr) ∧ dt ∧ReΩ3

−N (κ2ρr(1− r2)dρ+ (1− κ2ρ2)dr) ∧ dφ ∧ ImΩ3 (52)

9



where Ω3 = (dϕ4 − idϕ5) ∧ (dϕ6 − idϕ7) ∧ (dϕ8 − idϕ9). This clearly reveals that2

ImΩ3 = −dϕ4 ∧ (dϕ6 ∧ dϕ9 + dϕ7 ∧ dϕ8)

− dϕ5 ∧ (dϕ6 ∧ dϕ8 − dϕ7 ∧ dϕ9). (53)

Setting t = constant, we find the Page charge associated with D3 branes as

QD3 =
1

(2π)4

∫

Σ(5)

F5

= − 1

(2π)4

[

κ2
∫

ρr(1− r2)dρ

+

∫

(

1 +
1

2
κ2

(

ρ2 −
(

2ρ2 + 3
)

r2 + 1
)

)

dr
]

∫ 2π

0
dφ

∫

ImΩ3

= − 4

(2π)4

[

− 2 +
κ2

2

∫

d
(

r(ρ2 + 1)(1 − r2)
)

+
κ2

2

∫

ρ2r2dr
]

× (2π)4

= 8− 2κ2ρ20

∫

−1

1
r2dr

= 8 +
4

3
κ2ρ20 (54)

where D3 branes are considered to be localised along the bulk radial direction, ρ = ρ0. The

radial locations ρ0 are discrete numbers, such that the entire Page charge is an integer.

Finally, we note down possibilities for any NS5 branes in the background. The corresponding

Page charge can be expressed as the flux of background NS-NS three form

QNS5 =
1

(2π)2

∫

Σ3

H3 = 0 (55)

which vanishes identically by virtue of background NS-NS two form as found in [18] .

4.2 More on probe D branes and couplings

To summarise, η-deformed AdS2 superstring background contains D3 and D5 branes as a part

of full type IIB solution. The background NS-NS fluxes, on the other hand, couple only to the

F1 string and there are no NS5 branes present in the background. Below, we consider these D

branes and their world-volume theories in the probe limit.

We begin by considering probe D3 brane in the background that is located at a fixed radial

distance ρ = ρ0 and wrapping the three cycle of the six torus (T 6). The corresponding DBI

action could be formally expressed as

SD3 = TD3

∫

d4x
[

e−Φ
√

− det(g + 2πα′F2)− C4
]

(56)

2While integrating over cycles 0 ≤ ϕi ≤ 2π of a six torus, each term contributes a factor of (2π)3.
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where TD3 =
1

(2π)3gsα′2 . The background RR potential relevant to our analysis is given by [18]

C4 =
L4e−Φ0ρ0

√
1 + κ2

√

1− κ2(ρ20 − r2 − ρ20r
2)
dt ∧ ReΩ3. (57)

Turning on a world-volume field strength tensor F2 = Ftϕdt ∧ dϕ, that is considered to be

small enough and thereby allowing a Taylor exapnsion of the world-volume action [48], yields

e−Φ
√

− det(g + 2πα′F2)− C4 ≃
3πα′2

2ρ0
QD3e

−Φ0F 2
tϕ (58)

where, we set r = ±1 and take the boundary limit ρ0 ≫ 1, such that the number of D3 branes

ND3 = QD3 ≃ 4
3κ

2ρ20 is kept finite in the limit, κ ≪ 1.

Using (58) and integrating over the three cycles of the six torus, we finally obtain

SD3 =
3πQD3

2gsρ0
e−Φ0

∫

dt(∂tΦ)
2 =

1

g2eff

∫

dt(∂tΦ)
2 (59)

where gs is the string coupling and g2eff is the effective coupling of (0 + 1)d QFT that is living

inside the D3 brane world-volume. Here, we identify Aϕ = Φ as the scalar of the reduced

(effective) one dimensional theory living inside the D3 brane world-volume.

Clearly, in the near boundary limit ρ0 → ∞, the effective one dimensional theory becomes

strongly coupled (g2eff ∼ ρ0 → ∞), which we identify as the (0 + 1)d QFT that is dual to η-

deformed AdS2 × S2 × T 6 supergravity background. In what follows, we identify this reduced

QFT as one dimensional defect within a four dimensional QFT inside D3 brane world-volume.

4.3 Comments on large deformation limit

As a final remark, we note down background RR fluxes in the large deformation (κ ≫ 1)

limit. Notice that, in the large deformation limit, the radial coordinate is bounded between

0 < ρ < ρmax where ρmax ∼ 1
κ ∼ 0. In other words, κρ < 1 for the interval considered. On the

other hand, one must consider κr ≫ 1, given the range −1 ≤ r ≤ 1.

Considering above facts, we note down components of background RR fluxes that are rele-

vant for the computation of Page charges. To begin with, we note down the three form flux

F3 = −κdρ ∧ (dϕ4 ∧ dϕ5 + dϕ6 ∧ dϕ7 + dϕ8 ∧ dϕ9) +O(1/κ) (60)

which yields the Page charge associated with D5 branes as

QD5

∣

∣

∣

κ≫1
= − 1

(2π)2

∫

Σ(3)

F3 = 3κ

∫ 1/κ

0
dρ = 3. (61)

In other words, the number of D5 branes is preserved. This stems from the fact that the RR

three form flux increases linearly with the deformation parameter (∼ κ), while on the other

other hand, the radius decreases inversely as ∼ 1
κ , keeping the product finite.
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On a similar note, for the five form flux we find (for constant t)

F5 =
(

1− 1

r2

)

ρdρ ∧ dφ ∧ ImΩ3 +O(1/κ2) (62)

which yields a vanishing flux in the limit of large deformations

QD3

∣

∣

∣

κ≫1
= − 1

(2π)4

∫

Σ(5)

F5 =
2

κ2

(

1− 1

r2

)

≃ 0. (63)

In other words, the number of D3 branes vanishes, which is consistent with the fact that

the dual QFT looses all its degrees of freedom in the large deformation limit. D5 brane, on the

other hand, wraps the six torus (T 6) and does not feel the radial shrinking. To summarise, one

might therefore conclude that η- deformed backgrounds possess well defined dual description

as long as the deformation parameter is small enough. In the limit of large deformations, the

superstring theory looses its dual interpretation in the form QFTs living in (0 + 1)d.

5 Concluding remarks

We now summarise the key findings of the paper. In the first part of the paper, we compute

timelike entanglement entropy (tEE) in the dual QFT1 both in the limit of small (κ ≪ 1) as well

as large deformations (κ ≫ 1). Since the boundary theory is (0 + 1)d, it is therefore expected

that tEE is the only possible way of defining the entanglement between different (timelike)

subsystems in the dual QFT1. As our analysis reveals, for small deformations, the imaginary

component of tEE precisely captures the notion of the flow central charge (cflow), in the sense

that it decreases in a RG flow from UV to deep IR. In other words, the imaginary tEE is a

measure of the number of degrees of freedom in the dual QFT1 living on the holographic screen.

This result should follow from dimension reduction of a parent 2d QFT, where the flow central

charge in (0+1)d would correspond to either of the left or right c functions of the parent QFT2.

To be precise, we map these entities near the UV asymptotic (37). This follows quite

naturally from the unique pole (of order 2) structure appearing in both the entities near the UV

asymptotic. On a similar token, one could also relate holographic complexity and tEE near the

UV scale of the dual QFT1 (41). Combining all these three pieces together, we conclude that

tEE (S(tEE)), flow central charge (cflow) and complexity (CV ) are all equally good measure of

the degrees of freedom of the boundary QFT1 near its UV limit.

We also explore the physics of dual QFT1 in the limit of large deformations (κ ≫ 1). It

turns out that all three entities namely tEE (S(tEE)), flow central charge (cflow) and complexity

(CV ) become vanishingly small. This stems from the fact that in the large deformation limit,

the holographic screen is pushed well inside the bulk interior. As a result, one does not have

much access to the bulk degrees of freedom as they are enormously reduced. This is reflected in

the corresponding QFT observables that actually count these degrees of freedom. In this limit,

the dual QFT1 exhausts almost all its degrees of freedom and becomes non-dynamical.

We extend our analysis one step further by computing Page charges using background NS-

12



NS and RR fluxes. Our analysis reveals the existence of D3 and D5 branes and no NS5 branes

as a part of full type IIB solution. This sort of completes the RR sector of η- deformed type IIB

AdS2 superstrings. The question that remains to be be answered is how to engineer a (0 + 1)d

quantum mechanical model using these brane set up. We portray these QFT1 as 1d defect inside

a 4d QFT living within D3 brane world-volume. As a preliminary support to our conjecture,

we compute the DBI action for ND3 probe D3 branes near the boundary, which eventually

boils down into a (0 + 1)d QFT living inside D3 brane world-volume. We further show that

the effective coupling of this reduced theory becomes very large indicating a strongly coupled

theory. These could be further confirmed by computing various other QFT observables/probes

for example, the Wilson line and t’Hooft loops [47], which we leave for future investigation.
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