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Abstract

Exploration of entanglement entropy (EE) and obtaining the Page curve in the context of eter-
nal black holes associated with top-down non-conformal holographic thermal duals at intermediate
coupling, has been entirely unexplored in the literature. We fill this gap by obtaining the Page curve
of an eternal neutral black hole from a doubly holographic setup relevant to the M-theory dual of
thermal QCD-like theories at high temperatures (i.e. above T;) and intermediate coupling (effected
by inclusion of terms quartic in curvature in M theory). Remarkably, excluding the higher deriva-
tive terms, the EE of the Hawking radiation from the on-shell Wald entanglement entropy integral
(for appropriate choices of constants of integration appearing in the embeddings) increases almost
linearly due to don.}inance of entanglement entropy contribution from the Hartman-Maldacena(HM)-
Spe

0
like surface , B~ lg. This imparts a “Swiss-Cheese” structure to S’E%/I # effecting a “Large N

Scenario”(LNS). Then after the Page time, the EE contribution from the Island Surface (IS) SIESP{B ’
dominates and saturates the linear time growth of the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation
and leads to the Page curve. The same is also obtained via the areas of the Hartman-Maldacena-
like/Island surfaces. Requiring the (IS) EE (Sgéﬁ 0) per unit Hawking-Beckenstein entropy (Spn)
post the Page time to be around 2, and positivity of the Page time, set respectively a lower and
upper bound on the horizon radius rj, (the non-extremality parameter). Further, with the inclusion
of the O(R*) terms in M theory, the fact the turning point associated with the HM-like surface is

in the deep IR, requires a relationship between [, and r, along with a conjectural v = e~ OMNY?_

18,80
suppression (motivated by the aforementioned requirement S]IBEH ~ 2 up to leading order). We

obtain a hierarchy with respect to = in Sggwo, S]IESFFO and Sgé/[’ﬁ, S]I;Ié/l,ﬁ (at O(B)). This is due to

the existence of massless graviton corresponding to a null mass eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami

equation in the internal space.
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1 Introduction and Motivation

According to Hawking, black holes evolve from the pure state to a mixed state, i.e., Hawking
radiation is thermal radiation. Evaporation of the black holes has no information about the
initial state of the black hole which means information is lost in black hole evaporation process
[1]. But it has to respect the fundamental principle of quantum mechanics which is unitarity.
Entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation starts decreasing after the Page time [2] of the
evaporating black hole and for eternal black holes it reaches a constant value. Unitary evolution
of black holes thus for has been understood via AdS/CFT correspondence [3|. In gauge-gravity
duality, on gravity dual side, we have black hole and on the gauge theory side we have conformal
field theory which respects unitarity. Therefore, we can study the unitary evolution of the black
holes on the CFT side via gauge-gravity duality. A similar construction for QCD-like theories
(equivalance class of theories which are IR confining, UV conformality and quarks transforms
in the fundamental representation) at intermediate coupling was done in [4] where M-theory
dual O(R?) corrections were considered. We are studying the black hole information paradox
via gauge-gravity duality in M-theory dual of [4]. For a review on the black hole information
paradox, see [5, 6].

There is a prescription to calculate entanglement entropy in field theories which have a gravity
dual. For conformal field theories it was given in [7] that entanglement entropy will be given
by the area of the co-dimension two minimal surface in the bulk gravity dual. Generalisation of
the Ryu-Takayanagi formula for non-conformal theories was given in [8] and used made in [9] to
discuss deconfinement phase transition in thermal QCD-like theories from entanglement entropy



point of view. Further, if we consider higher derivative gravity theories then we can calculate
entanglement entropy using [10]. Authors in [11] included quantum corrections to the Ryu-
Takayanagi formula at all order in & and entanglement entropy which is known as generalised
entropy. At leading order in A in generalised entropy formula, we recover the Ryu-Takayanagi
formula [7]. In Englehardt-Wall prescription one is required to extremize the generalised en-
tropy, and surfaces which extremize the generalized entropy are known as Q(uantum) E(xtremal)
S(urfaces). The island proposal was first introduced in [12], where the authors discussed that at
late times islands come into the picture which contribute to the entanglement entropy. In this
case, one is required to extremize the generalised entropy-like functional over all islands which in-
clude contribution from the island surfaces, and then minimize over all possible extrema. Islands

which extremize the aforementioned generalised entropy-like functional are known as Q(uantum)
E(xtremal) I(slands).

In doubly holographic models we consider a black hole in the gravitational dual is coupled to an
external CFT bath [13|. For example, gravity (which contains the black hole) in d-dimensions
is coupled to external bath in d-dimensions, where d-dimensional external bath has its own
holographic dual in (d + 1)-dimensions. In these kinds of models we consider two copies of the
setup described earlier. We consider two kinds of surfaces. First is the Hartman-Maldacena-like
surface [14], which starts from the point where gravity is coupled to external bath, i.e., defect
and crosses the black hole horizon and reaches up to the defect of thermofield double of doubly
holographic models, and entanglement entropy contribution from this surface has linear time
dependence which leads to information paradox at late times. Second, is the island surface,
which start from the external bath and hit the Karch-Randall brane [15, 16]. Entanglement
entropy contribution from the island surface is independent of time and dominates after the
Page time. After combining the entanglement entropy contributions from both surfaces we
obtain the Page curve. Doubly holographic model with gravitating bath was discussed in [17]
and with non-gravitating baths models were discussed in [18-21]. Page curve calculation for the
neutral Gauss-Bonnet black hole was done in [22]*.

There is one more way via which information paradox was resolved. In this approach, initially
we calculate the entanglement entropy contribution without the island surface using Cardy’s
formula [23] which depends on time and is responsible for the appearance of information paradox.
Later, island surfaces emerge which contribute to the entanglement entropy and this contribution
is independent of time which dominates after the Page time. Combining these two contributions
we obtain the Page curve. Based on this approach some examples were discussed in [24-28].
Since there is no known Cardy-like formula for non-conformal theories therefore we are following
the doubly holographic models approach discussed earlier in our calculations. Islands and Page

'One of us (GY), thanks R. X. Miao to bring their work to our attention



curves were studied in type IIB string theory in [29-31] and for flat space black holes, see [32].
Page curves of the Reissner-Nordstrom black hole in the presence of higher derivative terms was

studied in [33].

To study thermal QCD-like theories via gauge-gravity duality in the UV complete type I1B
holographic dual, the authors started in [34] where they constructed type IIB string dual of
large- N thermal QCD-like theories in the strong coupling limit. To study the finite coupling
regime of thermal QCD-like theories authors constructed type IIA mirror of the aforementioned
type IIB setup then uplifted it to the M-theory in [35, 36]. Applications of the same were
studied in [37-40|. Further, to have analytical control on the intermediate coupling regime of
thermal QCD-like theories, the authors in [4] incorporated HD terms on the gravity dual side.
We are working with [4] too in this paper to obtain the Page curve of a neutral black hole in
the presence of higher derivative terms. The model [4] has been reviewed in |9, 41] and the
latter references are applications of the same. One of us (GY) studied the effect of rotation
on the deconfinement temperature of thermal QCD-like theories at intermediate coupling from
M-theory in [42].

In this paper we are calculating the Page curve of a neutral black hole where we have a non-
conformal bath. In our case, on the gravity dual side we have M-theory dual inclusive of higher
derivative terms and on the gauge theory side we have thermal QCD-like theories at intermediate
coupling which is a non-conformal theory. In this paper we are considering a doubly holographic
setup similar to [18, 19] where on the gauge theory side authors have a conformal theory but the
story is different in our setup because we have a non-conformal theory. Similar to [18, 19|, we
consider two kinds of candidate surfaces: Hartman-Maldacena-like surface and island surface.
Hartman-Maldacena-like surface is responsible for the linear time growth of the entanglement
entropy of Hawking radiation [14]. After the Page time, the entanglement entropy contribution
from the island surface dominates which is independent of time and we obtain the Page curve
from M-theory dual inclusive of O(R*) corrections.

We have organised the paper in the following way. In section 2 via two subsections 2.1
and 2.2, we have described the holographic dual of thermal QCD-like theories from top-down
approach in subsection 2.1 and construction of doubly holographic setup in M-theory dual in
subsection 2.2. Section 3 is devoted to discussion of end-of-the-world (ETW) “brane” embedding
in the M-theory dual. First, we have discussed that ETW-“brane" has constant embedding
at the level of Einstein gravity in 3.1 and then we have shown in 3.2 that when restricted to
the aforementioned constant ETW-“brane” embedding, there are no boundary terms generated
from the most dominant Jy terms at O(R') in the “MQGP limit” in the eleven dimensional
supergravity action that would have covariant derivatives of the metric variation, and hence

would have required suitable boundary terms to be constructed to cancel the same (much like



the GHY boundary terms to cancel off similar terms in the EH action in Einstein gravity).
Section 4 is divided into three subsections. Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 involve calculations of the
entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation from the areas of Hartman-Maldacena-like and
island surfaces, and in subsection 4.3 we have obtained the Page curve of eternal neutral black
hole in the absence of higher derivative terms in eleven dimensional supergravity action. We
do the Page curve calculation of the neutral black hole in the presence of higher derivative
terms in section 5 via four subsections 5.1, 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4. In subsections 5.1 and 5.3 we
obtain the entanglement entropies of the Hawking radiation for the Hartman-Maldacena-like and
island surfaces in the presence of higher derivative terms, and then we obtain the Page curve in
subsection 5.4. In subsection 5.2 we discuss the “Swiss-Cheese” structure of entanglement entropy
contribution from the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface. Section 6 has a discussion on showing
the existence of massless graviton by showing the existence of a null eigenvalue of the Laplace-
Beltrami differential equation for the graviton wave function along the internal coordinates and
hence provide a physical reason for the exponential-in-N suppression of entanglement entropies
in particular for the Island Surface. We discuss our results and conclusion in section 7.

Additionally there are four appendices. By dividing the appendix A into two parts, we have
computed angular integrals used in this paper in A.1 and turning point of the island surface
in A.2. In appendix B we have listed various r dependent functions in entanglement entropy
expression of the HM-like surface at O(3%) and O(f), apart from that we have also computed
EOM of the HM-like surface embedding in the same appendix. In appendix C we have listed r
dependent functions appearing in the O(f) term of the entanglement entropy of island surface
and then computed the derivatives of the Lagrangian with respect to embedding function and
derivatives of the embedding function. In D, we have listed all the possible terms that we obtain
in the holographic entanglement entropy for Hartman-Maldacena-like and island surfaces in D.1
and D.2.

2 Setup

In this section we will first summarise (in 2.1) the type IIB/IIA mirror dual of thermal QCD-
like theories (i.e., IR-confining, UV-conformal with quarks in the fundamental representation
of flavor and color) and its no-braner M-theory uplift worked out in [4, 34, 36]. We will then
discuss (in 2.2) the doubly holographic setup in the M-theory uplift.



2.1 Top-Down UV-Complete Holographic Dual of Thermal QCD-Like Theories

From the point of view of construction of a string/M-theory holographic dual truly close to
realistic thermal QQCD-like theories, one needs to consider finite gauge coupling (gs) and finte
number of colors (N). From the point of view of gauge-gravity duality, this entails looking at
the strong-coupling limit of string theory - M theory - the same was dubbed as the "MQGP
limit” in [36] wherein g, ~ 1, Ny = O(1), (N, M) > 1 such that % < 1.

e Brane configuration of [34]: Brane setup of [34] has N D3-branes, M D5-branes and
M D5-branes, N; D7-branes Ny D7-branes. Worldvolume coordinates are the aforemen-
tioned D-branes are summarised in Table 1. M D5-branes and M D5-branes are wrapping
the same vanishing two cycle S?(6;, ¢1) but located at antipodal points ( average separation
is Rps/m5) of resolving S7(0a, ¢a). R ps 5 is the boundary between UV (r > R 5 755) and
IR (r < Rp; /175) on the gravity dual side in terms of radial coordinate. Flavor D7-branes
were embedded holomorphically [43] in the resolved conifold geometry (1):

1 0 0
(7’6 + 9@27‘4) 4 €§(¢7¢17¢2) sin <51> sin (52) = HOuyang (1)

where [10uyang 15 the Ouyang embedding parameter. Ny D7-branes are present only in the
UV and UV-IR interpolating region whereas Ny D7-branes are present in the UV, UV-IR
interpolating region and in the IR too. This provides a realization of chiral symmetry
breaking in the setup and UV conformality in the theory which we will explain in the next
bullet.

e Based on earlier discussion, we can see that product color and flavor gauge groups are
SU(N + M) x SU(N + M) and SU(Ny) x SU(Ny) when we are in the UV, ie., r >
Rps/ps- When one is going from UV (r > Rps p5) to IR (r < Rps,p5) via RG group
flow then SU(Ny) x SU(Ny) changes into SU(Ny) (because there are no Ny D7-branes in
the IR). This process can be interpreted as chiral symmetry breaking in the setup. Effect
of transition from UV to IR at r = Rp; p5 on the product color gauge group is that it
changes SU(N + M) x SU(N + M) to SU(N + M) x SU(N) (because no M D5-branes in
the IR). This triggers Sieberg-like duality in the setup and if we perform repeated Sieberg-
like dualities then in the IR we will be left with SU(M) gauge theory where M can be
identified with number of colors in the theory and M can be set to 3 [44] in the "MQGP”

limit discussed later in this subsection.

e Now let us see how we can say that the theory is non-conformal. This can be seen from



S. No. | Branes World Volume

1. | ND3 RY3(t,2123) x {r = 0}
2. M D5 RY3(t, 2123) x {r = 0} x S%(01, ¢1) X NPg2(g, ,)
3. M D75 Rl’g(t,ﬂj‘l’Q’g) X {r = 0} X 52(01,¢1) X SP53(927¢2)

2
4. Ny D7 | RY3(,2523) x Ry (r € [|touyang|3, ruv]) x S3(01, ¢1,9) x NP s2(g,.6,)

5. | Ny D7 | RY3(t,21%%) x Ry (r € [Rps 5 — € ruv]) X S3(01,61,9) x SPg2(9,.4,)

Table 1: Brane Configuration of [34]

the following RG-flow equations of the gauge couplings of the product gauge group:

1 1 1 1 1
Am® | = + — e? ~ mdr® | — - = e ~ ; / B,. (2)
Isun+ry  9su) Jsun+ny  9su) 2o J g2

If [ g2 B2 = 0, then we will have a conformal theory and this is true in the UV in this setup
because of presence of M D5-branes in the UV. In the IR, J 52 B2 # 0, which implies non-
conformality in the theory from (2). N; DT7-branes cancels the net Ny flavor D7-branes

charges in the UV which corresponds to constancy of dilaton in the UV.

String dual of thermal QCD-like theories [34]: On the gauge theory side we want
to have finite temperature QCD. As we know that there are two phases of QCD: confining
phase (T" < T.) and the deconfined phase (T" > T.). In the deconfined phase, finite
temperature can be introduced by a black hole in the holographic dual side and in the
confining phase, finite temperature can be introduced by a thermal background in the
holographic dual side. In addition to finite temperature there is finite separation between
the M D5-branes and M D5, this corresponds to non-trivial resolution of the conifold
geometry. Further, we need IR confinement in thermal QCD and it will be obtained on



the gauge theory side by deforming the three cycle in the gravity dual side. From the
aforementioned discussion it is clear that gravity dual of type IIB setup is a resolved
warped deformed conifold. Further, we have fluxes (which contains the backreaction(also
in the warp factor)) in the IR which are coming from D3-branes and the D5-branes.

Number of colors, i.e., N, = 3: Number of colors N, can be identified with M when
Seiberg-like duality cascade ends in the IR [44], and M can be set to 3 in the "MQGP”
limit. The idea is as follows: we can write N, as the sum of effective number of D3-branes
and D5-branes, i.e., N. = Neg(r) + Mg (1), where Neg(r) and Meg(r) are defined from Fy
and F3:

Fs =dCy+ By A Fy = Fs + #F5; Fs = Nog X Vol(Base of Resolved Warped Deformed Conifold),

Mg (r) = / Fy,
S3
where Fy(= F3—7Hs) & Mug(r) = M———-——, o > 1 with R ps/p5 being the D5 — D5
1

LR s 55)
separation along the blown-up S? which in turn is estimated to be v/3a in the type IIB dual
with the same therefore acting as the outer boundary of the UV-IR interpolating region in
same as well as its type IIA mirror gravity dual and its M-theory uplift, and S® is dual to
ey A (sin01dbh A dpy — By sinby A dey), where ey, = dip + cos 61 déy + cos 02 dpo) and By
is an ‘asymmetry factor’ defined in [34|. Since Ny € [Nuyv,Om] and Mg € [Oyv, Mig],
therefore N. = Mg, where M;r implies that in the IR, number of colors is equal to M and
this can be set to 3 in the “MQGP” limit. Further we can also take N; = 2(u/d) + 1(s).
Therefore we can see that % is fixed in the IR (Veneziano-like limit [45]; but Ny and N,

remain finite themselves).

The MQGP limit, Type ITA Strominger-Yau-Zaslow (SYZ) mirror of [34] and
its M-theory uplift at intemediate gauge coupling:

— The MQGP limit is defined as below [35, 36]:

(9sM?) g Ny
N

1 gs M

2
s~ —— M,N;=0O(1), N> 1, 1,

< 1. (4)

MQGP limit (4) involves finite string coupling (intermediate gauge coupling on gauge
theory side) and finite M which is number of colors in the IR, i.e., N, = M. Therefore
M theory dual is holographic dual of thermal QCD-like theories at intermediate gauge
coupling [4].

— One can obtain the M-theory uplift of type IIB setup by constructing the type IIA
Strominger-Yau-Zaslow (SYZ) mirror (which is obtained by implementing triple 7-
duality along the three isometry directions) setup of type IIB setup and then uplift

9

(3)



the type IIA mirror to M-theory. Three isometry directions produces a local special
Lagrangian (sLag) T° — which could be identified with the T?-invariant sLag of [46]
with a large base B(r,0,0) (of a T3(¢1, ¢, v)-fibration over B(r,0y,6,)) |35, 47>
Three isometry directions are x,y, z which are toroidal analogue of ¢1, @9, 3. From
Table 1 we see that T' duality along the 1) direction converts the N D3-branes, M
fractional D3-branes and N; flavor D7-branes into N' D4-branes wrapping the v circle,
M D4-branes straddling a pair of orthogonal N.S5-branes and Ny flavor D6-branes.
Now, from second and third T duality along the ¢; and ¢y directions, we obtain N
D6-branes, M D6-branes and Ny D6-branes "wrapping" a non-compact three-cycle
Y@ (1,01, ¢y). Now if we uplift the type IIA mirror to M-theory then it was found
that DG6-branes are converted into KK monopoles (variants of Taub-NUT spaces).
Therefore we have no branes in the M-theory and we will be left with M-theory with

a Go-structure manifold - a no-braner uplift.

e M-theory uplift including O(R?*) and G-Structure Torsion Classes

— One of us (AM) along with V. Yadav, worked out O(If) corrections to the M-theory
M-theory metric in the “MQGP” limit in [4] and using the the aforementioned M-
theory metric, G-structure torsion classes were worked out for the six-, seven- and
eight-folds of the M-theory uplift and summarized in Table 2. The eleven-fold M,
in the M theory uplift obtained in [36] turns out to be a warped product of S*(z%) x
Reonformal and Mz (7,601 2, ¢1.2, 10, x'Y), the latter being a cone over Mg(6; 2, ¢1.2, v, x'Y)
with Mg (61, ¢1.2,, x'%) possessing the following nested fibration structure:

Me (01,2, ¢1,2,%, 210) «— S'(2"°)
1
M5(01,2, 91,2, %) — M3(1, d2,7) - (5)
1
B2 (61,02)

*In [44] it was discussed in a footnote that to implement SYZ mirror symmetry idea is similar to [48], we need to
replace the pair of S%s by pair of T?s from which we can get the correct T-duality coordinates. After getting the type
ITIA mirror, similar to the [48] pertaining to D5-branes wrapping a vanishing S, uplift it to M-theory with a bonafide
Ga-structure that is free of the angular delocalization. One can descend back to type ITA which will therefore be free of

delocalization now.
3 As explained in [49], the T3-valued (z,y, 2) (used for effecting SYZ mirror in [35, 36]) are defined via:

$1=¢10+ * — 7
Vha [h(ro, 010,20)] % sin 610 0
¢2 = ¢20 + Yy

I

\/H[h(TO, 910,20)]

z
\/E[h(ro, 910,20)]% 70

hi,2,4 defined in [34], and one works up to linear order in (z,y,z). In the IR, it can be shown [50] that 610,20 can be

sin 920 To

Y = o +

)

promoted to global coordinates 61 2 in all the results in the paper.

10



As shown in [36], p?(Mi1) = po(My1) = 0 up to O(3°) where p, is the a-th Pontryagin
class of M. This hence implied that Xg = 0 in (14) up to O(5°).

S. No. Manifold G-Structure Non-Trivial Torsion Classes
1. Mg = non-Kahler conifold SU(3) quIUA(B) =MW1 OWo W3 W41 W5 : Wy ~Ws
2. M7:S/1\A Xw Mg Gy Té;l =W, e Wy ® Wiy ® Woy

br~(1+aq)a, ag~01-0.3
Wl =0 (W) y Uy > ]_7
therefore disregarded up to O (%),

Ws =0
= T = Wi @ Wy
. Mg = S} x My SU (4) Tsﬂgw =Wy ® W3 @ Ws
4, Mg Spin(7) Ty = W10 W2

Table 2: IR G-Structure Classification of Six-/Seven-/Eight-Folds in the type IIA /M-Theory Duals of
Thermal QCD-Like Theories (at High Temperatures) and for r €IR; x,, denotes a warped product

From the above discussions we find that the type IIB setup has the following properties: IR
confinement, UV conformality, quarks transform in the fundamental representation of flavor and
color groups and well defined in the confining and deconfined phases. Therefore it is an ideal
holographic dual of thermal QCD-like theories.

The type IIB setup of [34], its Strominger-Yau-Zaslow type ITA mirror and its M-theory
uplift as constructed in [36], [35] as well as [4] (M-theory uplift at intermediate ‘t Hooft coupling
effected by inclusion of O(R*) terms) are summarized in Fig. 1.

2.2 Doubly Holographic Setup

Let us first review the doubly holographic setup [13|. There are three equivalent descriptions of

doubly holographic models which are summarised below:

1. A bath which is a boundary CFT(BCFT) living at the boundary of AdSyy; whose boundary
is (d-1) dimensional defect [51, 52|, to collect the Hawking radiation .

2. Conformal field theory in d dimensions is coupled to gravity on an “End-of-The-World”
(ETW) brane in an asymptotically AdS,; space M, with a half-space bath CET coupled to
M via “transparent boundary conditions” at the defect (the intersection of the ETW-brane
and the bath).

11



M-theory on G,-Structure seven-
fold M. Dhuria, A.Misra [2013]; A.

M-theory on Gy-Structure Misra, K.Sil[2015]; V.Yadav, A.
Gravity dual . . . 4
seven-fold Misra [2020] (inclusive of O(R?)
corrections)
M-theory uplift I M-theory uplift
gravity
Type IIA supergravity: (anti-

Type lIA brane construct: (anti- dual vp p gravity: ( B}

» | )D6-branes in a a (non-Kahler)

)D6-branes in a deformed
conifold at finite temperature
(deformed conifold more non-

trivial to handle computationally)

A
Strominger-

Yau-Zaslow
Mirror (using
ideas of
Dasgupta et al
[2004], Knauf
[2007])

Type IIB brane construct: D3-
branes, (anti-)D5-branes and
flavor (anti-) D7 branesin a
resolved conifold at high
temperature (Dasgupta et al
[2009])

warped resolved conifold with
a Black Hole (resolved conifold
easier to handly
computationally); M. Dhuria, A.
Misra [2013]); A. Misra, K.Sil
[2015]

Strominger-Yau-
Zaslow Mirror

gravity

dual

Type 1IB supergravity: anti-D5-

branes and flavor (anti-)D7-
branes in a (non-Kahler)
resolved (since D5- D5 are
separated + high

temperature) warped
deformed (since IR
confinement) conifold with a
Black Hole (Dasgupta et al
[2009])

Figure 1: Type IIB dual of large-IN thermal QCD like theories, its SYZ type IIA mirror and M-theory
uplift
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3. Einstein gravity in My, asymptotic to AdSy,1, the holographic dual of d-dimensional
BCFT, containing M, as an ETW brane [15, 16, 53].

Let S(R) be the von Neumann entropy of subregion R defined on constant time slice in descrip-

tion 1. In the second description it will be given by the island-rule (Z) [12] as,
S(R) = ming extz Syen(RUI), (6)

where generalised entropy functional is defined as [11]:

A(DT)

Syn(RUT) = 7

+ Smatter (R U I)7 (7)

where the first term in the above equation is the area of the boundary of the island surface
and second term is the matter contribution from bath as well as island regions. In the third
description, generalised entropy functional defined in semiclassical geometry can be computed

classically using Ryu-Takayanagi formula in (d+ 1) dimensions |7] from area of the co-dimension

A(v)
Telan

where v is the co-dimension two surface in the Mqy1) dimensional bulk space-time. There-

two minimal surface:

Sgen(RUZ) = (8)

fore one can calculate very easily entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation in doubly

holographic models using classical Ryu-Takayanagi formula in third description.

There is also a similar setup available in the literature as constructed in [19]. In [19], authors
constructed a similar setup as discussed earlier but in this setup bath is a warped conformal field
theory(WCFT) [54] instead of CFT. This setup has also three equivalent descriptions which are
summarised below:

1. Boundary warped conformal field theory(BWCFT) in two dimensions with one dimensional
boundary.

2. Two dimensional JT gravity coupled to WCFT in two dimensions at the interface point
via transparent boundary conditions.

3. Einstein gravity on M3 asymptote to AdS3 space containing Mo as a Planck brane [12].

Similar to earlier discussion one can calculate the entanglement entropy of the Hawking ra-
diation classically in the third description when one has warped conformal field theory in two
dimensions as a bath using Ryu-Takayanagi formula [7]. Doubly holographic models have been

studied in the literature mentioned in section 1 and also in [55-66].
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Motivated by these constructions we are generalising these kinds of setups to our case. After
a double Wick-rotation, we have QCD,,; at r=0, along x'? and Wick-rotated z*. One can
think of a fluxed ETW-hypersurface or “brane" M, = R?(2??) x,, Mg where Mg is the (non-
compact) SU(4)/Spin(7)-structure ([4], Table 2) eight-fold MG W/ P D (1 ¢ 0, 5 ¢y 5 0, 21°)
at ' = 0 which has a black hole. The ETW-hypersurface can be interpreted as R?(z??) x,,
MSUM)/Spm(n(t,T, 012, 12,1, 2'%) containing black M5-brane at z' = 0 with world volume
N0 = SL(#) x4 Roo(r) x B where X = 0y S3(6;, ¢1, %) x [0, 1], + 125261, ¢1) x S?(0y, 2'0)
with n; determined by fsgx[oﬂ Gy and ng by [o, g Gu; the QCD,,; can be thought of as living
on M2-branes with world volume %® (2123). QCD, ; at r = 0 would interact gravitationally
via the pull-back of the ambient M;; = RY?3 x,, Mg = R(z!) x,, My metric used to contract
the non-abelian field strength in the gauge kinetic term obtained as part of the M2-brane(z??)
world-volume action. This has some similarity with points 2. and 3. of the first paragraph of
this section as regards the doubly holographic setup as described in [13]. 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 QC D, bath
with the numbering matches the one used in the aforementioned three equivalent description:

1. Boundary-like Description: QQCDy,; (could be thought of as supported on an M2-
brane with world-volume X (2%%3) and) is living at the tip (r = 0) of a non-compact
seven-fold of G5 structure which is a cone over a warped non-Kéhler resolved conifold. The
two-dimensional “defect” $(2) = %) (323, 1 = () = R?(2%%).

2. Non-Conformal Bath-ETW Interaction Description: Fluxed End-of-The-World (ETW)
hypersurface Mg = R2(223) x,, MgU W/ o 012, 12,1, x'%) containing black M5-
brane at z' = 0 coupled to QC' D, bath living on M2 brane with world volume %) (2:23)
along the defect X = Mo N XG) (£1:23) |761:0 via exchange of massless graviton.

3. Bulk Description: QC Dy, (z"%*3) has holographic dual which is eleven dimensional
(My; =2 R(z") Xy Mig = S'(t) X4 R¥(2123) X0y ME2(r, 019, ¢19, 1, 2'°)) M-theory back-
ground (compactified on a seven-fold with Gy structure) containing the fluxed ETW-
hypersurface Mio(x! = 0).

The pictorial representation of the aforementioned ETW-brane(containing a black M 5-brane) /M 2-
brane(supporting the non-conformal “bath” - QC Dy, )-setup focusing only on the x! — r-plane,

along with the Hartmann-Maldacena-like surface and island surface, is given in Fig. 2. Unlike
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[12], [13] and [17], the (non-conformal) bath is at r = 0 instead of the UV cutoff r = ryv*. In

the high temperature (T' > T.) M-theory dual (15), evidently 7 > 7, (the metric component g7}!
4

being proportional to a warp factor e® where B ~ log (1 — :—Z +0 (%)) from the solutions

to the supergravity EOM implies that for B € R,r > r;, in the MQGP limit (4)).

If S(R) be the von Neumann entropy of subregion R defined on constant time slice in de-
scription 1 then in the second description it will be given by the island-rule [12] as:

S(R) = ming exty Sy, (RUI), 9)

where Z is the island surface and generalised entropy functional is defined as [11]:

A(OT)

Sgen(RUI) = 1Gu

+ Smatter(R UI) (10)

As discussed earlier that in doubly holographic models we can calculate the generalised entropy
functional defined in semiclassical geometry using classical Ryu-Takayanagi formula [7] in eleven
dimensions in the third description as below:

A7)
el

where A(7y) is the area of the minimal surface, v, which is a co-dimension two surface in the

Sgen(RUZ) = (11)

eleven dimensional bulk space-time. By following [18] we obtain the Page curve of a neutral

black hole using (11) without higher derivative terms in section 4 from M-theory dual.

For higher derivative gravity theories we can calculate the entanglement entropy in the holo-
graphic dual theories from the results of [10]. Since we are working with M-theory dual therefore
we can write the analogue of the generalised entropy functional defined in equation (11) using
[10] as below:

Sgen (R U I) = Sgravity> (12)

4The cut-off, unlike most references in the literature is not at infinity but is such that ryv SL= (4mgsN )1/ 4 thereby
justifying dropping the “1” in the 10-dimensional warp factor h in [34], [36], [4] [that appears in (15)], which otherwise
would have been 1 + f—: [1 + 0O (%)}

Further, as will be shown later, the area/entanglement entropy (inclusive of O(R*) contributions) of the HM surface
(see (48), (52), (86), (89) and (129)) as well as the IS (see (64), (65), (118) and (132)) are proportional to a positive
power of M - the number of fractional D3-branes in the parent type IIB dual [34]. Now, the contribution to r integral

from r € UV, ie., r > v3a ~ {1 + 0 (%) + 0 (%)}rh ~ (1+€)rn,le] < 1 [41] will involve replacing M by
MUV = Meg(r e UV & r > \/ga) - the UV-valued effective number of fractional D3-branes in the aforementioned parent
type IIB dual - which is vanishing small (see the discussion beneath (3)) ensuring UV conformality. Therefore all integrals

I:*UZr - of integrands relevant to the HM/IS areas or entanglement entropies, will vanish as r.r > 7, though being
nearer to r, than v/3a.

15



x=0 Thermal Bath (Effectively QCD in (2 + 1)dimensions) r=0
1
1
1

Black Hole Horizon

=T
Fluxed ETW-hypersurface «——— )
r=r1r T
Island surfaces r=7 Hartman-Maldacena surface

r=7nm

| Black Hole Horizon

|

|

L r=0

x=0 Thermal Bath(Effectively QCD in (2 + 1) dimensions) x

Figure 2: Doubly holographic setup in M-theory dual. ETW-black “brane” is coupled the thermal bath
(at the tip of seven-fold of Gg-structure which is a cone over a warped non-Kéhler resolved conifold),
where the Hawking radiation is collected, which effectively is thermal QCDy 1 along 223 after Wick-
rotation along x® at r = 0. Blue curves correspond to the island surfaces and red curve corresponds to

the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface.
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where

SEE
el

where Sgg can be calculated using [10]. We will use equation (12) to obtain the Page curve from

(13)

S gravity —

M-theory dual in the presence of higher derivative terms in section 5. The idea is that we need
to calculate equation (12) for the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface which may produce a linear
time growth of entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation and for the island surface which
dominates after the Page time. Combining these two contributions will generate the analogue
of the Page curve.

3 ETW-brane” Embedding

In the doubly-holographic approach, End of The World (ETW)-“brane" embedding is an impor-
tant issue related to the existence of islands. The issue is well understood at the level of Einstein
gravity at LO (i.e. Einstein-Hilbert(EH) action and the boundary Gibbons-Hawking-York sur-
face terms), but not much is known for higher derivative gravity, e.g. D = 11 supergravity
at O(R*); in top-down models such as the one considered by us, the ETW-"brane” would be
a fluxed hypersurface W ¢. We will now address this issue in this section as two subsections
- in the first we will obtain the ETW embedding at the level of EH4+GHY action, and in the
second we will show that in the MQGP limit (4), the aforementioned LLO embedding receives no

corrections.

The N =1, D = 11 supergravity action without higher derivative terms is given by:

1 1 1 1
S:—2 \/—GM |:R*11/\1——G4/\*11G4—_C/\G/\G:|+_2/ dlﬂx\/ﬁK
2511 Mu 2 6 ’%11 T=ryv
1
+— [ d"z/H(K —9T). (14)
K11 Jw

v, K and T in (14) are the induced metric, trace of extrinsic curvature (K,,,) and tension of
the ETW brane W: 0M;, = {r = ryv} UW). Metric for the M-theory dual when 7" > T, on
gauge theory side is given by:

9 ITA 1 2 2 2
ds?, = e Sl (= r)dt? + (daz')” + (dz?)” + (dz?
11 [ nr, 9172) < g(r) ( ) ( ) ( ) >
+4/h(r, 0 )(—‘”2 + ds?ia(r, 012, w>)
;01,2 90 1al”, 01,2, @12,

50ne of us (GY) would like to thank C. F. Uhlemann for a brief clarification on this point.

44114 FLB

2
e (datt 4 A TR (1)
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1B

where Aﬂfl’?”s are the type ITA RR 1-forms obtained from the triple T /SYZ-dual of the type 11B
FP; fluxes in the type IIB holographic dual of [34], and g(r) =1 — :—% Near the ¢ = 2nm,n =
0, 1, 2-coordinate patch, we can write the metric (15) in the following form (explicit form of the
metric in terms of the parameters of the model can be read off from the appendix A of [9]):

ds® = a(r)[—g(r)dt* + o(r)dr* + dz,dz"] + gnndx™dz", (16)

where z, (1 = 1,2,3) represent spatial coordinates, r is the radial coordinate and z™(m =
5,6,7,8,9,10) represent six angular coordinates (0; 2, @12, %, z'°) in the conifold geometry. The
volume of the compact six-fold can be obtained by the following equation:

Yo = [T[as"v=3 (1)

On comparing equations (15) and (16), we obtain:

_2elTA
Oé(’f’ 91 2) = L
Y \/h(’l“, 9172)7
h(T, 01 2)
o(r,b2) = ——, 18
( 1 2) g(T) ( )
2olIA
where ¢ is the type IIA dilaton profile and can be defined as G;\fwl 0= e*5—. For M-theory

dual, the expressions for «(r, 0 ),0(r,012), H(r,012) = V2, (r,012)a(r,012)* can be easily read

int
off from (15) and (18).

The ETW-"brane” W : AdS{° x,, Mg with G4 fluxes threading a homologous sum of four-cycles
5% % [0,1] and 52 x S% in Mg = Ms (019, 12, ¢) x SH(z0) — MZUW/SPD ¢ 101 by o 0, 210)
(in the large-N MQGP limit) implies: OM;; = {r =ryy} UW. Assuming the End of The
World(ETW)-"Brane” embedding,

vt =2t (r), (19)

and substituting the same into (16) yields:

ds* = a(r) [—g(r)dt2 + (0(7’) + (%) ) dr® + Z dz,dz"

p=2

+ gmndx™dx". (20)

3.1 At O(8°)

Assuming T to be the tension of the ETW-‘brane", and if K and Kz, m,n = 7, t, u,m are
respectively the extrinsic curvature scalar and tensor on the end-of-the-world (ETW)-“brane",
then [67],

Ko — Khpn = =9T hyp, (21)
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where hy,, is the induced metric on the end-of-the-world (ETW)-“brane". Let us look at the rr-
component of (21) in the IR. One can argue that in the IR, the embedding function z!(r) = z(r)
always appears as z'(r),z”(r) in (21), and writing a = <b +0 (%)) rn |47], the terms LO
and NLO in N and
(36> — 1) y/rr(log N — 9log(rn))
.
YGs VN =715 ((362 — 1) log N + 9log(rn)) {/Ny(log N — 3log(rn))

Krr (N, M, Ny, goirns @' (r); ()~ —rlD Vg NE(ns N, Ny) | 2) gs"M2Ny log(rn)(log N — 121og(rn))X(ra; N, Ny)
T 9 9 f7 Sy 9 bl Kpr Th(T‘_Th)Q Kpr ThQW(T—Th)z

K(N,gs;rn) ~

@ Tt ()S(ra; N, Np) @) raa” (r)S(rns N, Ny)
thK,, + Rk, ;
Vs N VgsN
<NX(rn; N, N 22" (r)S(rp; N, N
hrr (N,M,vags;Th;I/(T)) ~ —2&5,? Vg NE(rn; N, Ny) —Kgg) @ (1) (rn; N, Ny)
o ra(r—ra) " V9N
(2) 39s°M?Nylog(rs)(log N — 12log(rs))S(rn; N, Ny)
—2K ), , (22)
T e/ gsN(r —rp)

wherein X(r,; N, N;) = (6log NN; — 3Ny log (9a?r,* + rhG))2/3 the numerical pre-factors are

respectively collected in kg, 1234). As b = \/Lg + ¢, (e.g., in the ¢ = 2nm,n = 0,1,2-

K jeti=
coordinate patches, |¢| ~ r2 (|log rp|)% N=9/10=ev o, > ( [4]), one can approximate (21) by
Ky ~ —9Th,,,. Looking then at m = n = r component of the same, one notes that un-
like IC, (N, M, Ny, gs;mp; @' (7); 2" (1)), hyr (N, M, Ng, gs; 755 2'(r)) does not have an z”(r) term.
Therefore,

2"(r) = 0. (23)

Further, we note that the LO-in-N terms in the IR (r = O(1)r, of) IC;r (N, M, Ny, gg; rp; ' (1r); 2" (7))
are proportional to h,, (N, M, Ny, gs; ;' (1)) with a proportionality constant -2 resulting in the
ETW-“brane" tension
7L (24)
Th
But, at NLO in N, the coefficients of the same are proportional to each other but with a

proportionality constant that is -1. These two can be reconciled by z/(r) = 0, i.e.,
x*(r) = constant, (25)

and we take the constant to be zero.

3.2 No Boundary Terms Generated at O(R?)

Eleven dimensional supergravity action including O(R*) terms is given by:

2;2 / V—-GM {R*n 1— %G4 A*11Gy — éc AG A G] - %/ d"°zvVhK
11 J My, T=TUV

K11

1
2\ 3 2
P S (2%) / 4/ —GM (JO _ 1E8> + (%) /03 AXs+ — [ dVzyF(K - 9T),
My 11

(2m)432213 \ k%, 2 k1w
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where:

1
Jo=3- 28<RHMNKRPMNQRHRSPRQRSK + iRHKMNRPQMNRHRSPRQRSK)

1 / ! / !
ABCM;Ny...MyN. MIN MN,
Ey = 3¢ Tt e a oy Ny Ny R vy - BT Ny
879
,  (2m)fL (27)
k11 = 5

k%, being related to the eleven-dimensional Newtonian coupling constant, and G = dC with C
being the M-theory three-form potential with the four-form G being the associated four-form
field strength. Givent the hierarchy [(2G*R3| < |Es| < |Jo| [4] in the MQGP limit (4), we will
only work with Jo; v, K and T in (26) are defined earlier.

From [4],
8.Jo ~ =gy gMM RHNNK + gNN RHMMK + gKM RHMNN] VHMNK
—% [gHH (D[Ah (DK1}59M11€1 + Dy 0 ke — Dg59|KﬂM1>) XJ\H/IlNlKl] : (28)
where,
XHMNK = RPMNQRHRSPRQRSK - %RPQKNRHRSPRQRSM§
XKL = RN, RSP RS, KL SN R 5 G, (29)

We thus see that a typical boundary term involving covariant derivatives of the metric variations

that one would need to cancel out by an appropriate boundary term (using Stokes theorem) is:
/WD[K1|59M1HXHM1[N1K1]dENﬂ = /WD[K1|5gM1ﬁIXHM1[NlKl]le]\/ —hdloy. (30)

The (dual to the) unit normal vector to W given by:

dz!(r rr rlx
(-2 /7 e o)

nv = (nr;nxynMyﬁr,x) = 5 (31)
Y@+ @y (450

Therefore,
nM’wl(T):constant = (07 \% G%’ 0) : (32>

What we will now show that the ETW embedding (25) continues to hold even with the inclusion

HM|z!N]

of O(I9) corrections. From (32), one sees that one will be required to considera y . Using
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that the only linearly independent non-vanishing Riemann curvature tensor for the metric (16)

with one index along z' is R,1.,1,, and (29), one obtains:

Zl‘l IEI 1 2 (Iilivl 2 Ill'l
W = S (g (R R (33)

1.,.1..1

7 We therefore see from (30)(y"*'t = y*'#'#'t = ():

/W D[K1|591\/\;11:1XHM1 [N1K1]dE‘N1]

. / Dot E v/ Ry, (34)
21=constant w

Now, g;\f‘t = 0. We therefore see that restricted to ! =constant, there is no surface term
generated if one chooses dg:7, = 0 - we will assume to do so in the rest of the paper.

4 Page Curve without Higher Derivative Terms

To obtain the page curve we are required to calculate the entanglement entropy contribution
from Hartman-Maldacena-like surface and island surface and then we have to see behaviour of
these entropies as function of time.

In this section we are going to perform this analysis in a M-theory uplift of type IIB set up
[34] without inclusion of higher derivative terms in eleven dimensional supergravity action i.e. up
to O(B°) term (14), which is holographic dual of thermal QCD-like theories in four dimensions
at finite coupling. We are following [18] to obtain the Page curve of an eternal black hole by
computing areas of the Hartman-Maldacena-like and Island surfaces. We are considering the
doubly holographic setup as discussed in section 2. We are collecting the radiation of black-hole
in a bath (which is effectively a thermal QQCD-like theories in 2+41D). In this setup we have two
kinds of extremal surfaces- Hartman-Maldacena-like surface and island surface. In subsection
4.1 we will calculate entanglement entropy contribution from Hartman-Maldacena-like surface
and in subsection 4.2 we will calculate entanglement entropy contribution from island surface.

We will obtain the Page curve of an eternal neutral black hole in the absence of higher derivative

"Using
Rzlzlt (90,2 + Th2)
t ~ )
Nyrp? (6a? 4+ rp?) (log N — 3log(rn)) 6/192—3” + 3log NNy — 9Ny log(rs)
leml (9a2(g5 log NNj + 4m) — 3gs Ny (9(12 + rhz) log(ry) + gs log NNfT'hQ)

@NfSTh3 (6a2 + rp2) (r — rn)(log N — 3log(rs))?
We therefore see that up to LO in N and log N, |logr|, and in the IR (near r = ry)

1

1,1
6th tx ~ 2 |
z1=constant N @N?S/ST?L(T _ T'h) (lOgN _ 3| IOg Th|)10/5
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terms in subsection 4.3 by combining the entanglement entropies of Hartman-Maldacena-like

and island surfaces.

4.1 Entanglement Entropy Contribution from Hartman-Maldacena-like Surface

In this subsection we are going to compute the entanglement entropy of the Hartman-Maldacena-

like surface by computing area of the co-dimension two surface in the bulk similar to [18].

To compute the time dependent entanglement entropy of Hartman-Maldacena-like surface, we
consider induced metric on constant z! slice and can be obtained from equation (16) as below:
(—g(r)E(r)* + o(r)) dr® + (dz®)* + (dz®)?

dSQ‘xlsz = a(r) + gmndz™dz". (35)

Area density functional of Hartman-Maldacena-like Surface can be obtained from equation (35)
as:

Asras(ty) = é - / dt/(—g(rVH () T oV H ) HD?) = / diL. (36)

where H(r) = V2,a(r)* and V, = [ [dz*dz® . Due to absence of explicit ¢ dependence in the
Lagrangian, we have constant of motion E (which is the energy of the minimal surface):

oL

E = (t) — L 37
i L. (37)
where 7(t) = d;—(tt). Therefore using equation (36) we can simplify the above equation as,
g(r)H(r)

E =

V(=g H ) + o (r)H(r)i(6)?)

On solving the above equation for 7(t), we get:

If there is a surface at » = r* at which,
F(E)lr=r =0 (40)

Then equation (39) will be simplified as,

g(r*) (1 N g(r*)H(r*)) _o (41)
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From the above equation we get:
B? = —g(r)H ("), (42)

*

r* is the maximum value of r for a surface with energy F. In the full geometry Hartman-
Maldacena-like surface can be viewed as a surface which starts at ' = xx reaches up to r* and

then goes to its thermofield double partner. Equation (36) can be rewritten as:

(o CemEe)
Ap () —/d \/ () +o(r)H(r). (43)
From equations (39) and (43), we get:

Aaaty) =2 [ arYZDIOHE) (44)
g (1%_guggm>

Let us define time using the following integral:

™ dr
L 45
/m D) b (45)

where t, = t(r*) and ¢, is the boundary time at r = r,. From equations (39) and (45) we obtain
the boundary time in terms of energy as:

r* d

n:-P/ L . (46)

r r) r)H(r

hV%ﬂHJ%JQ
Therefore entanglement entropy of the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface is:
Arn(ts)
Sunm(ty) = ——=. (47)
Tels

4.1.1 Hartman-Maldacena-like Surface Analytics/Numerics

The area of the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface after integrating out the angular coordinates
and therefore incorporating a (27)* arising from integration w.r.t. ¢;,, ', and is thus given
as:

Ay ~ (2m)* /T dr (WQEM2 VN log?(2)(log(64) — 1)2]\7}192/4 log?(r)(log(N) — 3log(r))*

Th

x (Nygs (r*(2log(N) — 18log(r) + 3) — 2r;(log(N) — 54rlog(r))) + 87r}) 2). (48)
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Assuming [logr,| > log N [68] in (A4), one obtains:
Asng ~ O(1) x 10°M? V/NNSg 4 (r, — ry) log" (r4) (log(N) — 3log (r))*. (49)
Now, t; is given by the principal value of the following integral:

wep [ ar (EQW 2/ (N9, (r*(2log(N) — 181og(r) + ) — 2r}(log(N) — 54 log(r)) + 87r3) )

(rt — r4) (Njgs ((2r2 — 6a2) log(N) 4 3r (108a2 log(r) + r — 6rlog(r))) + 247ma?)?

T=Tx

-1 T
log(r, —r)  log(r +rp) tan (E)
1 4 33/2E2 /—S / .
611210 T 9 47y, 47y, * 21,
r=rp+ei

_EQ@\/N(IOg(—O _ log(rh - 7’*)) . 7T33/2E2\/E\/N(7"* - Th) +0 ((T’* . T‘h)Q) ) (50)

T 21,2

The Principal value requires: r, = r, + €;. Writing a = (\/Lg + e) rn, upto leading order in e,
one obtains:

E*m33/2\/N /g5 (1 — 13

t, =
b 27’%

(51)

Writing €; = €74, one sees that for (i) €, ~ 0.5, one will have to include terms up to O(é?) in
tp, (ii) € ~ \/iﬁ, one will have to include terms up to O(€}) in t,, (iii) €; ~ 1, one will have to
include terms up to O(&}) in t,, and (iv) & ~ /5, one will have to include terms up to O(&?)
in t,. We see that up to the Page time, €, < 1 and therefore one is justified in retaining terms

only linear in €; as in (51).

From equations (49) and (51), one obtains the entanglement entropy corresponding to Hartman-
Maldacena-like surface as:

g _ Ama O0) x 107 M2Ng;™ rf log" (1) (log(N) — 310g (ra)) *
HM

4G\ E2G\V N2/

We therefore obtain a linear growth of the entanglement entropy corresponding to Hartman-
Maldacena-like surface.

4.2 Entanglement Entropy Contribution from Island Surface
In this subsection we compute the entanglement entropy corresponding to the Island surface by

computing area of the co-dimension two surface in the bulk by following [18]. Embedding for
the Island surface is x(r).
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To compute the entanglement entropy of island surface we consider constant ¢ slice. Therefore

using equation (16), we can write induced metric of the island surface in the following form:

d5? | constt—time = a(T) [(a(r) + &(r)?) dr? + (da*)? + (dz®)? | + gmnda™dz™, (53)
here we have represented z'(r) by z(r) and z(r) = dfl(:). Now we can calculate area density
functional of the island surface as given below:

A
Ars = v = /dr\/(H(r)a(r) + H(r)a(r)?) = /drﬁ, (54)
2
where,
H(r) = Vi,a(r)’. (55)

Since x(r) is cyclic coordinate therefore conjugate momentum corresponding to z(r) i.e. py) =

9L _ g constant of motion:

oz (r)

where C is a constant. Using equation (54) we simplify the equation (56) as

H(r)a(r)

= (57)

On solving the above equation for &(r), we obtained:

i(r) = iC\/ . (T)"_@QU o (58)

Let us assume that there is a turn around point at » = rp at which island surface satisfies

(%)MT ~0. (59)

From equations (58) and (59), constant C can be obtained which is given below:

following condition:

(60)

Using the aforementioned value of C, equation (57) simplifies to the following form:

dx(r) H(rp)o(ry)
i jE\/ H(ro(rr) — H(rr)o(r) (61
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Now from equations (54) and (61) area density functional of the island surface simplifies as,

H(r)H(rr)o(r)
Ars = 2/ \/ H(o(rr) — Hrr)o(r) (62)

Therfore entanglement entropy contribution from the island surface is:

Ars
4G\Y

Sis = (63)

From the above equation it is clear that entanglement entropy contribution from island surface
is independent of time. Therefore entropy contribution to the Hawking-radiation from island
surface will be constant all the time.

4.2.1 Island Surface Analytics

The entanglement entropy upon evaluation of (62) yields:

A / (2*/_”MN3/1°7*N2 95" log(r) (log(N) — 3log(r))?
I8 —

x (Nygs (r*(2log(N) — 18log(r) 4 3) — 2r;(log(N) — 54rlog(r))) + 87T1”i)>, (64)

which hence obtains:

1 .
S5~ [M N*/1ONFg:" ¥ og (rp) (log(N) — Blog (i) > <216rm log (n) 21 (—
N

e

11 1)
RS =4
4" 2 T

—rp <log(N) <2 log <1 [1— 7 + 1) — log <7i1>> + /74 — 1(18log (ry,) — 2log(N) — 3) + 73+/7rp, log (rh)>>],
T T

(65)

where 77 = {L > 1; rr is estimated in (A5) - (A7) (and the text containing the same).

4.3 Page curve at O(3°) from Areas of Hartman-Maldacena-like and Island Surfaces

In this subsection we will obtain the Page curve of an eternal neutral black hole in the absence
of higher derivative terms in the eleven dimensional supergravity action, explicitly by using the
results of previous two subsections.

5x10~*,
B2
tion (65) we see that entanglement entropy contribution of the island surface is independent of

From (52), for the aforementioned values of g5, M, Ny, N, 1y, SEY =

, and from equa-

time, and for the aforementioned values, is given by 421. This contribution dominates after the
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Figure 3: Page curve up to O(3°) of an eternal black hole from doubly holographic setup in M-theory
dual. Blue line in the graph corresponds to the entanglement entropy contribution from the Hartman-
Maldacena-like surface’s area, and orange line corresponds to the entanglement entropy contribution
from the island surface’s area; E in (52) is set to be 1.1 to get the same order of magnitude of tpyge as

in Fig.8.

Page time. As we saw in subsection 4.1 that entanglement entropy of the Hartman-Maldacena-
like surface has linear time dependence therefore when we combine both the contributions then
we will find that initially entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation will increase with
boundary time then after the Page time it is the island surface contribution that dominates
therefore entanglement entropy will stop increasing and reach a constant value. Therefore we
will obtain the Page curve of an eternal black hole in the absence of higher derivative terms
from a doubly holographic setup where gravity dual is M-theory. The same is plotted in Fig.
3. The Page time is given by: tpage = 8.5 X 10°E?. To obtain the same tpage after inclusion
of O(f) "anomaly terms” as will be obtained in 5.4, £ = 1.1. With this fpage, one sees that
€1 ~ 107° < 1, as stated beneath (51). We have also plotted the Page curve in section 5 in
figure 7 where we have done our calculations in the presence of higher derivative terms.

5 Page Curve with Higher Derivative Terms

In this section we are going to obtain the Page curve of a neutral black hole in the presence of
higher derivative terms which are quartic in Riemann curvature tensor. We have divided this
section into four subsections. In subsection 5.1, we will compute the entanglement entropy of
the HM-like surface, in subsection 5.2, we will discuss the the "Swiss-Cheese” structure of the
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same, in subsection 5.3, we will compute the entanglement entropy of the island surface and
then finally in subsection 5.4, we will obtain the Page curve of an eternal black hole using the

results obtained in previous subsections.

We will perform the same analysis as we did in previous section. In the presence of higher
derivative terms we will compute entanglement entropy of Hartman-Maldacena-like surface and

island surface using [10].

Holographic entanglement entropy in general higher derivative gravity theories can be calcu-
lated using the following formula in AdSy o/CF T4, correspondence [10]:

oL 0?L 8K ij Kz
OR, 5.5 + g (aRzizjaR2m2l>a (¢a +1)

where ¢ is the determinant of the induced metric on co-dimension two surface, (a,b) are along

S — / d'yy/ g , (66)

the normal directions, (¢, 7, k,l) are along tangential directions, K,;; = %@Gij and its trace is
defined as K, = KZUG”'. First term in the above equation is Wald entanglement entropy and
to calculate the second term one is required to go through the following steps:

e Label each term as « after differentiating twice the Lagrangian with respect to Riemann

tensor.

e Do the following transformations of the specific components of Riemann tensors in each

term.
Ravij = Taij + 9™ (KajmKpit — Kaim K1)
Ruivj = Taig + 9™ Kajm Kpit — Quavi
Rijml = Tijml + gab (Kailejm - Kainbml) 5 (67}
where Qabz’j = 8asz'j-
e In the ath term, let number of Quq;; and Qui; be v and number of Kyij, Rapei and Rgiji be
0. Then g, for the ath term is defined as:
0
Qo =7V + 5 (68)

e By using equation (67) one can then obtain values of 74p;;, Taibj, 7ijm; and then substitute
back in equation (66). By doing so we will obtain the entanglement entropy expression in

terms of original Riemann tensors i.e. in terms of Rgij, Raip; etc.

Let us outline that how we can calculate the holographic entanglement entropy (66) in general
higher derivative gravity theories:

28



If holographic dual is (d+ 1) dimensional gravitational background then obtain the induced
metric for the co-dimension two surface i.e. in (d—1) dimensions in terms of the embedding

function.

Calculate (66) for the aforementioned induced metric. By doing so we will obtain the

holographic entanglement entropy in terms of embedding function and its derivatives.

Work out the equation of motion of the embedding function and find its solution.

Substituting the solution obtained in previous step into the action will give the holographic
entanglement entropy in higher derivative gravity theories.

Contribution from .J, term:

We obtain the four terms from Wald entanglement entropy formula, i.e., =22 for both the

7 OR:z23
extremal surfaces. which are listed in appendix D.1 for Hartman-Maldacena-like surface and in
D.2 for the island surface.
=—4 : 69
aszzi v (aRt:rtx ( )

To calculate the second term in equation (66), we are required to calculate the four kinds of
differentiations for Hartman-Maldacena-like and island surfaces as given below:

9%J 9%J 9%J 0%J 9%J
(7()) KijKzmi = ( 0 +a* o - 227 0 + 4a? 9 )
aRZiZj6R577LEL aRIZIJ(SR‘Lle aRtitjaRtmtl aRtitjaR:L"mwl aRtinametl
1 7 7
X (QTZKtintmz + Kuij Komi — ;Ktinmml + ;Kxintml> , (70)

Coefficient appearing in the numerator and denominators of the above equation is x = x g for
Hartman-Maldacena-like surface and x = z(r) for the island surface. We have calculated and
listed all four kinds of differentiations appearing in equation (70) for Hartman-Maldacena-like
surface in appendix D.1 and for the island surface in appendix D.2.

5.1 Entanglement Entropy Contribution from Hartman-Maldacena-like Surface

In this subsection we will be calculating the entanglement entropy corresponding to the Hartman-
Maldacena-like surface using Dong’s formula (66).

In M-theory dual, Hartman-Maldacena-like surface is a co-dimension two surface which is
located at x! = zg. Therefore using equation (66) we can write expression for the entanglement
entropy for Hartman-Maldacena-like surface in the following form:

oL 0*L 8K .ij Kz
OR.z.5 + ; (aRzizjaREle)a (o +1)
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where ¢ is the determinant of the induced metric (35) on the co-dimension two surface.
Contribution from O(3°) action: For the metric (35) first term in equation (71) simplifies
to the following form for the O(3°) term in action (26):

/ dVo/—g < 82;) = / AVo LM ~ / dr (x%/\(r)\/a(r) (a(r) — (1 - g) t’(r)2)> , (72)

where g is constant and «(r), o(r), A(r) are given in (B1).

Contribution from O(f) term: At O(f), one is required to calculate two type of terms,
first one is Wald entanglement entropy term and the second one is the anomaly term.

Wald entanglement entropy term, i.e., ( 0.Jo ):

OR:z2z
For Hartman-Maldacena-like surface, we obtain:
0J, aJ,
0 a2 (73)
aRzizé aRtacta:
Out of four terms that we have listed for % in appendix D.1, most dominant terms that

contribute to the Lagrangian in the large N limit are given below (which have been calculated
for the metric (35)).

/dVnggagngZ - /dvgcfv‘vM - /dr <—4x§(m(r) +)\2(r))\/a(r) (U(r) - (1 - %) t’(r)2)> , (74)

where \; o(r) are given in (B2).

Anomaly Term: Using equation (70) and appendix D.1, we find that following are the possible
most dominant terms in the large-N limit that contribute the Lagrangian from second term in
equation (71):

02 J, 0% J Kiii Ky,
/dVg L£oM = /dng—g (m[(ﬁj[(zml> = /dng —9 <8R , -8.(;%— » t;Q : l) ;
2i2j zmz 2i2] Imz R

/dVg ﬁiM = /dri2 (Z(r)ﬁl + 2 W (r) Ly — 205U (r) L3 + 4a% (U(r) 4+ 2V (1)) 54), (75)
TR

where £, 3 are given in (B3), Z(r),W(r),U(r),V(r) are given in (B7), and use has been made
of (B4).

From equations (72), (74), (75) and (B3), total holographic entanglement entropy correspond-
ing to Hartman-Maldacena-like surface can be written as:

st = [ arcily = [ ar (2 3 ) (76)
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Using (B8) - (B11), and writing #(r) = to(r) + 8t1(r), the EOM up to O(3°) is:

5
N3/10(r — rh)5/2p1 (rn) to" (1) + —N3/10(r — rh)3/2p1 (rp) to'(r) = 0.

2
(77)
The solution to (77) will be given by:
261
to(r) =c2 — 30— )32 (78)
Substituting (78) into (B11), one obtains:
20/ via (1" (9 () + 86 () =3 =)™ (94 () + 88 00)) — MePeapa ()
ti(r) = 7 .
(r)=es+ 33c:3 MNgT™ (1 — 1) 3/2 iari log (rn) (log(N) — 910g (rn)) (Iog(N) — 3log (ra)) /% (79)
Retaining the term up to leading order in N we can write embedding function ¢(r) as:
201 202
) = o — e 80
O =er= gyt 8 (o gy (50)
where it is understood that ¢(r = r,) = t, is evaluated as t <rh [1 + ﬁ}) ,ne, = O(1), in

the large-NV limit. Since (in Rps/p5 = l-units) €5 ~ co, 1.e., ¢1 ~ rijc implying o = 3/2, i.e.

3/ 1/4 K

IS~ % or l, ~r/'" le.,
1
4
4 T'p
l,~ |gia? : (81)
8 ( RDs/m

To determine the turning point i.e. r, of the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface we need to

impose the following condition:

( 1 ) _ (=) Bes(r —ra) 2

t'(r) c c12

Since < ~ ¢y, therefore (82) can be approximated by the following equation for the purpose of
Th

=0, (82)

estimating r,:
(re —rn)*? = BRI =0, (83)
whose solution is

re =+ B3 (52 )" (84)

Now we can calculate the entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation for the Hartman-
Maldacena-like surface as follow:

e _ / dr ()\(r)\/ o(r) <0(7") - (1 . :—i) t@(@?)), (85)
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using equations (B1) and (78) above equation can be rewritten as

st [ (\/7& = ) 7 1og (1) (105(N) ~ 910g (ra) (og(N) — 31og (1)) 5/6)

y ( 29/ MN'¥/1010g(2) (log(64) — 1) N}/ 92" \fratiay E,)

81 32/3x11/12

2(re —rp) 3/21og (rn) (log(N) — 9log (1)) (log(N) — 3log (1)) 5/6

31",7/ 2

y (_ 25/6 M N13/10 1og(2) (log(64) — 1)Nf5/3g§0/3,/man,\1//ig>

~

81 32/3x11/12

2 (8% (s2.)""*) " tog (1) (108(N) — 910g (72) (1og(N) — Blog (1)) *°
37',7/2

y < 29/6 MN'#/1010g(2) (log(64) — 1)N}/*g:"/ 3\/@%@)
81 32/311/12

~

2 2%/°80, /% Rkl mx /R MN'/10 log(2) (log(64) — )N/ log (1) (log(N) — 91log (1)) (log(N) — 3log (1)) ¥/°
~ 243 32/371.11/127n]71/2

(86)
If t, = t(r = rj, + €) where € = -, 1y, = O(1) then
201N3ntb/2
oy = C2 — Tim7 (87)

we obtain the 7, from the above equation as below:

91 2/3
(3) (88)

B 3ntb 2/3
(CQ—tbO) N 2
C1

It will be argued when discussing the computation of the entanglement entropy corresponding to

TR =

the Island Surface, that 5 turns out to be related to black hole horizon radius (see the discussion
around (123)). If |log(ry)| > log(N) then equation (86), using (123), can be approximated by

1 5/3 17/6
0 s, N3 MNBIONL (Jlog(ry)])
SEEIM o5 ! - . (89)
h

4/3
Since 4 ~ (—2 . tﬂz) PN, (-2) 2/3 (1 _ tﬁl) 4/3N=2m, For ty, < ca,

! a1 1 a1 c2
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Figure 4:

1~ (%) 4/3 <1 — 4&> N~2™, Therefore,

T 3c2
5/3 4tb 2 Cy — tb
f (1 - 3_(:;) (g log (TO — ny, log(N)

17
6

3m p 4t 2 >
~e MN13/10N5/3 1— =) (Z10g (2) = ny, log(N) ),
302 3 C1

when ¢, < 0. The Fig. 4 for N =10*3, M = Ny = 3,9, = 0.1,¢; = =10, ¢y = —10%, 0y, = 1
obtained from (91), shows the linearization assumed in obtaining the last line of (90), can be

ol5

0 HM
SSE’ ~e

(90)

approximately justified. In it,

th 2 t +108
~51.024 [ —% 1) (21 0
Swein ~ 51.0 (7.5><1o7+ )(3 Og( > >
17
6

2 t +108
~ 51.024 1)43 Zlog | 22— —
SEEHM2 51.0 (108+ > (3 Og( 10° ) 76) R

Ly
3~ 0. 41 —=2— +1]. 1
e ~ 0.035 (7.5>< =+ ) (91)

ol

From equation (90) we see that entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation coming from
the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface has linear time dependence. Therefore it is increasing with
time and diverges at late times, i.e., when ¢,, — oo.
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5.2 "Swiss-Cheese” Structure of SE;;HM in a Large- N-Scenario

In this subsection we discuss the "Swiss-Cheese” structure of entanglement entropy of the Hawk-
ing radiation corresponding to the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface at O(3°).

The expression for SEEHM in (90) for the values of constants of intergation ¢; » used beneath
the same, suggests the following hierarchy:

|CQ| ~ 6’{‘62'61'1/3’ |Cl| ~ N (92)

Further, assuming ¢; 5 < 0, (90) can be rewritten as:

1 17
3y, N3 4t 2 t 6
SEIM | o= MNBONP (1 + _3|;§\) (glog (—|02||:| b“) —ny, log(N)> . (93)
We thus see,
1 17
OSpp " N sa] Aty (20 (ool 41y B
Z“FEE o5 MN13/10N/ o 0 1 19211 Yoo} 1 N
0ol ‘ I 3lea]? \ 3 08 1] ny, log(N)
11
17 2 4ty 2 lea| + o, G
— 1 0 =1 2] - log(N . 94
e (1 ) (Froe (™) —motorty oy
For N = 10** M = Ny = 3,9, = 0.1,¢c; = —10%°,¢co = —10% n;, = 1 as in the previous

sub-section, as t, < tpage ~ 10°,

asﬂO,HM 3~le31§ 573
% ~ e T E T MNBIONYP - < 10871 x O(1) + O(1) x O(1) x 107°| ~ O(1) x 107
Co
73%1\]% 13/10 A75/3 -8
~e 7 MNWPNPO(1) x 1078 > 0. (95)
Similarly,
1
8S§0E’HM 3 N3 1 5/3 4ty 1
OB e MNWONYA (14 ) | < 96
dler P\ ) Tl )

We also note that in the |ca| > |ci|-limit and assuming |¢;| ~ N,

BNZP N3

SEGIM | o= zwzvl?’/mjvﬁ/3 (log |ea))"/® (1210g |ca| — (34 + 51ny, ) log|e1]),  (97)

which mimics a Swiss-Cheese volume written out in terms of a single "large divisor” volume
log |c2| and a single "small divisor” volume log |¢;| (with 12 and 34 + 51n,, encoding information
about some version of "classical intersection numbers” of these "divisors”). Alternatively, defining
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[cql

Figure 5: Plot of SHM as a bi-function of (|c1], |ca|) at ¢ = tpage = 10°

1
3Ky N3 ~
SQ;;HM =e 5 MNW 10]\7]‘?/ PSHM one can think of (97) as an open Swiss-Cheese surface (in

the same sense as (96) and (97), i.e., SHY decreases as |c;| increases and SN increases as |cof

increases) in Rsq (SEY') x R2 (e, |ea|) - see Fig. 5.

Therefore, (92) along with (95), (96) and (97), suggests very curiously a "Swiss-Cheese”
structure of SgOE’HM in a Large N Scenario (reminiscent of the "Large Volume Scenario” in
moduli stabilizations in string theory [69, 70]).

5.3 Entanglement Entropy Contribution from Island Surface

In this subsection we are calculating the entanglement entropy corresponding to the Island
surface using Dong’s formula (66).

Similar to Hartman-Maldacena-like surface, island surface is also a co-dimension two surface
and located at constant time slice. Therefore we can write the expression for the holographic
entanglement entropy similar to Hartman-Maldacena-like surface in the following form:

oL 0?L 8K .ij Kz
+) Lo
OR.5.> - OR.i2jORzpmz ), (qa +1)

where all the quantities in the above equation are same as equation (71).

Skpp = /drda:2dx3d01d02dxdydzdxw\/—g , (98)

Contribution from O($") term: Holographic entanglement entropy contribution to the La-
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grangian (26) from the induced metric (53) for the island surface at O(3°) turns out to be:

/dVg\/—_g (82!;) - /dvgcgs - /dr (4)\5 2 /a(r) (o(r) + '(r)? )), (99)

where,
As(r) =k MN17/10N4/3 5/27“;% log(N) log(r) {/log(N) — 3log(r)
5 — M 7"40401(1/92
M/ log(2) l0g(64) — DN} gs™ riess log(V) log(r) /log (W) — loer] |
~ i 7

where k), is the numerical factor. Angular integrations in equations (100), (C1) and (C2) have
been performed using (A2) and (A3).

Contribution from O(f) term: At O(f) we are required to calculate the two terms to

obtain the holographic entanglement entropy (98). First term is coming from ( ag‘]f’ ) and is

given below:

., , 0J
— 4 0
8Rz2z2 x(r) aRt.ttw 7

from appendix D.2 we find that following terms are the most dominant terms in the large-N

(101)

limit:

/ dVo/—g 82‘222 - / AV LS = / dr (4x(r)2()\3 () Vel —|—x’(7“)2)>,

(102)

where A3 4 are given in (C1). We obtain the second term in equation (98) using (70) and appendix
D.2. For the island surface, most dominant terms in the large-N limit that contribute to the
Lagrangian are given below:

o2, o2,
IS _ — 0 e ) — 0 3
/dV9£ — /dVg g (aRzizjaRzmzl Kzz]szl) /dVQ g (aRzizjaRzmlem]mel)7
_ / dr (Z0(r) L1 + 2(r) Wi () Ly — 20(r)2UL () Cs + da(r)? (UL (r) + 2Vi(r) £4) . (103)

where,

. Va(r) (o(r) + /() (@ (r) (o(r) + @' (r)?) + a(r) (o'(r) + 22 (r)a"(r)))*
(

(104)
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and various r dependent functions appearing in equation (103) are given in (C2). From equations
(99), (102) and (103), we find that total holographic entanglement entropy from O(3%) and O(f3)
terms for the action (26) corresponding to island surface is given by:

St = / drLi ) = / dr (Ly> + Ly + LF) . (105)

IS] IS IS
Using appendix C, z(r) EOM 5?{3(‘;”)“1 — % (5;3?;3‘) + j—; (%ﬁf‘z‘ﬁ) = 0, turns out to be,

N3/10g(r) (F1 (rn) (4 (r—rp)2’ (") +2(r) (20 —ry)z" (r) + Jc’(r))) —2Nf1 (rh))
2V —rn

2NTOF] (r)e(r) (A0 — r)a’ (1) + a(r) (6(r — ra)a” (r) + /(1))

B

+4N7/10(T _ Th)3/21'/(7")4

= ra)a’ ()" (3F7 () + 87 (1) + AN"2(n)Y: m))} =o0. (106)

Writing (1) = x¢(r) + Bz1(r), and making an ansatz:

as F1 (Th)
To(r) =4/ —+7r : 107
olr) a2 N fi(ra) (107)
2oy w716
Defining X (r) = ——————, one notes that X (r) must satisfy:
2 2 2
X() (2 — 1) X" () + X/(r) 4 4G — m) X' () — 1= 2L =D ‘;ia(”faj; —Y) —dien) _,
(108)

If a?ay = 2, then the LHS of (108) becomes proportional to w-%, which in the deep IR, i.e.,

a3 )
a2 +T

r ~ 1, becomes negligible if % > 1. Therefore,

Fl(rh)

as
=4/— + . 109
xo(r) a2 g Nfl(Th) ( )
One therefore sees,
3/10
z1(r) = 2\]/\7@ 2N fi(rp)zi(r) — Fi(rn) <xo(r) (2(r —7Th) (2$1(r)x0”(r) + xo(r)ml”(r)) + xo(r)xl/(r))
+2x0(7)x0’ (1) (4(7" — )z (r) + xl(r)) +4(r — rn)z1 (r)mo'(r)2>:|
_ 2o N2 f1(rn) w1 (r) — Fi(r)? (x1/ () (Baar — dasry + az) + 2(r — 1) (azr 4 az)z1” (1) + a2z1(r))
2a2N7/10f1 (Th)m ’
(110)
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and,

B
ANT/10(p — pp)3/25) (r)*

(2N7/10Ff(rh)mo(r) (4(rn = )at(r)* + wo(r) (6(r — ra)zg (r) + 20(r)))

+(r — )z (r)? (3]—'16(7“}1) + 3FF (rn) + 4N2xo(7“)Y1(?"h))>

4(asr + ag) /4 47 (az (5rn — 4r) + az) FY (r)  AN? /9 4 0Y3 (ra) ) 32580 + 3F] (ra) + 3F5 (a)
= + .
s T 7/10 —
a3 (r = 1) 97\ ANV

(111)

Therefore equation of motion corresponding to embedding x;(r) for the island surface is given

by:

2ao N2 f1(rn) w1 (r) — Fi(ra)? (x1/(r)(Baor — dagry + az) + 2(r — 4) (azr 4+ az)x1” (1) + a2z1(r))

2a2 N7/10 f1 (ri)/T — 1
4 (azr+as) /9 + 1 (az (54 — 4r) +as) Ff (rn) ~ AN® \/:Yl (r) /22 ) 4 3Ff (ry) + 3FS (ra)
+ i o,
a3 (r —ra) 3%/ 54k ANT/10\/r — ),
(112)
which near r = r;, simplifies to:
a3 2pf Fi(rp)?((azrp+a3)z) (r)+azzi (1)
4 “i +Th (aﬂh * a3) Fy (Th) i ng/loxl(r)fl (Th) - ( 2(12N7/10f11(7'h) ) 0
2 _ 3/2 Fi(rp) T—Tp :
a3 (r—mrp) 3/ Nfl(:h) V/
(113)

The solution to (113) is given by,

8,/ % + 1y (agry + as) EP (rp)log (r — 1)
x1(r) = ) (114)
asN3/10F, (1) ( Fi(rn) ) 3/2

Nfi(rn)

implying,

fi(rn)

3
az \? ;B
| F 8 <7’h + a—3> Ey (rp)log (r —rp)
23(7") ~ % S+ N}(Th)) + BN% 2 372 . (115)
V a2 1(7n Fy (rp) (ﬂ(m))
To determine the turning point via r¢ : 1/2'(rr) = 0, one therefore obtains:

32BNM/5 (agry + ag) \/ﬁ (axry +as) Fy (1) 2\/m
_ 0,

5/2 Fi(rp) -
Fi(r _
@3 (rr =) Fu (ra) (524 Gy

(116)

38



whose solution is given by

1283

rTT=Tht 05—
T T AR () ©

(aQNl?/S (agrn + az)” f1 (ra)" FY (i) + asa3 N2 fy ()" Y ()

FAANTE () F (1) 4 330N 50 i () P () 4 330N 00 £ (1) 'Y (1) )

289 (%)2/3 mlTBB2MANY/5(107 — 5401og(2))? g kS K, log®(N) (3asadry + 3adasr} + 2a3r} + a)
503 log?(2)(log(64) — 1)2N7/*r23, (—log (1)) 2/

=1, + € IR, (117)

th—|—

in R ps,ps = 1-units. One therefore obtains the O(B°) on-shell entanglement entropy:

G015 _/T’r+6RD5/F5d Kaglog NMNY/1ON 4/35, 20:(1)2 log (r \/logN 3log(r)y/a(r) (o(r) + a'(r)?)
EE — T 1
- T a61a92

/Th,+5 p 2 22/3 M N3/1%log(2)(log(64) — 1)N5/3 1973 1636 10g(N) (agrn + as) Fi (1) 1og (rh) /Fake (log(N) — 3log (1)) >/?
~ r
rh 81 35/6711/12¢, /1 — rhri/2f1 (rn)

<\[MN5/10N5/3 gi® e hkakrg 10g(N) (a2rn + asz) log (r4) |log (rn)] 2/3>

a2+/Fako
6M2N2N4/3g§5/6 logQ(N) (azrn + a3) |log (1) 4/3
~ ! /21972 \/3a2a37‘h + 3aZasr? 4+ 2a3r} + ad. (118)
2" Th

Now, this appears to present a contradiction - SgOE’IS ~ (. The resolution, using (81), is that
3
Bocry.
The Hawking BH entropy is given by:

g:" ' MNjri log(N) log! (ra) (2 — B(CE — 2C31)
N3/4 ’

Spi ~ (119)

From the above equation we see that O(3°) contribution to the black hole thermal entropy scale
as SgH ~ r3log*(ry). The O(B)-corrections to the MQGP background of [36] as worked out in
[4] and as quoted in appendix A, were worked out in the ¢ = 2nm,n = 0, 1, 2-patches, by setting
the O(3)-corrections to the M-theory three-form potential, to zero. This required C2H = 2C91z
One therefore sees that the BH entropy receives no higher-derivative corrections at O(R*).

3
From (118) and (119), as well as 8 = kz(gs, V) ( b )2 o' ? from the discussion beneath

RD5/W
(118), one sees,

Sg;; s K5(gs, N)gs*2log N M N4 (agry, + az)v/3as2azr,? + 2a931,3 + 3agaz?ry, + a3’
SBH as/2N %31 log (ry)[8/3

(120)
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If asry, > as then,

See ' Ralge N)g ' Plog NMN | Z n ( )
SpH NS, 17/2| log (1) [8/3 sl ’

(121)

where, e.g., A; = %,AQ = 32, etc. Now, one expects:

S _2+Z< )n, (122)

for a D-dimensional black-hole (the central charge for conformal backgrounds is absorbed into
the a,’s) [71]; az in (121) is the non-conformal analog of the conformal charge "¢” figuring in
[71]. It is rather non-trivial to obtain a somewhat similar expression for the non-conformal
backgrounds considered in this paper in (121). To ensure that (121) ~ (122), one needs to cure
the large-N and IR(via small 7,,) enhancements in the (121). Utilizing the estimate in [68] of
the 7 = rg ~ 75 : Negg(r9 = 0)(Neg being the effective number of color D3-branes in [34] - the

type IIB dual of thermal QCD-like theories), and in particular the exponential N-suppression
N1/3

therein ® | we therefore propose rg(gs, N) ~ e "™ 7" ie.,
3/2
B~|g 0426_'” Nve__Th
RD5/D7>
(123)
In particular then,
1
SHleg
60 s M?e~ 3 ]\74/395’5/6 logQ(N) llog (rh)|4/3
Sk 7 . (124)
T

8To find an appropriate 7o/7, 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:
Na() = [ R+ [ BE® AR
M M
where BB FI'B and FMB are given in [34]. The five-dimensional internal space Ms, with coordinates (6;, ¢;,v), is

basically the base of the resolved warped-defomed conifold. As shown in [68],

395M2 log r

Neﬁ(TO) =N+ 1074

1 2
{187r7’(gst)2 log NZ (18a2(—1)k log r+ r2) (M + r)
k=0

2k +1

2

+ 5 (Saz(gs -1) —|—r2) (3gsNyslog r+ 2m)(99s Ny log r + 4m) {Qa gsNylog (e > +4nr ]},

gs M? M?
N

= N |1+6nlog r(3gsNylog r+ 27) (99N log r + 4m) +0 [gSN (gsN¢)? log N} .

Note that the assumption of small 7¢ is crucial here as the same implies the dominance of gs N¢|log 7o| over other constant

1
pieces. Solving for 7o : Neg(ro) = 0 yields ro ~ rp ~ e~ MNp.gs) NS
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Figure 6: e

-versus-Spy for N = 1033, M = Ny =3,9s =0.1,ry, = 0.47

Setting N = 10*3, M = N; = 3,95 = 0.1, one sees (without worrying about numerical
multiplicative constants in (124) and (119)) from (119), 11.47r3|log ry|* = Spn. This is solved to
yield,

1
1y, = e3W(0455k) (125)

From Fig. 6 and using (125), it is evident that (121) ~ (122) implies there will be a lower bound
on ry, the non-extremality parameter in the M-theory dual of large-N thermal QCD.

From equation (124) we find that entanglement entropy contribution from the island sur-
face reaches a constant value. Now considering both the contribution together i.e. Hartman-
Maldacena-like surface and island surface, we obtain the Page curve as follows. Initially entan-
glement entropy of the Hawking radiation is increasing linearly with time and will diverge at
late times. But due to presence of the island surface entanglement entropy contribution from
this surface dominates after the Page time and stops the linear time growth of the entanglement
entropy of the Hawking radiation and reaches a constant value. In this way we obtain the Page

curve of an eternal black hole from M-theory dual where bath is a non-conformal theory.

5.4 Page Curve and An Exponential(-in-N) Hierarchy of Entanglement Entropies
up to O(R*') Before/After the Page Time

In this subsection we will obtain the Page curve of an eternal neutral black hole appearing on the
gravity dual of thermal QCD-like theories at intermediate coupling, and show that a hierarchy

mle/?’

in powers of e~ in the entanglement entropies arising from the EH+GHY terms and the
O(R*) corrections to the same, before and after the Page time, naturally arises. For this purpose

we will use the results of subsections 5.1 and 5.3.
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Figure 7: Page curve of an eternal black hole from doubly holographic setup in M-theory dual. Blue line
in the graph corresponds to the entanglement entropy contribution from the Hartman-Maldacena-like

surface and orange line corresponds to the entanglement entropy contribution from the island surface.

Since we are equipped with all the results therefore we are going to obtain the Page curve in
this subsection. For this purpose we are plotting the entanglement entropy contribution from
the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface obtained in subsection 5.1 and entanglement entropy of the

Hawking radiation coming from the island surface obtained in subsection 5.3.

Entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation corresponding to the Hartman-Maldacena-
like surface is given in equation (90) and for the island surface it is given in equation (124). For

the numerical values of the parameters of the model we obtain the following plot.

We have plotted S5;™ and S%, in Fig. 7 for N = 10*3, M = N; = 3,9, = 0.1,,, =
047, Cy = —108,C1 = —103

From figure 7 it is clear that initially entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation is
increasing linearly with time. After the Page time entanglement entropy of the Hawking radiation
coming from the island surface dominates therefore entanglement entropy stops increasing and
we obtain the Page curve. The values of Sgg in Fig. 3 and Fig. 7 differ because, e.g., the latter

did not include the factor of (2#)4 arising from integrations w.r.t. ¢ 9,%, %, etc.
The Page time is obtained by equality of the entanglement entropies for the Hartman-

Maldacena-like surface and Island Surface (at the Page time). This yields:

; 3 ) 9 35/69335/6MN7/10 IOgQ(N)llog(rh)|4/3
Page — 7 C2 —
g 4 3 Nfrh11/2 <_3ntb log(N) + 2log (%)) 17/6

(126)
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Figure 8: Page time for N = 1033, M = Ny = 3,9, = 0.1,c2 = —10%,¢; = —103

The Page time, implicitly assumes choosing the time evolution of SE' which is (approximately)
linear in time up to the Page time beyond which, the constant contribution to the entanglement
entropy from the island, takes over. The behavior of the Page time as a function of the Black-
hole entropy (using (125)) is given in Fig. 8. This also shows that positivity of the Page time
requires an upper bound on the black-hole entropy and therefore the IR cut-off r,. Given that
1, the non-extremality parameter, is essentially a constant of integration [72| and requiring the

same (in units of R ;5 55) to be less than unity, can be effected, e.g., by noting from (125) that
Th(SBH)
Th(S]%H5tPage(S]%H)>O) :

the values of N, M, g, c1, c2,ny,, ki, chosen, this would imply r, — %.

rp, is an increasing function of Sgy, and therefore: r,(Spy) — Therefore, for

It appears we have disregarded S§E7HM altogether. Let us now discuss why the same is justified

and how a exponential-large- N-suppression hierarchy is generated in the process.
One can show that:
B84322,65 M3N} log?(ry) (log(N) — 121og(r4))(log(N) — 9log(rs))
T}% (log N — 3log rh)%
X (—216 (16 + \/§> gstka, M*N¢* log(N) log®(ry) + 9 (16 + \/§> g5t ka, M*N;?log?(N) log?(r1,)

B
SEE,HM ~

41296 (16 + ﬁ) 9,60, MAN 2 log? (1) + 4096 (4 + \/E) 7r4m2> , (127)

which in the |logry| > log N-limit, approximates to:

64/39847/6M7N3/10Nf8/3x% log(2)(— log(rh))41/6

—T (128)
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Using (123), (128) yields,

1
gs47/6M7N3/10Nf8/3x%%e—2%N3 (— log(rh))41/6

129
VTh (129)
Similarly,
SgE g~ ﬁ29315/2 /fialig5/2/€U1 M2N10g2(1\7)(a27‘h + ag)\/3a22a3rh2 T 2055155 T Bagas’ry, + az3

425 2, 52 (— log (1) )2/3
X (6561\6@ <1 + 8\/§> 9 7O kx, MON 2,8 10g (1)) 4 1048576/ 6747 %k 2k, N*(— log(rh))2/3>
17829, %log N M2 N*(agry, + as)v/3as2asry?® + 2a2°r,° + 3azas’ry, + as®

(19527, 35/2 ; (130)
which in the asry, > as-limit yields,
ﬁ29515/210g N2M2N3
— . (131)
Th
Using (123), (131) yields:
9315/21Og N2M2N36—3MPN%
e . (132)
From (90), (124), (129) and (132), one sees the following hierarchy:
ST R L RERCERLEL R (133)

1
where v = e "»™® . From the above equation we can see that O(f3) corrections to entanglement
entropies for the Hartman-Maldacena-like and Island surfaces are more exponentially large- N
suppressed. Therefore we have disregarded those contributions for the computation of Page

curve.

6 Massless Graviton - the Physical reason for Exponentially Sup-

pressed Entanglement Entropies

We now aim at presenting a physical reason behind the exponential suppression of the entan-
glement entropies of the HM-like and Island surfaces in 5.4. The essence of the discussion is
the following. We will show that despite the coupling of a non-gravitational bath to the ETW-
"brane”, (imposition of Dirichlet boundary condition at the horizon on the radial profile of the
graviton wave function) results in the quantization of the graviton mass, which (for an appro-
priate choice of the quantum number) can therefore be taken to be massless. Usually in the
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context of AdSy,; gravity duals of CFT,; on 0AdS,;,; at zero temperature, massless graviton
implies a vanishing angle between the ETW /KR-brane and dAdS,,, which further implies the
islands cease to contribute [17, 30|. However, as shown/implied in 3, the ETW-“brane" in our
setup, z! =constant, is orthogonal (in the x! — r-plane) to the thermal bath/QCD-like theory
(after having integrated out the angular directions of Mg(6; 9, ¢1.9,1,2'?)). Despite the same,
we will show that one obtains a massless graviton in our setup . What is more interesting is
that there is a comparable exponential-in-N suppression in the HM-like entanglement entropy
which is why the two can be compared at the Page time and one obtains a Page curve.

As in [73], let us write the D = 11 metric as:
ds? = e*AW) VG, (x)dedz” + Gundy™ dy". (134)

As the resolution parameter a, up to LO in g*]{\f , Is proportional to 7, [74], [47], |68], strictly

speaking (134) is applicable if one disregards O (74) terms (working in the IR-UV interpolat-
ing region would ensure the same). The perturbed metric that will be considered is: ds? =

24W) (g, + hyw) datda” + Grndy™dy", by (z,y) = htt]( )¥(y) (as ansatz under linear pertur-
batlons). D h[tt] g Al = 0, and [73]

o (VB 0,0()) = () (135)
FOIA ' 7

Under the simplifying assumption of localization around, say, (6, 02) ~ <20i , ]397 ) near which
10
one can show that ¥(r, 0; 2, ¢1 2,1, 2'%) — ¥(r,0;), the eigenvalue equation (135) up to LO in N

in the IR-UV interpolating region reduces to:
_322/)<7’, 91) I 16(7’4 + 7’%) 82/1(7“, 91)

or? (rt*—r})  Or
o N*4/576 (82¢(r, 0) 281/)(7”, 91)>
e gEM2NF (r? — 3a2)* (rt — rd) (log N — 9logr)? (log ) 003 06,
—m?(r,0;) =0, (136)

or, equivalently, using separation of variables ¢ (r,0;) = R(r)©(6,):
1 1 16(r* +r
(R 'y g RO )

N4/5,.6 -
<RT91 gIM2NF (r? — 3a2)? (rt — 1) (log N — 9log r)? (log 7’)2>
1
CICH

9See [75] in the context of islands in black holes in AdS, coupled to an external bath embedded in type IIB string

(©"(6,) — 20/(8)) = A (137)

theory supporting light gravitons.
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The solution to ©(6;) equation in (137):

(VIR (138)

which can be meaningful if A = 0; we hence obtain: ©(¢,) =Constant.
The "EOM” for the radial profile R from (137), is given as under:

8 _4 +O(r — Th)) R'(r) — m*R(r) = 0. (139)

s

T —Th Th

As EOM (135) is homogeneous, ¢ — m?1(r) is also a valid solution which yields:

9 8 — byv/4 — m?r,? 2ry/4 — m?2ry?
m-c U | — , 10, — 24 — m?2r,?
V4 — m?r,? T
(T (—m — 2) + 9rp, log(ry, — T))
X exp
Th

2ry/4 — m2ry,?
+m?2ey L° —
8—5\/4—711 Th Th

— 24— mQThQ)
\/4_"”27"}7.2

—\/4 — 20 2 2 + 9r, 1 _

X exp (r( min? — 2) + 9 log(r ”) . (140)

Th
If ¢ = 0 then
9 8 — 5v4 — m?r,2 2rv/4 — m2rp2
m-U | — , 10, —2y/4 — m?r;,?
(r (—\/m — 2) + 9rp, log(ry, — r))

X exp

Th
o—2-/i=m*r?
- [1+O((r—rn)%)]. (141)

3 8
Zz:o ci(mry)#T (_4 - \/W)

If one imposes Dirichlet b.c.!® at r =7}, : (r = 7,) = 0 then one sees that one would require
—4 — 8 = —n,n€7Z", ie.,

\/ 47m2ri

2y/n(n —8) n=s
- i O (142)

Neumann b.c., ¢’ (r = r1,) = 0, is identically satisfied Vm.
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One notes that,

U( 8 —5v4 — m2rh 2r\/4—m27“h2
V4 — m?r,? 0, Th

(r (—\/4 —m2r,? — 2) + 9ry, log(r, — 7")) m=0 e’ T (9’ ;4"_': B 4>
X exp - =

—2¢/4 — m2rh2>

T 262144¢*

315 (e1rn?)  ei(r —mp)?
2048¢4 9et

+ O ((r—r)"). (143)

If ¢4 = 0 then
/4—m2r \/ 4—m2rp2—2)+9ry, log(ry—r
coL° > (—4 . 2m> exp< i 22 oo ))

8—5 4—m2rh Th

_ A4r
satisifies Dirichlet/Neumann b.c. ¥m. In particular for m = 0, the above yields coe ™ (1), —

r)L?, <4r — 4) Interestingly, <& L% (47’ - 4) = (—4)"= LT{LQ 1 <4: - 4>, implying
11m7”—>7’h Lri—;g—l <4_r - 4) = (n+9) = 0.

Th

In the UV, the EOM up to LO in N, N7V, MYV, is:

_ Pyuv(r,01) _i_EalﬁUv(T, 61)
or? T 00,
o NY/5 Muv
irtn GEMEGNT oy (log N — 9logr)* (logr)®r2 06,

m*Yuy, (144)

whose solution is given as:

3
1
bov ~ — [61 E ay, (mr) 1 cos(mr)
m
=0

+ <01 Z ag, (mr)?2 + ¢, Z(mr)ﬂlH) sin(mr)] : (145)

I5=0 11=0
As the above, for m # 0, is ill-behaved in the UV, one is required to set m = 0 for which
Rov(r) = e 'r'T + ¢y (146)

For v(r) to be normalizable, one has to set ¢V = 0 implying, as expected a constant graviton
wave-function in the UV.

One thus sees the physical/intuitive reason for the exponentially suppressed entanglement
entropy for Island Surface (124) is that the Laplace-Beltrami equation for the internal coordinates
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(135) permits a vanishing graviton mass - this is also related to the fact that our computations
are in the "near-horizon" limit (r < (4wg,N)"*) wherein even the UV cut-off rgy < (4mwg N )Y/
and hence the internal manifold is not non-compact [73]. This is what is responsible for the
very small (involving exponential-in- /N suppression) entanglement entropy of the Island surface.
What is non-trivial and therefore extremely interesting is a comparable entanglement entropy of
the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface in (90) near the Page time. The vanishing graviton mass
further manifests itself at O(f) in the entanglement entropies of the IS-vs-HM-like surfaces in
(133) - the former is suppressed relative to the latter.

Now using r = r,e?!, we can convert equation (137) into the following Schrédinger-like
equation
—R"(Z)+V(Z)R(Z) = 0, (147)
where
Zy Z an—1(eZ anh~1(eZ Z
R(Z) = R(Z)e (87 taly tstan ) astanh ™) oy 8 (148)
and,
e2Zr? ((m? — 64) ¥ — 2 (m? + 64) e*? +m? — 64 64e5Z 1
V(Z) =~ A ) " +64) ) | e DS (149)
(2% — 1) (e*% — 1) 4
The above potential for massless graviton (m = 0) is plotted in figure 9; this potential is

“volcano™like with the massless graviton localized near the horizon on the ETW “brane”. This
is similar to [15] wherein one can localize gravity on end-of-the-world(ETW) brane for non-zero
brane tension due to appearance of “crater” in “volcano” potential appearing in Schrodinger-like

equation of motion of graviton wave function.

In our setup, the ETW-“brane” has non-zero “tension” (24) and therefore it is possible to lo-
calize gravity on ETW-“brane”. Using (143), one sees that in the massless-limit of the graviton,
the graviton wave-function is indeed localized near the horizon as shown in figure 10. Alter-

natively, expanding V(Z) of (149) around the horizon Z = 0 and obtaining: V(Z ~ 0) ~

4%(;4%) + 4rh(1;8Th) - %(—3 + 407y, — 896r%) + O(Z), one obtains:

896r2 — 40r), + 3
NG :

896r2 — 40ry + 32
R(Z) = aM  4se sty drpt ) ( 7 + W aumey iy drpt )
\/896r% —s0r, 43 " 2 /89672 —20r), +3" 2
(150)

Now, both Whittaker functions are complex for Z < 0, i.e., r < 7. Setting ¢; = 0, one obtains

—_ = 2_ . . . .
R(Z)=e gW_ AV Gt g ( V5900 452 , and hence the following plot which indiates
) 2

V3

89612 —407y,+3
a decay of the graviton wave-function away from the horizon.

' Advantage of using redefined radial coordinate is that r € (0,00) maps to Z € (—00,00) so that we can see a nice

volcano-like potential on both sides of Z = 0.
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Figure 9: Volcano potential for massless graviton from (149)
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Figure 10: Localization of the Graviton Wave Function near the horizon from the m = 0-limit of the
solution (143) of (139)
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Figure 11: Localization of the Graviton Wave Function near the horizon from the solution of the

Schrodinger-like radial wave equation (147)

7 Summary
Following is the summary of the key steps and results that were obtained in this paper.

e We discussed the doubly holographic setup in the context of M theory background in 2.2
summarized in Fig. 1. The main idea is that we consider an ETW-‘brane" at z = 0 in
figure 2, which contains the black hole and then we couple the ETW-“brane" to a non-
conformal bath (QCD in 3 dimensions after integrating out the angular coordinates and
wick rotation along z®). We then discussed how we can calculate the entanglement entropy
of Hawking radiation using the prescription of [10] for higher derivative gravity theories.
We derived the ETW-“brane" embedding in M-theory background in section 3. First we
considered the Einstein Hilbert term and the GHY term along with the tension of the
ETW-“brane" and obtained the embedding (21). By using the induced metric (20) on the
ETW, we computed various terms appearing in equation (21) and found that at O(3%) the
embedding of the ETW-“brane" will be given by constant = (equation (25)). Given that
in the MQGP limit of (4), the J, dominates over the Eg and t2G?R? terms in the O(R?)
terms in (14), we work with only the Jy term. We found that the ETW-“brane" embedding
obtained with just EH-GHY terms, continues to hold even with the inclusion of the Jy term
as restricted to the same (embedding) the boundary term involving covariant derivative of
the metric variation (that one would have had to cancel by construction of an appropriate

boundary term relevant to the Jy term), vanishes.
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e Given the robustness of the Islands picture, the M-theory dual of large-N thermal QCD
at high temperature constructed in [36], [4] (based on [34]) too is thus expected to generate
a Page curve. The aforementioned top-down M-theory dual however offers the following
additional conceptual insights:

— There are very few papers (e.g., [22]) wherein the authors discuss doubly holographic
setup in higher derivative theory of gravity because of absence of the knowledge of
explicit forms of boundary terms on the ETW-brane with the inclusion of higher
derivative terms. As we explicitly show in 3.2, no boundary terms are generated from
the inclusion of the O(R?) terms.

— To the best of our knowledge, our model/(aforementioned) M-theory dual is either
the only one (from M theory) or one of the very few top-down models that obtain(s)
the Page curve for massless graviton!? in 6.

— 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 AdS, and a six-fold Mg where My is a
warped product of the M-theory circle and a non-Einstenian generalization of T1;
the hypersurface W, can also be thought of as an effective ETW-“brane” corresponding
to fluxed intersecting M5-brane wrapping a homologous sum of S? x [0, 1] and S? x S?
in a warped product of R? 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.

— Further, unlike almost all the papers in the literature wherein the Page curve compu-
tation is done for a CF'T bath, in our model, the external bath is a non-CFT bath
(thermal QCD).

— Entanglement entropy contribution from Hartman-Maldacena (HM)-like surface which
is responsible for increase of Einstein-Rosen bridge in time, also exhibits a Swiss-Cheese
structure in Large-N scenario (5.2).

— With the inclusion of O(R*) terms in the action, our aforementioned M-theory dual
yields a hierarchy in the entanglement entropies of the HM-like and Island surface
(IS) with respect to a large-N exponential suppression factor, physically arising from
the existence of massless graviton mode on the ETW-brane. This suppression further
implies that the Page curve is unaffected by the inclusion of higher derivative - O(R?")

in particular - terms.

— To tame the IR- and large- N enhancement in the IS entanglement entropy per unit BH

entropy to ensure the same is around 2 in 4.1, along with dimensional considerations

23ee [59] in which author has discussed that one can get Page curve for massless graviton in critical Randall-Sundrum

IT model from bottom-up approach.
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of 4.1, a connection between the Planckian length and the non-extremality parameter

(the horizon radius) is shown to arise in 4.1.

e In subsections 4.1 and 4.2, using the Ryu-Takayanagi formula (since we are not consid-
ering higher derivative terms in the gravitational action in this part), we calculated the
entanglement entropies of HM-like and Islands Surfaces (IS) by computing the areas of the
co-dimension two surfaces for the HM-like and island surfaces. The entanglement entropy
for HM-like surface was calculated in (52) using (47), which shows linear time dependence.
If one does not consider the island surface then (52) implies that at late times (i.e., beyond
the Page time) we have infinite amount of Hawking radiation. The entanglement entropy
of the island surface (65) was calculated using (63)). If we are below the Page time then
entanglement entropy of HM-like surface dominates which shows linear time dependence
and after the Page time the entanglement entropy of island surface, which is constant,
dominates. Therefore combination of the two produces the Page curve of an eternal black
hole in figure 3.

In Rps,p5 = 1-units, using (52), (65), (A7) and ry, ~ e"‘""hN% [68], the aforementioned is

succinctly captured by:

Ay O(1) x 107 M2 NGgi>/* N34/15¢—6rey, N2

11 11 9 — age)
46V G\
Ss = g1 (fT = :—T =1+ (52);7"h) , Ty = Tpage, (151)
h

where d2 in the turning point r7 is as given in (A7).

e In section 5, we obtained the Page curve of an eternal black hole in the presence of O(R?)
terms in eleven dimensional supergravity action. For this purpose use the prescription of
[10] as given in (66) to calculate the entanglement entropies of HM-like and island surfaces
with the inclusion of O(R*) terms. Since in the working action (26) only J term is
considered (as it is the most dominant in the MQGP limit) therefore we need to calculate
two type of terms appearing in (66). These two type of terms are given in (69) and (70)
where we have used z = ze®. In subsection 5.1, the entanglement entropy for HM-like
surface is calculated and it turns out that for Einstein-Hilbert term Dong’s prescription
[10] produces (72). For the Jy term there are two types of terms mentioned earlier and these
terms are given in (74) and (75). Now if we combine the Einstein-Hilbert and J, terms’s
contribution then we obtain the total entanglement entropy (76) in terms of the embedding
function of HM-like surface ¢(r) and its derivatives. We obtained the on-shell entanglement
entropy (91) for HM-like surface at O(3°) by computing the solution to the EOM for the
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HM-like surface embedding ¢(r) (80) and substituting back into (76). Interestingly (91)

also has linear time dependence similar to (52).

In 5.2, with ¢; and ¢y being two parameters in the family of HM-like surface embeddings,

HM, 30 5SHM,BO %
curiously, Her > 0, —5er < 0, which along with |cy| ~ ef2ltl® |¢;| ~ N, provides

a perfect "Swiss-Cheese” (of the "single-big-divisor-single-small-divisor” variety) structure
to Spa-? O(]cl\, |c2|) (which essentially is a co-dimension-two volume) wherein log |co| plays
the role of the "big divisor” volume and log|c;| plays the role of a solitary "small di-
visor” volume, realizing what could be dubbed as a "Large N Scenario”(LNS). Alterna-
tively, the entanglement entropy for the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface can be viewed as
a Swiss-Cheese-like open surface in the two-dimensional (in the IR) space of family of HM-
like embeddings Ri (le1], |e2|) augmented by the entanglement entropy that coordinatizes
Ro(Sgn")-

In subsection 5.3, we found that entanglement entropy contributions from Einstein-Hilbert
and Jy terms as given in (99),(102) and (103). Combining all these contributions we
obtained the total entanglement entropy in (105) in terms of embedding function of island
surface and its derivatives. We solved the embedding EOM for the island surface similar
to HM-like surface and the solution is given in (115). Now, using the solution we obtained
the entanglement entropy for island surface at the level of EH-GHY terms by substituting
back in (105). This yields that the entanglement entropy will be of the form given in (118).
Given that the turning point lies deep in the IR, the entanglement entropy for HM-like
and island surfaces at O(3°) came out to be proportional to 3, an obvious but apparent
contradiction. This was resolved by proposing a /1, — rj, relation as discussed above (120)
and its explicit form as given in (123). The on-shell entanglement entropy for island surface
turns out to be (124). Upon plotting the entanglement entropy contributions from HM-like
(91) and island surfaces (124) we obtained the Page curve shown in figure 7.

The aforementioned is neatly summarized below. Using the HM-like embedding (80), and
(89) and (90), the on-shell Entanglement Entropy (EE) for HM-like surface is given by:

3 17
8%, HM 73K1P2N§ 13/10 A75/3 4ty 2 C2 6 1
Spg ~e MN Ny 1_3—020 glog o — ny, log(N) y K, = m;

c12 <0, |ea| > [eifs|ea| ~ e , ke, = O(1)
t < tPagea (152)

KCQ|C1|1/3

and using the embedding (115), and (124), (126), (128) and (132) , the on-shell EE for
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Island Surface (IS) is given by:

1

3K
s _ MPe 5 NP GO Lot () flog ()]
EE ™ 11/2 ’
Tn
t > tpage- (153)

The above can be shown to be consistent with the RT computation summarized earlier 3

Positivity of the Page time - worked out in (126) - is shown to provide an upper bound on
the non-extremality parameter - the black-hole horizon radius ry,.

We computed the O(8) contributions to the HM-like and island surfaces as given in (128)
and (131) and we show in (133) that there is hierarchy between the O(3°) and O(p)
contributions. To be a bit more specific, as the turning point for the Hartman-Maldacena-
like surface r, : ry — 1) ~ 3 %) and that for Island surface rp : v — ), ~ (32, one obtains the
following exponential hierarchy: Sgy’ﬁo : S]{DS]E o Sgg[ B SIESE SN ’y% : ’y% 2 o3, where
v = el %. Therefore we can neglect the O() contributions to the entanglement entropy
for both extremal surfaces. The exponentially suppressed Sés}éﬁ * and the suppression of ng

MB i argued in Section 6 to be due to the existence of a massless graviton.

relative to SEE
It is also rather non-trivial to have a similar exponential suppression in SHM so that the
same could be matched with SL. at the Page time, and a Page curve obtained.

gY, 15

Motivated by the requirement ~ ef'ilPNl/B}"(M, N, Nyg;ry) [1 + >0 A, <a2rh> }

(as obtained in (122)) to be less than or equal to 2 up to leading order in the dimensionless
”Gg\l,l 77 [71], which for us is aas- (2,3 parametrizing the IS-surface embedding (115)),

BY, 18

one needs to cure the large-N and IR(via small 7,) enhancements in S%% Utilizing

the estimate in [68] of the r = ro ~ 7, : Neg(ro = 0), and in particular the exponential

N-suppression therein we therefore propose 3 ~ <g§ o%e N l/sﬁy 2. This further
requires (see Fig. 6) a lower bound on the non-extremality param/eter - the black-hole
horizon. With the inclusion of the O(R?) terms in M theory, the fact the turning point
associated with the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface is in the deep IR, also require the

aforementioned (- or [, — 7}, relation.

Some open questions related to our work are:

' Compatibility of (151) and (152) (using footnote 8) requires ky,, Ki,, Key:

17
6
M2NS gt/ N34/ 15 g=6mr, N1/2 MN13/10N°/3( {“ NP 10g|cl|]—mb10g(N)) °

3NLPN1/3

(for compatibility of Sla M obtained from computation of the area of the HM-like surface and from Wald entanglement
0
entropy) and 11k, < 3k, (for 852" to be well-defined in the large-N limit).
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e How the holographic complexity will be modified in the presence of O(R*) terms in the

gravitational action [76]7

e What will be the effect of higher derivative (O(R*)) terms on the reflected entropy [77]?

We will return to these issues in our future work.
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A  HM-Like/IS Analytics/Numerics

In this appendix, we discuss (i) the angular integrations which have been used in the paper and
have written the expression for the area of Hartman-Maldacena-like surface, and (ii) how to

obtain an estimate on the turning point in the context of Island Surface entanglement entropy.

A.1 HM-Like Surface Area

The angular integrations, in promoting the delocalized results around (6y,65) = (%, ;;Gj >, to
10
o)

global results, disregarding all contributions of O < ) « > 1, have been performed as under.

Promoting (z,y, z) — (¢1, ¢2, ) via [36]:

1 2 2
dz = \/h_z(gsN)Z 1+0 (95]]\\[4 > +0 ( g:M )<95Nf)) sin 0ydr,
1 2 2 7
dy = \/h_4(gsN)Z 1+0 (95]]\\[4 ) +O < 9:M )(gst)) sin Bydcbs,
gsM2) ]

dz = \/h_l(gsN)% 1+0 ( +0 ( (9:M?) (gst)> i, (A1)

N
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where h1:§+o(%), hy =1+ (2, hy =y + 24 [34], [36),

—€1 1 1
— lim / v/ gsNdbs Sln92/ df; sin 0, 3 5 ~ lim | O% €2|.

0491 92 €1,2—0 (N% sin 91> (Nl% sin 92> €1,2—0 NﬁGl
(A2)

The principal(P) value of (A2) is obtained by approximating |loges| by logIP + |loges|, P € Z*

and requiring logP 4 log ey = —¢y, or €5 = %, P > 1. Similarly,
1 T—€2 T—€1 1
— i v/ gsNdbysin @ df, sin 0
g, 0, q,lzgo o g 2502 /6 ) LI

(N% sin 91> (N% sin 92>6

7(540log(2) — 107),/s
T20N3/2

(A3)
Assuming r, €IR, approximating logr ~ logr;, for r = vr,Vr €IR, v = O(1), one obtains the

following expression after radial integration of equation (48):

EM?* VNN{g!*log? (r),) (log(N) — 3log (ry))*

AHM ~

X (37"3 (log(N) — 9log (rp)) % — 107‘37‘,21 log(N) (log(N) — 9log (143))

+15r,75 log”(N) — r}, (36 log(N) log (r),) 4+ 243log® (ry) + 8 logZ(N)))] .

(A4)

A.2 IS Turning Point

In the context of IS entanglement entropy (65), to get an estimate of the turning point 77, one
notes that: ( = C? up to LO in N, that obtains:

1458g,°/* M? NQ/ SN Ory (rr — ") log” (r7) (7log N73 — 3a” log N) — 6561g5°/* M> N>/ N°rS. (rg — ri*) log® (1)

1 _ A2
+0 (7(logrh)6> =C". (A5)
Writing 77 = 1 + 09, upon substitution into (A5), and assuming 0 < d, < 1 and thereby
approximating log r = log ry, yields the following:

M2N2/5N 602

14583275 " log” (1) (4(4762 + 6) log N — 9(1585 + 2) log(r1)) — 5832v/382 (1182 4 2)elog Nrj, " log” (1) = .57

(A6)
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Assuming again |logry| > log N, the relevant solution to (A6) is:

M2N?5N,5¢? 2
5 A —. (A7)
26244¢,5/47r,10 log® (rh) 15
Guided by the estimate of r = 79 ~ 7, : Neg(rg) = 0 obtained in [68], writing r;, ~ e " »™?

1
—kceN3

and assuming C? = e . Numerically, for M = Ny = 3,95 = 0.1, N = 10*% and assuming
ke = 1.37, Ky, = 0.1,C = 3 x 108 one obtains d, = 5.6 x 107,

B Hartman-Maldacena-like Surface Miscellania

In this appendix we have listed various r dependent functions appearing in the entanglement
entropy expression for the Hartman-Maldacena-like surface at O(8°) and O(3). Additionally
we have also worked out the equation of motion for the embedding function of the Hartman-

Maldacena-like surface.

e The r dependent functions appearing in equation (72) are,

r? (Ngs(2log(N) — 61og(r))) 2/3

\/—93/2 ’
Ng, — 3M*N;g3 log(r) (log(N) — 6log(r))

a(r) = kg

o(r) = ke Ty 7
AP = _]\4]\717/10]\7}1/395/2 (r? — r,2) log(r)(log(N) — 9log(r)){/log(N) — 3log(r)
1“404310432
- MN21/20N}1/39313/4 (r? — 72) ki log(r)(log(N) — 9log(r)) /log(N) — 3log(r)

3rd ’

(B1)
where k., kK, and k) are numerical pre-factors.

e In Wald entanglement entropy term (74) for HM-like surface, we have the following r
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dependent functions:

M) = 5 MTNTONTgTlog? (r) (log(N) — 121log(r))* (log(N) — 9log(r))
R 205, 0, (log(N) — 3log(r))77
m VNN{? g3k, log (r) (log(N) — 121log(r))? (log(N) — 9log(r))
3r2(log(N) — 3log(r))>/® ’
Na(r) = iy, [ AN/ Nygi log(r) (108 (N) — 12 log(r))(log(N) — 9log(r))
? re r2aj g (log(N) — 3log(r))>/3
N M3 /N Nfg§5/4m2 log?(r)(log(N) — 121og(r))(log(N) — 9log(r))
3r2(log(N) — 3log(r))>/3 '

(B2)

k), and k), in the above equation are numerical pre-factors.

e In the anomaly term (75) following are the r dependent functions:

\/a(r) (o) = (1= ) v0rp2)

v (o) — (1 3) )

Ly =Ly =

e Use has been made of the following for the computation of first and second term in entan-
glement entropy computation in the presence of higher derivative terms:

dJo
6RM1N1P1Q1

i (581RHN1P1K n %(%1 RHKP1Q1) RHRSM1 RQRSK

My My ~Ny Ny ~P; P 1 RSP
= gMihghhighhgae (RPNlPlQRQngl +§RPQPlQlRQRSN1> R,

1
+GN1N1GP1P1GQ1Q1 (RQIMNQRM1MNK + 5RQIQMNRMlKMN) RQNlle

LM (RPMNM1 RHMNGL %RPMlMNRHQlMN) RHNlplp (B4)
and
5%.J,
5R (SR - Al + A2 + Ag + A4, (B5)
Mo N2 P2Q2VLUM1 N1 P1Q1
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where

1
Ay = GMlMlGN1N1GP1P1GQ1Q1 |:5AA/§?GN2N2GP2P2GQ2Q2 (RQ2N1P1QRQN2P2Q1 + iRQZQPIQlRQNZPQNl)

1
+ (a}f?agf 552087 R s B2+ SoM2 626263 R g, RM?SP)
+

1
(GMzMz OR2082 032 Raf " Rp N, Py + §GM2M25g25§251%fRM?SPRPM2PlQl>
G

MlMlGNlNlGP1P1GQ1Q1

1
Mgy ~Ny Ny ~Pa Py ~Q2Q Q @
Sy GNeN2 GRa e R2@2 (RQQ‘,NIPIQR Napar t g flasaran R N2P2N1>
Na sPs pQ> RSM, | L Py sQo o RSM,
+ (6N15P1R RSQlRMl +55P15Q1R RSNlRMl )
1
+ (GM2M2583RM]1V2P2PRPN1P1M2 + 2GM2M25]%?R]WJ1V2P2PRPA/12P1Q1):|7

Ap =

1
(GM2M2GQ2Q2GN2N1 GP2P1RQESQ2 + 5GMzMzGN21\72GP21"1GQ2Q1 RN%%SN2> RMSSMI
+ (GQleGNzN’zGPszRM?,NlPlK + EGQleGNzNzGP2P2RM2KP1Q1) RNI
2

NoPy K

+ (GMleRHN1P1Q2 + lGMZNlRHQ2P1Q1> RHN2P2A/II:|
2 7

As = GN1N1 GP1P1 GQ1Q1

(522/112682RN[1N2P2K + GI\/Ing GNzNzGPzPQGQzKRQlszzQ

1 1
+§5g1126g2RM1KP2Q2 + 5G«M2M1 GN2KGP2P2GQ2Q2RQ1QP2Q2> RQNlPlK

|

A, = MM |:<511\34251%le111\’2132@1 + GM2H N2 N2 (7P P2 (1Q2Q1 RPNy pyrt,

1
+GMM2 502 5 <RQ1MNMzRM1MNQ2 + §RQ1MzMNRM1Q2MN>

1 1
+§5y25ﬁiRHQ1P2Q2 + 2GJWQHGN2Q1GP2P2GQ2Q2RPM1P2Q2>RHN1P1P

1
+GN N PP Q2Q2 (RQzl\/INJ\/Il RM2MN@L QRQleMNRMQQlMN)} . (B6)
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e The r-dependent functions appearing in equation (75) are given below:
MN3T10gP/% log(r) (log(N) — 9log(r))
riog af N4/3(log(N) — 3log(r))7/3
7r23/6MN61/QOgZQ/ ;2 1og(r)(log(N) — 9log(r))

Z(r) = —kgz

r14Nj§/3(10g(N) — 3log(r))7/3
MN37/1063/6 100 (1) (log(N) — 91og(r))
W(r) = —kw 7
7“14049 N (log(N) — 3log(r))7/3
~_ MNSY20g7 2 5y, log (1) (log(N) — 9log(r))
r4N (log(N) — 3log(r))7/? ’
U(r) = —r M?NN;g3log(r)(log(N) — 45 log(r))
" rtag,af, (log(N) — 3log(r))?
B MZNfg;5/4/<aU log(r)(log(N) — 45log(r))
f/ﬁr‘%log(]\f) — 3log(r))3 ’
M2NN;g? M2N;g™ sy
V(r) =y 19 £ (B7)

riag, af log?(r ) Vv Nrilog?(r)’
where Kz, Ky, ky and Ky are the numerical factors including (qa—il)

e To obtain the EOM for #(r) we need to calculate the following derivatives from equations
(72), (74), (75) and (76):

S _ ﬁ<<r = 1) /2] (1) (At (1) + Aat” (1)) | 2 () (Ast' (1) + Ast" (1) | (r = r0) /298 ()
5t/ (r) - N7/10¢/ ()2 N7/10¢/ ()2 NB7/10¢7 ()4
Pe (rn) (r—ru)*/2py (rn) | N*/"pg (rn) | N*/'°pf (ra) p3 (rh)
NG o R L It o T T o o
b BN ) () t’(r)) N0 (0= 1) 21 (1) € (1), (53)
and
5£¥c1)\‘é[al o 6]:6(7“’1)(7” - Th>5/2 (Bg)

St'(r) N7/10¢(r) ’
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where

pi(rn) = 5 (MN‘”"’ g%*/Rarr log (ra) (log(N) — 9log (1)) (log(NV) — 3log (r4)) 5/6)
P1 7‘2/2\/5 ’

P(rn) = —k s

Py ’

M? {l/ﬁx%N}l/Sg;”G\/@nU log (1) (log(N) — 451og (1))
( ri/? /R (log(N) — 3log (1)) 5/ )
M23%Ny2 2% % ki log (rh) y/Rake (log(N) — 45log (1))

/% (log(N) — 3log (rs)) /2 > ’

P (rn) = K8 <

5 M?2%(540log(2) — 107)N;/*g2*/° Jraks
P3 (Th) = _pr 9/2 2 5/2
#\ /" log® (ra) (log(N) — 3log (ra)) >/

X (285\/ (log(N) — 3log ('rh)) — 27ky log (rn) (log(N) — 451og (rh)))>,

P (rn) = ki F(gs,mn, Ny, M),

pg(rh) = K,pé}F(gs,Th,Nf,M),

5 B Mx% 3 Nfgfﬁw log (rn) (Kake) 5/2 (log(N) — 9log (1)) \/log — 3log (rn)
P (Th) - *Fipg 5/2 )
T ORS
3 B M3 Nfrff/zmz log (1) (Kake) ®/? (log(N) — 9log (1)) $/log(N) — 31log (1)
pr (Th) =~k ggli%p )
5(rn) = Mz} 3/ Nygikw log (r1) (kako) /% (log(N) — 9log (1)) ¥/log(N) — 3log (rs,)
ps(ra) = Ryp /2 pa )
h
5 B M Y/ Nygirzlog (rh) (kako) ®? (log(N) — 9log (r1,)) ¥/log(N) — 3log (rs)
Db (Th) =k B 9/2 4 ’
r, K
M {/Nyg?we/* 1og (rh) (log(N) — 9log (1)) $/log(N) — 3log (rn) (zhew + 2kz)
s 192 g (rn) (log g ( g(N g I
F¥ = —Krs ( ,5/2,5/2 » (B10)
h 0'

where £, K and krs are the numerical factors. From equation (76) and using
i=1,..,9

6L

d( 577
equations (B8) and (B9), the EOM corresponding to the embedding #(r), given by M =

d2 5[..
<‘”—”<’)> turns out to be:

dr?
s~ NSO () NP () BNSO()f (r)  BNS/10()ph () NG )3 2 () ()
20r —rp)3/2¢(r)3 2(r — )32 ()3 Vr =t/ (r)* Mt’(r)

BM /N2 /T —rhka log (rp) (log(N) — 9log (1)) §/log(N) — 3log (1) (zhrw + 27)
4N7/107‘2/2ng/2t’(7")3

x (8 (r—r3) 2" (12 — 4 (r — i) ¥'(r) ((r — ) t® () + 5t"(r)> + 15t’(r)2> . (B11)

5
+5N3/10(7’ — )3 2py () () = —

C Island Surface Miscellania

In this appendix we are listing the various functions appearing in the entanglement entropy of
the island surface at O(f). We have also computed the derivatives of the Lagrangian of the
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island surface here which have been used in obtaining the equation of motion of the embedding

function of the island surface.

e )\34(r) appearing in the Wald entanglement entropy term (102) of the island surface are

given below:

M7N7/10N}Z/3gzr,€4 log(N) log” (r)(5log(N) — 121og(r))?
ribag of, (log(N) — 3log(r))/?
M7 /N log(2)(log(64) — 1)N;/3g§’1/4r,1l4/<;,\3 log(N)log” () (5 log(N) — 121og(r))?
15(1og(N) — 31og(r)) 7 ’
M3NT0 /N gdritlog(N) log® (r)(5log(N) — 121og(r))
ribag, of, (log(N) — 3log(r))®/?
N M? 3/N log(2)(log(64) — 1) ¢/N 915/47’,114/@\4 log(N)log®(r)(5log(N) — 12log(r))
r6(log(N) — 3log(r))*/?

A3 (T) = Kx;

A4 (T) = KXy

where k), and k), are the numerical factors.
e In the anomaly term (103) following are the r dependent functions:

MN3/1062/512 166(N) log(r)
- T16a91a§2N4/3(10g(N) — 3log(r))7/?
 MN%/log(2)(log(64) — 1)g;” 13 log(N) log(r)rz,
1N (log(N) — 3log(r))7/?
MN3/10g35/6 166(N) log(r)
riad a2, N;/*r$ (log(N) — 3log(r))7/3
 MN®V210g(2)(log(64) — 1) rw, log(N) log(r)
r8N2r8 (log(N) — 3log(r))7/?
MQN Nygiri?log*(N) log®(r) (log(N) — 17log(r)) (log(N) — 9log(r))
7’1504910422 (log(N) — 3log(r))* ’
_MPN 1927412 log? (V) log® () (log (V) — 171og(r)) (log(N) — 91og(r))
V_?““’(log( ) — 3log(r))* ’
Vi(r) = ey, DN Ny » log” () log(r) (log () — 6log(r))
' Tllaelagg(log(N ) — 9log(r))3(log(N) — 3log(r))?
 MPN;g iy log? (N) log® () (log(N) — 6log(r))
VNri(log(N) — 9log(r))? (log(N) — 3log(r))?

Zy(r) =k

Y

Wi(r) = kw,

bl

Ur(r) = Kk,

(C2)

where Kz, , kw,, Ky, and Ky, are the numerical pre-factors which also includes (q%).
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e Using equations (99), (102),(103), (104) and (105) we obtain:

SLo o _ 5 N3O 5 () (r) n 5 (rn) n 5 (rn) z(r) n N3O FD () (r)? n N0 (r) Y1 (rn)
5z(r) N == Vr—rn  NY&/r—r, | o'(r)? Vr —rpx'(r)? N =
Vg ()
Vr—rh ’
(C3)
SL%owar _ 4| FY (rn)v/r = rna(r)?a’ (r) + P (ra)v/r = rna(r)* + F(ra)v/r = + N3YF (r)a(r)*
ox'(r) N7/10 N7/10g/(r) N7/10g/(7) VT =R’ (r)?
n N3/10F153(rh) n Ff(rh)\/r —rha(r)? n Ff(rh)\/r —rhx(r)? n Ff(rh)a:(r)2 n Ff(rh)x(r 2
Vr=rpa!(r)3 Nz/(r) N5/4g/ (1) Vr=rpa'(r)?  NY4/r=rpz'(r)3
+Ff(7“h)(7“ —rn)*Pa(r)* 22/ (r) + ra” (r)) i FY (rn)(r — ra)*? (22 (r) + ra”(r))
NT/10g7/(r)2 N7/1057 ()2
B"'h T—Thl’?“4 BTh T —Th 3/10 2 ’ 3/10 2
I it 4 Do T N0 ()Y () ()| + N Fa(rn) = (r) (1), (C4)
and,
5‘CITSotal _ Flﬂ(rh)(r — Th)3/2 ‘Fg(Th)(r — rh)3/2 C5
517”(7“) =0 NT7/10 N7/10 ’ ( )

where we have defined F1(Th),ﬂﬁz1,,,,13(7’h), fi(rn), ff:l,..A(Th) and Y;—1 3(r) for the island
surface as:

Kk, Mlog(2)(log(64) — l)N?/SgZ/S Thkakag 10g(N)log (r4) (log(N) — 3log (rr)) 2/3

F —
1(ra) VRatio ’
() Kpp M?31og(2)(log(64) — l)N?/Sgy/G Thka log(N) log® (1) (5log(N) — 121og (1))
Fr(rn) = :

VEake (log(N) — 3log (ry)) 13/3
x (81 (16 + ﬁ) M N3¢, log* (r4) (51og(N) — 12log (1)) > + 4096 (4 n \/i) s, (log(N) — 3log (1)) 2) ,
e M P, 1og? (V) log” (1) log(N) — 1715 1)) (og(N) — 9108 () (Ng. (lo8(N) — 3o (ra)))
2 () == Vs (og(N) — 3Tog (7)) ’
o MANT g1 i log! (N) log® (a)
ri/*\/ratkis (10g(N) = 9log (1)) & (log(N) — 3log (rn)) 23/3
X ((del log3 (N) (—910g(N) log (rn) + 1810g2 (rn) + log2 (N)) — 6Ky, (log(N) — 171og (rn)) (log(N) — 9log (rr)) 4) 2) ,
Ko MQN?/gggg/GKJUl log?(N) log? (r1,) \/Fake (log(N) — 171og (r1)) (log(N) — 9log (1))
r/* (log(IN) — 3log (1)) 11/3
Mg log! (N)y/Raia (N;g: (log(N) = 8log (1)) 7/*
7% (log(N) = 9log (1)) © (log(N) — 3log (ra)) 1°
(m/l log3 (N) log3 (rn) (79 log(N) log (rr) + 1810g2 (rn) + log2 (N)) — 6Kku, logg(r) (log(N) — 17log (rr)) (log(N) — 9log (r1)) 4:

Ff(rn) =

Fl(rn) =

)

FY(rn) = —
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i oo M /Ny g2k, log(N) log (a) (Kakic) */

Ff(rh) - 7‘2/2/@5, (log(N) — 3log (rp,)) 2/3
Fo ) = ﬁprlog(Z)(log(sm) —1){/Nyg2rz, log(N)log (1) (Kako) */? ,
/23 (log(N) = 8log (1)) */°
FS () = K g M 1og(2) (log(64) — 1) /Ny g:rw, log(N) log (7a) (Kako)*'?
ri/Qng (log(N) — 3log (rp)) 2/3 '
EY(rh) = K g M 10g(2) (10g(64) — 1) {/NygZriz, log(N)log (a) (Kako) 5/27
323 (log(N) — 3log (1)) 2/3
FE (r) = _HFlaOMlog( )(log(64) — 1) /Ny g2 kw, log(N)log (r1) (Kako) 5/2_
ri/ng (log(N) — 3log (rp)) 2/3 ’
iy — MR 1) /Wyt () o () ()
32 k3 (log(N) — 3log (1)) /3
PO ) = Frg, M log(2><log<:’/i) = 1)/ Nyginw, log(N)log (1) (atis) */? |
7y, k& (log(N) — 3log (7)) /3
5 ps M 1og(2)(log(64) — 1) {/Nyginz, log(N)log (1) (kako) °/2
Fiz(rn) = ; (C6)

r/ 2k (log(N) — 3log (rs)) 2/3

k7, M log(2)(log(64) — 1)N}/*g.% * k5 1og(N) log (1) \/aFis (log(N) — 3log (1)) */*
5/2 )
L
Kps M?’NZ/3 23/6 log(N) log® (74) \/Rako (5log(N) — 121og (1))
r/? (log(N) — 3log (rn)) 13/
y <M3 log(2)(log(64) — 1)N§/ 8925/ log(N) 1og® (rn) \/Fake (51log(N) — 121og (rh)))
1572864 /235/6777/1212/2 (log (N) — 3log (ry)) 13/3 ’
Ko MP NG g2k, log? (N) log® (1) /Raes (log(IV) — 17 log (r1)) (log(N) — 9log (7))
r/? (log(N) — Blog (ry)) 11/3
s Mg2" log! (N)y/Rario (Nygs (Iog(N) — 3log (ra))) 7/°
.22 (log(N) — 9log (1)) © (log(N) — 3log (1))
x (kv log®(N) log® () (—91log(N)log (rn) + 181og? (r1) + logZ(N)) — 6k, log®(r) (log(N) — 171og (r1)) (log(N) — 9log (
K,ffMlog(2)(log(64) —1)¥/Nrgikw, log(N)log (1) (kake) >/
ry/ k4 (log(N) — 8log (rn)) /3

fi(rn) =

F(rn) =

£5(rn) =

)

5 (rn) =

fi(rn) =

I

k6 M log(2)(log(64) — 1) /Ny 20/ ®kw, log(N) log (1)
B _ 1
Fr(rn) =— 3/2 e )
(log(N) — 31og (ra)) 2/
k- Mlog(2)(log(64) — 1) § Nfgzmg/chzl log(N) log (rr)
Fm) = -2 72572 : (c7)
T, (log(N) — 3log (rn)) 2/3
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and,

HY1691xMN?/3g;0/3 log? (1) /Fake (log(N) — 3log (ry)) 23
Yi(rn) = 3/2 ’
"h

Ky Core MN g1/ % o 1og? (1) (log(N) — 3log (r4)) /3
Ya(rn) = T : (C8)

where kg, K FEL o Rp ks S Kgs Ry, are numerical factors and Cy,, is the constant

of integration appearing in the solution to (’)(lg) correction to the metric component along
the toroidal analog T?(6;, ) of the vanishing two-cycle S?(6;, ¢;).

D Possible Terms Appearing in Holographic Entanglement Entropies

In this appendix we have listed all the possible terms that we obtain from differentiating La-
grangian of the M-theory dual inclusive of O(R?*) corrections. In appendix D.1, we have listed
all the terms for Hartman-Maldacena-like surface and in appendix D.2 we have listed all the
possible terms for the island surface.

D.1 Hartman-Maldacena-like Surface

Square root of the determinant of the induced metric (35) for the Hartman-Maldacena-like
surface scale as N7/1° and is given below:

MN7/10@(Nf(1og(N) — 3log(r))) 5/3\/a(r) (0(7‘) - (1 - :—;2) t/(T‘)Q)

3 2
Qg agp,

o

X (Nfgs (r2(10g(N)(2log(r) + 1) + 3(1 — 6log(r)) log(r)) — ri (log(N)(2 log(r) +1) — 18(6r + 1) log? (r))) + 8w (rﬁ — r2) 10g(r))> .

(D1)
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0Jo .
aRtmtm ’

1
(i)/dVgx/ -9 ((Gm)Q (Gtt)Q <RPth + iRPQtz) R, RSPRQRS.T)

i (—91log®(N)(log(N) — 61log(r))* — 13(log(N) — 3log(r))* — 21(log(N) — 3log(r))?) )
VNr12N2 /52 (log(N) — 3log(r))22/3 ’

There are four terms that we obtain from

(’L‘i)/dVQ\/*g (RHthRHRStRz RSK T %RHKtIRHRStRQRSK)

1
~ /dvg\/jg(\/erzN?Q/g\/girﬁ(log(N) _ 310g(7n))22/3>7

(iv) / dVev/—g (G“ (RHM’“RPMM + %RHIMNRHMN) RH“P)
o /dvg (AQ(T)\/a(r) (U(r) - (1 - g) t’(r)2)>.

From equation (B2) it is clear that (iii) and (iv) terms scale as N7/' whereas from equations
(D1) and (D2) we can see that (i) and (i) terms scale as N'/®. Therefore (iii) and (iv) terms
are the most dominant terms in the large- N limit.

(D2)

. . 2 . .
We obtain thirteen terms from %?_—(gj%thintml which are listed below:
T1x]) TmIx

(’L) /dVQ /jg (G:rz)2 (Gmm) (Gll) §:nRTTSZRjTSthintml

- /dV V=gl - M?2NN;g3log3(r)(23log(N) — 721log(r))?(29 log(N) — 721log(r))(2log(N) — 3log(r))\/a(r) (o(r) — t/(r)?)
oV rdag, agz (log(N) — 9log(r))3(log(N) — 3log(r))6t (r)?

(i7) / dVo/—g (G=%)3 (G (GI7) (G™™) (G“) Rjimeq R, Kiij Kemi ~ 0,
(iid) / dVgx/?g% (@) (@) (G) RIS R g, K Kot ~ 0,

1 ; )
(Z’U) /dVg /—95 (Ga:cc)Z (Gu) (GJZ) RTTSERWTSiKtintml

<M3N13/ 100, N;gi’/ % 1og? (V) (log(N) — 231log(r))? (log(N) + 181og?(r)) v/a(r) (a(r) — t’(r)2)>
rtagl log? (r) (log(N) — 9log(r))3 (log(N) — 3log(r))>t' (r)? ’

~ / Vev/=g
(fu)/dVg\/TQ% (G==)3 (G™) (G”) (G™™) (G Rjui R 1 Ktij Kt ~ /dVg (@ﬁl),

1 . .
(vi) /dVQ\/—9§ (G**)3 (GT™) (G”> Rpoai R P K Ky

M?NNyg3log®(N)(log(N) — 511og(r)) (log(N) — 23log(r))v/a(r) (1 — J(T)T’(t)2)>
rdag, af, log®(r)(log(N) — 9log(r))3 (log(N) — 3log(r))>t' (r)? 7

~ /dVQ\/*g (
(wid) /dVgx/*g (G™™)% (G'™) (G”) R™MYNI Ry vy Nw Ktij Kemi ~ 0,

(Uiii)/dVgx/—g (G=*)2 (G99 (G"™) R*MNUR ni o K Kyt ~ 0,
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(iz) / Vov/=g (G™)* (G7) (G7) (G) (G™™) RD,,,, s Riia Ktig Kt ~ 0,
1 ) .
@ [ dav=g; 6= (™) (6") BN Ripasy Kisy Ko

MN7/1072 N/ 6312 log(r) (log(NV) — 9 log(r))(log(N) — Blog(r))3/*/a(r) (a(r) — #(1)%)

agl a§2 t'(r)2

N /dvgpg[_

_ 299/6M* gt log?(N) log®(r) (log(N) — 12log(r))?(log(N) — 6log(r))?
wt/374a(r)2N7/? (log(N) — 3log(r))20/3 (a(r) — t/(r)2)?

x (76800G1(r)

X (a(r)o/(r) — a/(r)t'(r)2 + a(r) (o"(r) — 2t'(r)t”(r)))2>} ,

1 ) -
(i) /dVgx/ng (G=*)2 (G"™) (G99) R*'"MN R i K i j Kmi

MN7/10:2N8/363/% 1og (r) (log (V) — 9 log(r))(21og(N) — log(r))?/3+/a(r) (a(r) — #(r)?)
f S
~ /dVg”[ 120600v/235/6719/603 a2_t/(r)?
y <450G2 (ry _ 87V3M g5 1og” (V) log? (r) (log(N) — 1210g(r))* (log(N) — 610g(r))* (log(N) — 31og(r))®

X (a(r)o/(r) - o/(?")t'(r)2 + a(r) (o"(r) — 2t/(r)t”(r)))27r4/3r4a(r)2N?/3(2 log(N) — log(r))%/3 (o'(r) - t'(r)2)2>:| ,

1 . . Z
(mii)/dVgx/ng(me)?’ (G (G77) (GM) (G™™) R,y Rias Kti Ko N/dvg( ;T),cl),
1 L )
(J:iii)/dVgM—gi (G=)* (G77) (G™) R™F Ropas iy K

—( M?2NN;g3log5(N)(5log(N) — 2111og(r))(log(N) — 231og(r))/a(r) (o (r) — t/(r)2?)
/ dVg”( riag, af, log(r)(log(N) — 9log(r))?(log(N) — 3log(r))¢'(r)?2 )

(D3)

where G (r) and Ga(r) are N independent functions. Out of all the terms listed above (v) and
(xii) terms are the most dominant in the large N limit.

Similarly find that there are thirteen terms arising from %Km‘f(tml which are listed

below:

(i) / dVoy—=g (G')* (G™™) (G”) 58 R, TSVRY L K i Ky

N /dVgﬁ(— M?2NN;g3logh(N)(231log(N) — 72log(r))2(log(N) — 27log(r))/a(r) (o(r) — t/(r)2) > ,

r4o¢gla22 (log(N) — 9log(r))*(log(N) — 3log(r))6t/ (r)2
(i1) /dVg\/jg(G“)3 (G*™) (GI7) (G™™) (G”) Rj»thRQithtintml ~ 0,

1 ) )
(444) /dVQ\/jgg (Gtt)2 (@™m) (Gﬂ) RS R 6, Kpij Kot ~ 0,

1 . .
(iv)/dw\/*gg (Gtt)Q (G”) (Gﬂ> RtTStRmTSiKtintml

M3N13/100491 N]%gg/2 log?(N)(log(N) — 231og(r))3 (log(N) + 1810g2(r)) a(r) (o(r) —t/(r)?)
1728\/671'7/27“404(%2 log? () (log(N) — 9log(r))3(log(N) — 3log(r))5# (r)2 '

~ /dVQ\/j9<

(v)/dVg\/jg% (@™ (6™ (G") (G™™) (G7) RjquR, g Ktig Kimi ~ /dVg (@Q),

(D4)
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(vi) / de_g% (G™)° (@) (G") RpuuR,™ Kiig Kimi

N /dV N M?2NN;g3log®(N)(5log(N) — 211 log(r)) (log(N) — 23log(r))y/a(r) (o(r) — ¥/ (r)2)
o9 rdag, agz log(r)(log(N) — 9log(r))3(log(N) — 3log(r))5t' (r)? ’

(’Uii) /dVg\/ —g (Gtt)2 (G’Lm) (G”) RtMNJRlMNthintml ~ 0,

(viid) / dVor/=g (G*)? (G77) (G'™) R™MNUR v i Ki Ky ~ O,

() [ avav=3 ()" (%) (67) (6") (G"") R, i s Kt 0

(x) /dVgx/jg% (Gtt)z (G') (G”) RUMN Ry v Keij K

MBNT/10 N;g;” *G3(r) log® (N) log? () (log(N) — 24 log(r)) (log(N) — 9log(r))(log(N) — 6log(r))?
r2a21a32a(r)2(log(N) — 3log(r))5

o(r) (0(r) = (1)) (o(r)a’ (r) — o/ (M)t ()2 + a(r) (o (r) = 2¢/ (12" (r)))*

X ’

t'(r)4 (o(r) — /(r)2)?
(ri)/‘m’\/jg% (G")* (G™™) (G77) R"™MN Rjyny w Kij Ko

MNT/1972 N3/ 622 log(r) (log(N) — 910(r))(2log(N) — log(r))*/* \/a(r) (o (r) — 7(1)2)
agl aﬁQ t'(r)?

N/dVgx/jg[

~ /dvgﬂ[

y Gm_52%M4gélog2<r>aog<zv>—ulog( )2 (o(r)a’ (r) — o (N ()2 + a(r) (' (r) — 2¢/ (1)t (r)))? ]
w1/3r4a(r)2N2/3 (log(N) — 3log(r))8/3 (o (r) — t/(r)2)? ’

1 g - w

(@27) /dV9 ) (Gtt)3 (G") (677) (G”) (G™m) RthiRth]'Ktintml ~ /dVg ( 2(T) 52) ,
1 g ‘

(i) / Vov/=g CONED) (G’”) R, Rpyyi Kpij Kymi

[ M2NN;g?log®(N)(log(N) — 5110g(r)) (log(IV) — 231og(r))/a(r) (o(r) — ¢ (r)?)
/ CM’”( riag, af log? (1) (log(N) — 9log(r))3(log(N) — 3log(r))¢'(r)2 )

(D5)

where G3(r) and G4(r) are N independent functions. Out of all the thirteen terms listed above
(v) and (xii) terms are the most dominant terms in the large- N limit.

We find that at O(R*), there are six terms coming from %Ktij.&ml and listed below:

(i) / dVoy—g (G™)* (G™ )(G”) 5, 656%5% RTST RS g Koy Ko ~ / dVe (U(r)Ls)

(i) / WVor/ =5 (G") (G7) (G77) (@) (G) (G") 8L Ryme@ R Ko Kimt ~ 0,

(iii / dVo/=g (G™)? (G™™) (G”) (G™) 656567 Rpmat RaT S Kiij Kot ~ 0,

(iv) / dVg\/jg% (G™)? (G™™) (G”) (G 86560, Rpeai Ry " T Kyij Kot ~ 0,

(v) / dVoy/—g (G%) (G*)* (G) (Gﬂ) R RpitaKij Kemi ~ 0,

(vi) / WVov=g5 (6" (G) (G7) (G™) 85 R Rty Koy Kt ~ 0. (D6)

From the above terms we can see that it is the only first term which is non-zero. Therefore only
this term will contribute to the Lagrangian.

Similarly we found that at O(R?), there are four terms coming from K Ky which

;;
aR tixy aRxmtl
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are listed below:

/ dVer/—g (G”)d RS R Ky Kt ~ / dVe (U(r)L4),
(i4) / dVo/—g (G™)® (G) (G“) (G”) (G™™) Rjmaa R, K1i; Ky ~ 0,
(iii / dov/=g3 (™) (G")° (67) (") R RewaKiig Kot ~ / dVs (V(r)La),
(iv) / defg% (@) (G") (G77) (G™) R™ Ripaas Koty Kt ~ / Vs (V(r)La) (D7)

From equation (B7) it is clear that all the three non-zero terms scale as N. Therefore we will

keep all non-zero terms in the Lagrangian.

D.2 Island Surface

Square root of minus of determinant of the induced metric (53) for the island surface scale as
N7/10 is given below:

= MN7/1O@(Nf(log(N)—310g )32\ alr) (o(r) + 2/(r)?)

144 65/67719/6a3 0432

X <18Nfgs log®(r) (7"2 — 3b%(6r + 1)7"%) + log(r) (8 (r2 — 3b2ri) — 3r2Nfgs) — Nygslog(N)(2log(r) + 1) (1"2 — 3b2ri)> .

(D8)
Similar to Hartman-Maldacena-like surface, there are four terms that we obtain from agtﬁ.
/dVg ( Gm (Gtt)Q (RthQ + %RPth> R, RSPRQRSx)
N /dV Nar riy (13(log(N) — 3log(r))* + 21(log(N) — 3log(r))* + 9log(r)(6log(N) — 9log(r))?) '
v VNr12N? /g2 (log(N) — 3log(r))22/3 ’
('LZ) / dVgx/jg (RHthRHRStRz RS K + %RHKtzRHRStRQRSK)
N /dvgﬁ 7y (—29s log?(N)(log(N) — 121og(r))? — 5(log(N) — 9log(r))?(log(N) — 3log(r))?) \
VNr12N% /52 (log(N) — 9log(r))2(log(N) — 3log(r))16/3 ’
(i) / dVor/—g ((G”) G" (RPMQ+ RPQM) R, RQRSI)
~ [ av (s Valt) @ + )
(zv)/dVgx/jg (Gtt <RHMNZRP]\4N15 + %RHZJ\/INRP“V[N) RHa:tP>
N/dvg( (Vo) (o(r) + 7 (0)2)) -
(D9)
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We find that (iii) and (iv) terms are the most dominant terms in the large N limit. There are

thirteen terms that obtain from ML{%[KMKQEW which are listed below:
1T ] Tmx

(7’) / dVov/—g (Gzz)Z (Gmm) (G”) 6'fnRrTsszTSlein:c7nl

N /dVngg(— M?NN;g3log?(r)(23log(N) — 72log(r))? >’

rtag, af, (log(N) — 9log(r))?(log(N) — 3log(r))Sz’(r)?
(i) / WVor/ 75 (G)* (G7) (@99) (@) (GM) Ryma R,y Koy Kt ~ 0,
(i) / dVg\/jg% (@) (@) (G1) RTS% R gy Koty Kot ~ 0,
(iU)/dVgx/?g)% (G=™)2 (G (Gﬂ) RTSTR™ o Kpii Komi

3N13/104 5415/2 1og(r o — 721og(r))3 (lo og?(r a(r) (o(r) +z'(r
N/dV9H<MN 0, N7g5” ~log(r)(231og(N) — 72log(r))? (log(N) + 181og?(r)) v/a(r) (o (r) + ()2)>7

r4aég (log(N) — 3log(r))5z'(r)? (471' — Nggs(log(N) —9 log(r))) 3

(v)/dVgx/—g%(Gm)g (G (G”) (G™™) (G77) Rjgui R, Koij Kami N/dVg (ZlT(T)Ll),
1 . ,
(Ui) /dVg \% _95 (Gzz)a (Gjm) (G”) RPac:clelzPKwinxml

— [ M2NNyg2log?(N)(5log(N) — 196log(r))(23 log(N) — 72log(r))\/a(r) (o(r) + =’ (r)?)
/ dVQ”( rag, a8 (Iog(N) — 91og(r))? (log(N) — 3log(r) o/ ()2 ) ’

(vid) / WVor/=g (G712 (@) (G) BN Ringiags Koy Kot ~ 0,
(vii) / dVo/—g (G=%)? (G97) (G"™) R*MNR vt N Kaij Kmi ~ 0,
(iz) /dVg\/*g (G**)? (G") (G77) (G”) (G™™) R, Riin@Kaij Komi ~ 0,

(z) /dV9v—9§ (G™*)2 (G"™) <G”> REMN By viNKig Kumi

MNT/10:2 N2 g2/ log (1) (1og(V) — 91og(r)) (log(N) — 3log(r))>/3\/a(r) (o(r) + 27 (r)2)

agl a§2 z'(r)?

~ /dVQ\/jg{

" M*g41og?(r)(log(N) — 121og(r))? (o(r)a/(r) + o/ (r)a' (r)? + a(r) (o’ (r) + 217’(7‘)m”(r)))2 900G :|
5(r) | |
64 62/374/374a(r)2N7/? (log(N) — 3log(r)3/3 (a(r) + 2/ (r)2)?

1 . .
(1) / AVov/=g (G*)* (G™) (G77) R*™MN Ry Kovig Koot

MNT/10:2N3/3 63/ log(r) (log(N) — 9log(r)) (log(N) — 31log(r))?/3/a(r) (o (r) + 2/ (r)?)
14400 65/67r19/6o¢g1 agz ' (r)2

~ /dVgx/jg{

" 29M* g% log? (r) (log(N) — 121og(r))? (o(r)a(r) + &' (r)a’ (r)? 4+ a(r) (o’ (r) + 21/(r)x”(r)))2 _ o00C :|
6(r) | |,
64 62/37r4/37’4a(r)2N?/3(log(N) — 3log(r))8/3 (o(r) + o' (1)2)?

1 L . Z1(r
(:vii)/dVgx/—gg (G=5)* (G*) (G77) (GM) (G™™) R, Rius Kovis Ko ~ /dVg (%h),
(xiii)/dVgx/—gi (G (G97) (G”) R P RppoiKpii Komi

—( M?NN;g3log3(N)(5log(N) — 196 log(r))(23log(N) — 72log(r))v/a(r) (o(r) + 2/(r)Z)
/ dVQ”( rag, a8 (Iog(V) — 91og(r))? (log(N) — 3log(r) e/ (r)2 ) ’

(D10)

where G5(r) and Gg(r) are N independent functions. We find that (v) and (xii) terms are
the most dominant terms in the large N limit. There are thirteen terms that obtain from
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9% Jy . .
OR;itjORmu ~ T4 mel'
() /dng—g (G™)2(G™™) (GM) 8, Ry TSR gy iy Koot

— 7M2NNfgg’ log* (N) log?(r)(23 log(N) — 72log(r))?(log(N) — 27 log(r))/a(r) (a(r) + =/(r)2)
/ M”( g, a8 (log(N) — 9log(r)* (log(N) — 3log(r ))% BE >

(@) [ @vov=3 (6")° (6") (677) (6™™) (G") Rimi R 1y Keiy Komi ~ 0,

)

1 mm j i
(i) /dvg\ﬁ— (GG (G7) RS Rl gy Konig Kt ~ 0,

(i )/dV9F (G")? (G7) (Gﬂ) RS R g K i K

M3N13/10q, N;gg/%og(r)(zmog(]v) — 721og(r))? (log(N) + 181og?(r)) v/a(r) (o (r) + 2/ (1)2)
N/ dvg“?"(_ 4ad0(log(N) — 9log(r))3 (log(N) — 3log(r))5a’ (r)? )

(v )/dvgf (G™)° (@) (GM) (G™™) (G9) RjquR® 1y Kaig Kami N/dV (W;( )cz),
(v )/dVgF (G)* (Gim) (G”) Rpi Ry K i K gt

N /dV N M2NN;g3log3(N)(5log(N) — 196 log(r))(23log(N) — 72log(r))(log(N) — 3log(r) — 1)2y/a(r) (o (r) + 2/(r)?)
I riag, o (log(N) — 9log(r))3 (log(N) — 3log(r ))%/(r)

(vid) / dVoy/—g (G')? (G'™) (G”) R™MNI Ry p Ny Kig Kot ~ 0,

)

(viii)/dVQ\/jg (G*")? (G97) (G'™) R™MNUR p Ny K i Kyt ~ O,
(i / Vov/=g (G™)* (G") (67 (G) (G™™) RY,,,y; R Kaig Kami ~ 0,

(@) [ dvav=g; () (&™) (6") RN Ryngoy Ky Ko

~/ dvgﬁ[MNmo”QNf”g?/?1og(r>(log<N)—9log<r>)(log(1v>—3log )P/2/alr) (o) + 2 (1))

0421 0432 x' (r)2

64 62/374/3r4a(r)2(log(N) — 3log(r))? (Nf(log(N) - 310g(r))) 2/3 (o(r) + x’(r)2)2

(i) /dVg\/jg% (Gtt)Q (G'™) (G79) RUWMN Rt Kij Komi

9 (13M4g;1 log?(r)(log(N) — 121og(r))? (U(r)o/(r) + o ()2’ (r)2 + alr) (o (r) + 2:]0'(1”)96”(7“)))2 B 25G7(r)>}

MN7/107“2N?/3g§/2 log(r)(log(N) — 9log(r))(log(N) — 3log(r))%/3\/a(r) (o (r) + 2/ (1)2)
~ /dVg vV—9g 3 5 /2
o 0T (r)

" 13M*g%log?(r)(log(N) — 121log(r))? (o(r)a/ (r) + o' (r)a’ (1) + a(r) (o’ (r) + 21’(7’):5”(7“)))2 _oxcy
3 s(r) | |+
64 62/374/3r4a(r)2 (log(N) — 3log(r))? (Ns(log(N) — 3log(r))) 2/3 (a(r) + 2/ (r)?)

1 . . W
(wii) / dvov/=g3 (G")* (G™) (677) (G") (G™™) R,y Rius Koni Kami ~ / vy ($£2>7
(wiii) / dvg\ﬁ (G™)* (G97) (G™) R/™F Rt Ko Kam

N — M2NN;g2log3(N)(5log(N) — 196 log(r)) (23 log(N) — 72log(r))v/a(r) (o (r) + 2/ (r)2)
/dVg”< rag, agz (log(N) — 9log(r))3(log(N) — 3log(r))4a’(r)? )

(D11)

where G7(r) and Gg(r) are N independent functions and (v) and (xii) terms are the most
dominant terms in the larg-N limit. Similar to Hartman-Maldacena-like surface, there are six
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82 Jy

rms th in from %29 —
terms that we obta O G R

K4ij Kypy and only first term is non-zero.
(i) / dVo/—g (G™)% (G™™) (G“) 51658565 RTST RS g Kaij Kot ~ / dVe (UL (r)Ls)
(44 /dVg V=g (G"™)? G“) (ij) (G™m) (G”) (Gtt) 6;ijxQRQitha:inccml ~0,
(iii) / dVo/—g (G™)* (G™™) (G”) (G*) 656567 Rpmat RS Kouiy Kmi ~ 0,
(ZU)/dVg /7_9% (GIJ,)Q (Gnnn) (Gll) (Gtt) 65“6?95in,RPtlez TSPKzinzml ~ 07
v) / WVor/ =g (@) (G")? (G) (G7) RP™F Rpita Kig Kt ~ O,
. 1 tt) 2 zx jj iK\ | pmazP
(’U’L) dVg\/ 795 (G ) (G ) (G ) (G )(SKRt szthm‘szml ~ 0. (D12)

8%Jo

Similar to Hartman-Maldacena-like surface, there are four terms that we obtain frommK 2ij Kami
ixj xm

and three terms are non-zero and they scale as same power of V.
(i) / AVor/—g (G™*)? (G™™) (G“) 8 RS R g Ko Koyt ~ / dVe (U1 (r)Ls)
(ii) / ov=g (G™)* (¢7) (677) (G") (G™™) Rima@ Ry Kig Kami ~ 0,
(i) / WVov=g5 L) (@)? (67) (6") R Reeu Koy Komi ~ / Vs (Vi(r)La),
(iv) / dov/=g3 (™) (G") (G”) (G”) R Rp g Kij Komi ~ / dVo (Vi (r)La) . (D13)

We have multiplied each term by m.
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