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Abstract

We present a holographic set up that computes timelike Entanglement Entropy (tEE) in (0+1)d

QFTs preserving some amount of SUSY. The first example we consider is that of N = 2 matrix

models with massive deformations. These are dual to non-Abelian T-dual of AdS5 × S5 that

asymptotes to smeared D0 branes. The second example, that we consider is of N = 4 supercon-

formal quantum mechanical quivers in (0+1)d that are dual to a class of type IIB backgrounds

with an AdS2 factor. In both of these examples, tEE reveals a remarkable similarity with

holographic c function pertaining to a RG flow. We further compute the complexity in these

models, which also reveals an identical behaviour indicating the fact that tEE is a measure of

number of degrees of freedom for these (0 + 1)d SQFTs in a RG flow from UV to deep IR.
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1 Introduction and Overview

Ryu-Takayanagi (RT) prescription for computing holographic entanglement entropy [1]- [3] has

gained renewed attention in the recent years, in the context of co-dimension one hyper-surface

in the bulk, popularly known as the timelike entanglement entropy (tEE) [4]- [20]. The purpose

of the present paper is to show that tEE is indeed a good measure of the number of degrees of

freedom in (0 + 1)d SQFTs, while considering a RG flow from UV to deep IR. In other words,

tEE can be associated with appropriate RG observables in (0 + 1)d QFTs namely, the flow

central charge [21]- [23] as well as the complexity [24]- [27]. We show this taking two specific

examples of SQFTs living in (0 + 1)d, whose gravitational counterpart we elaborate below.

The first example we consider is that of matrix models in (0+1)d [28], that are dual to non-

Abelian T dual (NATD) of AdS5 ×S5, where the T duality is performed along SU(2) ⊂ AdS5.

Global aspects of NATD [29] has been a challenge right from its beginning [30]- [31]. The

initial formulation of NATD were primarily confined to the NS sector, which were subsequently

extended to the RR sector by authors in [32]. This triggers a new realm for the AdS/CFT

correspondence and ended up in producing a series of interesting papers [33]- [50].

One can produce two distinct classes of SQFTs through the application of NATD. In the

first category, NATD is applied inside S5, which results in a novel class of type IIA Giaotto-

Maldacena (GM) backgrounds [51] that are dual to N = 2 linear quivers [52] in (1 + 3) dimen-

sions. On the other hand, as mentioned above, when NATD is applied inside AdS5, it produces
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a new class of type IIA background [28] that are dual to irrelevant deformations of (0+1)d ma-

trix models preserving N = 2 SUSY. These supersymmetric QFTs are non conformal in nature

due to the presence of massive deformations, which results in a mass gap in the theory. RG flow

in these matrix models corresponds to a flow central charge or c function [40], [21]- [23] which

decreases from UV to deep IR. One finds identical behaviour while computing the holographic

complexity in these models [24]- [27]. As we show, both these entities reveal identical pole (of

order 3) stucture in the UV, as found in the case of the imaginary component of tEE.

The second example we consider is that of N = 4 superconformal quantum mechanics

(SCQM) in (0 + 1)d, that are dual to type IIB supergravity solutions containing an AdS2

factor [53]. These geometries are obtained through T duality inside AdS3 of massive type IIA

supergravity solutions1 [54]. On the CFT side, the above operation corresponds to a dimensional

reduction of N = (0, 4) SCFTs living (1 + 1)d down to N = 4 SCQM in (0 + 1)d. The above

dimensional reduction preserves only one of the (right) sectors of the parent 2d SCFT, thereby

producing only one central charge for the dimensionally reduced SCFT1.

As we show, tEE in N = 4 SCQM decreases along the RG flow from UV to IR, much similar

in spirit to what has been found previously for matrix models. In particular, we establish precise

relationship between holographic central charge (chol) and tEE near UV fixed point. Following

the above line of arguments, the central charge must follow using a dimension reduction of

N = (0, 4) SCFTs. Finally, we calculate complexity in N = 4 superconformal quivers and show

that it could be mapped into tEE through holographic central charge near UV asymptotic.

The organisation for the rest of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we carry out a detailed

calculation of tEE for N = 2 matrix models. We carry out similar analysis for N = 4 SCQM

quivers in section 3. Finally, we conclude in section 4 along with some future remarks.

2 N = 2 matrix models and tEE

The purpose of this section is to discuss the 10d gravity set up that is dual to massive defor-

mations of (0 + 1)d matrix models preserving N = 2 SUSY. These geometries are obtained

via non-Abelian T duality (NATD) [28] and could be recast as a solution in type IIA. The

corresponding line element could be expressed in global coordinates as

ds210 = L2(− cosh2 rdt2 + dr2) +
4α′2dρ2

L2 sinh2 r

+
4α′2L2ρ2 sinh2 r

(16α′2ρ2 + L4 sinh4 r)
(dθ2 + sin2 θdξ2) + L2ds25 (2.1)

where ds25 is the metric of a five sphere (S5). Notice that, in the above line element (2.1), one

encounters a spacetime singularity near r ∼ 0, which is due to the presence of NS5 branes near

the centre of NATD AdS5. The metric (2.1) is also accompanied by a background dilaton

e−2ϕ =
L2 sinh2 r

64α′3 (16α′2ρ2 + L4 sinh4 r). (2.2)

1These massive type IIA solutions are obtained through NATD along internal directions of AdS3 × S3 × T 4.
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For our purpose, we introduce the following change of coordinate

cosh r =
1

cos γ
(2.3)

that results into the 10d line element and the dilaton of the form

ds210 =
L2

cos2 γ
(−dt2 + dγ2) +

4α′2 cos2 γ

L2 sin2 γ
dρ2

+
4α′2L2ρ2 sin2 γ cos2 γ

16α′2ρ2 cos4 γ + L4 sin4 γ
(dθ2 + sin2 θdξ2) + L2ds25 (2.4)

e−2ϕ =
L2 tan2 γ

64α′3 (16α′2ρ2 + L4 tan4 γ). (2.5)

Finally, we introduce the radial coordinate z = cos γ and reexpress the metric (2.4) and the

dilaton (2.5) in the Poincare patch as

ds210 =
L2

z2
(−dt2 + f(z)dz2) + g(z)dρ2 + h(ρ, z)(dθ2 + sin2 θdξ2) + L2ds25 (2.6)

e−2ϕ =
L2

64α′3
(1− z2)

z2
(16α′2ρ2 +

L4

z4
(1− z2)2). (2.7)

where we define the above functions as

f(z) =
1

1− z2
; g(z) =

4α′2z2

L2(1− z2)
; h(ρ, z) =

4α′2L2ρ2z2(1− z2)

16α′2ρ2z4 + L4(1− z2)2
. (2.8)

The radial coordinate z ranges between the deep IR zIR = 1 and the UV zUV = 0. On the

other hand, the ρ direction is generated through the action of NATD on the original AdS5×S5,

which is in principle unbounded. However, in a realistic set up, one needs to set an upper

cut-off ρmax = ρ0, which in some true sense imposes a completion of the NATD background.

To proceed further, we take t = t(z), which results in the following induced metric on the

co-dimension one surface that extends in the bulk

ds29 =
L2

z2
(−t′2(z) + f(z))dz2 + g(z)dρ2 + h(ρ, z)(dθ2 + sin2 θdξ2) + L2ds25. (2.9)

The timelike entanglement entropy (tEE) is defined as [20]

S(tEE) =
1

GN

∫
d9xe−2ϕ

√
det g9. (2.10)

A straightforward computation further reveals

S(tEE) =
πV5L

4ρ30
24GN

∫ 1

0
dzχ(z)

√
f(z)− t′2(z) ; χ(z) =

1

z4
(1− z2)3/2 (2.11)

where V5 is the volume of the internal five sphere.

The equation of motion, that readily follows from (2.11) can be expressed as

t′2(z) =
C2f(z)

C2 + χ2(z)
(2.12)
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Figure 1: Extremal connected surface of type I with turning point at z = z0.

where C is the constant of integration.

Substituting (2.12) into (2.11), the tEE finally reads as

S(tEE) =
πV5L

4ρ30
24GN

∫ 1

0
dz

χ2(z)
√
f(z)√

C2 + χ2(z)
. (2.13)

Given (2.13), we do have the following three conditions at our disposal. The first two classes

correspond to a pair of connected surfaces with and without a turning point (z = z0) in the bulk.

These surfaces yield UV divergences that can be tamed by introducing a pair of disconnected

surfaces which refers to the third category [20]. Below, we discuss each of these cases in detail.

2.1 Connected surfaces with turning point

This corresponds to a pair of connected surfaces that are glued together at the turning point

z = z0 (see Fig.1), where 0 < z0 < 1. The corresponding boundary conditions read as

t′(z = z0) = ±∞ ; t′(z = 1) = ±∞. (2.14)

Clearly, the condition at z = 1 is trivially satisfied due to the presence of the function f(z)

in (2.12), which diverges in the deep IR (z ∼ 1). On the other hand, in order to figure out the

turning point at z = z0, we redefine C = iC̃, such that C2 < 0. This yields C̃2 = χ2
0, where

χ0 = χ(z)|z=z0 . This leads to the following tEE pertinent to the connected surface of type I

S(tEE)
con ≡ S(Im)

con =
−iπV5L4ρ30

12GN

∫ 1

z0

dz
χ2(z)

√
f(z)√

|χ2
0 − χ2(z)|

. (2.15)
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Figure 2: (a) Plot of imaginary tEE (2.15) with the location of the turning point (z0). (b) Plot of

subsystem size (2.16) with the location of the turning point (z0).

Length of the corresponding subsystem is given by

tsub = 2

∫ 1

z0

dz
|χ0|

√
f(z)√

|χ2
0 − χ2(z)|

. (2.16)

An exact analytic evaluation of (2.15) is a difficult task. However, at the first place, it is

possible to figure out asymptotic solutions pertaining to (2.15). For example, one could think

of expanding (2.15) about z0 ≃ zIR = 1, which yields at LO

S(Im)
con |z0∼1 =

−iπV5L4ρ30
36GN

(
2 +

1

z30
− 3

z0

) ∣∣∣
z0∼1

= 0. (2.17)

As a second approximation, one might consider an expansion near the UV asymptotic

(zUV = 0) of the spacetime, where we take the turning point close to the boundary namely

z0 ∼ ϵ ∼ 0, where ϵ is some appropriate UV cut-off. This yields the following tEE

S(Im)
con |z0∼ϵ =

−iπV5L4ρ30
84GN ϵ30

(1− ϵ20)
7/2 = −iS0

( 1

ϵ3
− 7

2ϵ
+

35ϵ

8
− 35ϵ3

16
+ · · ·

)
(2.18)

where S0 =
πV5L4ρ30
84GN

is the overall pre-multiplicative constant. Clearly, one could see that the

imaginary component diverges as we move towards UV asymptotic of the spacetime. This could

be verified as an exact function of the turning point (0 < z0 < 1) using numerics (see Fig.2(a)).

As Fig.2(a) shows, the imaginary contribution vanishes in the deep IR (z0 ∼ 1) and diverges

near the UV asymptotic (z0 ∼ 0). These are precisely reflected in (2.17) and (2.18). The

divergence above is understandable, as the corresponding area functional pertaining to type I

extremal surface is not renormalised. In other words, pushing the turning point (z0) towards

asymptotic infinity results in an infinite area contribution and hence a divergent tEE. The

renormalisation can be done by adding appropriate counter term, whose role is typically played

by the pair of disconnected (type III) surfaces, to be elaborated in the subsequent section.

On a similar note, one could estimate the subsystem length (2.16) in both asymptotic limits.

Considering a deep IR approximation, one finds

tsub|z0∼1 = 2|χ0|
∫ 1

z0

dz
z4

(1− z2)2
= 0 (2.19)
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Figure 3: Plot of imaginary component (2.15) of tEE with the size (2.16) of the entangling region.

which is subjected to the fact that the integral goes like O(
√
1− z20), in the limit z0 ∼ 1.

On the other hand, in the near boundary limit z0 ∼ 0, one finds

tsub|z0∼0 = 2

∫ 1

z0

dz√
1− z2

= π (2.20)

which saturates to a finite value as the tip (z0) of the extremal surface reaches the boundary.

In Fig.2(b), we estimate the subsystem length (2.16) as an exact function of the turning point

(0 < z0 < 1), which clearly confirms our analytical findings in (2.19) and (2.20). Combining the

above pictures together, one could express |S(Im)
con | as a function of the subsystem size (2.16).

This is depicted in Fig.3. As one could see, tEE (2.15) remains almost uniform when the system

size is smaller than a critical dimension. Beyond this critical value, the entanglement (2.15)

increases at a faster rate and thereby reaching infinity when the system size (2.16) saturates.

2.2 Connected surfaces without a turning point

These are type II extremal surfaces that correspond setting C2 = χ2
0 > 0, which does not

possess a real root for the denominator in (2.12) and hence there are no turning points in the

bulk (see Fig.4). The integral is UV divergent for which we need a UV regulator.

The associated boundary conditions read as

t′(z = 0) = 0 ; t′(z = 1) = ±∞. (2.21)

As one can see, these boundary conditions in (2.17) are trivially satisfied by (2.12). For

example, in the UV z ∼ 0, the functions above behave as

f(z ∼ 0) = 1 ; χ(z ∼ 0) ∼ 1

z4
(2.22)

which thereby satisfies the boundary condition in the UV namely, t′(z ∼ 0) ∼ z4 ∼ 0.

The tEE associated with type II extremal surfaces is given by

S(tEE)
con ≡ S(Re)

con =
πV5L

4ρ30
12GN

∫ 1

0
dz

χ2(z)
√
f(z)√

C2 + χ2(z)
. (2.23)
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Figure 4: A pair of connected surfaces without a turning point.

This is accompanied by a subsystem whose length is given by

tsub = t(II) = 2

∫ 1

0
dz

C
√
f(z)√

χ2(z) + C2
. (2.24)

One can simplify (2.23) further by substituting the function χ(z), which yields

S(Re)
con =

πV5L
4ρ30

12GN

∫ 1

ϵ

dz

z4
(1− z2)5/2√

C2z8 + (1− z2)3
(2.25)

where ϵ is the UV cut-off. Considering C2 ≪ 1, one finds an approximate function

S(Re)
con =

πV5L
4ρ30

12GN

∫ 1

ϵ

dz

z4
(1− z2) +O(C2z4) (2.26)

which separates the UV divergence from the finite part. Clearly, the leading term contributes

a divergent piece in the asymptotic limit and combining both we find

S(Re)
con =

πV5L
4ρ30

36GN

(
2 +

1

ϵ3

)
. (2.27)

From (2.18) and (2.27), it is evident that both imaginary and real components of tEE suffer

from a UV divergence, which exhibits a pole of order 3 at asymptotic infinity. These divergences

can be tamed2, typically by introducing an appropriate counter term [19]. These are type III

surfaces that comprise of a pair of disconnected surfaces as shown in Fig.5. This corresponds

to setting C2 = 0 in (2.13), which yields the following boundary conditions

t′(z = 0) = 0 ; t′(z = 1) = 0. (2.28)
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Figure 5: A pair of disconnected surfaces that acts like a UV regulator.

The associated extremal surface yields the tEE of the following form

S(III)
discon =

πV5L
4ρ30

12GN

∫ 1

0
dzχ(z)

√
f(z) (2.29)

which is precisely the leading term as found in (2.26). Therefore, by adding this counter term

with some appropriate pre factor, one should get rid of the UV divergences in tEE.

2.3 Comments on c function

As we have noticed before, the imaginary component (2.15) of tEE diverges in the UV and

vanishes in the deep IR. In what follows, in this section, we show that the above behaviour can

be associated with a flow central charge [40], [21]- [23] in a holographic RG flow. This turns

out to be a nice field theoretic aspect of tEE (2.15), where one can associate time entanglement

with the number of degrees of freedom associated with the matrix model in a RG flow and this

might well be the generic feature for other QFTs in diverse dimensions.

For generic QFTs, the c function captures the number of degrees of freedom in a RG flow,

which is a monotonically decreasing function (of energy) as one moves from UV to deep IR.

In case the RG flow hits fixed points, the entity takes constant values both for the UV and

IR CFTs, such that cUV > cIR. For the purpose of our paper, we follow the proposal for

constructing a flow central charge (or c function) based on the earlier works of [40], [21]- [23].

2As we argue, the divergence in (2.15) actually counts the number of degrees of freedom in a RG flow as this

has a feature unique to that of a c function. On the other hand, the real component (2.27) always diverges and

can be exactly cancelled by adding counter term (2.29), leaving only the imaginary component (2.15).
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We rewrite the background metric (2.1) in the global coordinates as

ds210 = L2(− cosh2 rdt2 + dr2) + Gijdωidωj

Gijdωidωj =
4α′2dρ2

L2 sinh2 r
+

4α′2L2ρ2 sinh2 r

(16α′2ρ2 + L4 sinh4 r)
(dθ2 + sin2 θdξ2) + L2ds25 (2.30)

where, i, j(= 1, · · · , 8) denote the indices of the (eight dimensional) internal manifold.

Following [23], the flow central charge for a (d+ 1) QFT can be expressed as

cflow =
ddβd/2H(2d+1)/2

GN (H′)d
;
√
H =

∫
dnωe−2ϕ

√
detGij (2.31)

where the integration runs over the internal directions of the manifold and the function β(r) is

associated with the metric coefficient (grr) along the radial coordinate (r).

The NATD background, that asymptotes to smeared D0 branes, is conjectured to be dual

to a (0 + 1)d matrix model with massive deformations [28]. In other words, considering d = 0,

one can introduce an analogue flow function for the dual matrix model

cflow =
1

GN

∫
d8ωe−2ϕ

√
detGij . (2.32)

A straightforward computation further reveals

cflow =
πρ30L

3V5
6GN

sinh3 r =
πρ30L

3V5
6GN

(1− z2)3/2

z3
(2.33)

where in the last step we use the map that relates global coordinates to Poincare patch.

It is interesting to notice that (2.33) precisely reproduces the behaviour of (2.15) (see

Fig.2(a)), namely it vanishes in the deep IR (zIR = 1) and diverges in the UV (zUV = 0).

In particular, it exhibits a pole (of order 3) identical to that of (2.18), which leads us towards

the following relationship between the c function and the tEE, near the UV asymptotic (z ∼ 0)

|S(Im)
con | = L

14
cflow. (2.34)

The above relation clearly reflects that tEE could be thought of as measure of number of degrees

of freedom much like that of a flow central charge. In other words, the entity (2.15) indeed can

be taken as a measure of the degrees of freedom for (0 + 1)d QFTs.

2.4 A note on complexity

As the authors in [23], [27] argue that complexity [24]- [26] in QFTs could be a good measure of

number of degrees of freedom in the system, therefore given the above scenario, it seems to be a

well defined platform to check this statement in the context of matrix models in (0 + 1)d. The

quantum computational complexity is a measure of minimum number of elementary quantum

gates required in a quantum circuit in order to build up a generic state (|Ψ⟩) in the Hilbert space

(H), starting from a reference state. In what follows, we would consider the CV conjecture as

posited in [26], that refines the original idea of [24], by stating that the complexity (C) in the
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dual QFT at a particular time can be computed by knowing the volume of a maximal spacelike

slice in the bulk, ending on a boundary.

The general idea is to express the 10d space time (2.1) as

ds210 = gttdt
2 + ds29 (2.35)

where the nine dimensional metric can be expressed as

ds29 = L2dr2 +
4α′2dρ2

L2 sinh2 r
+

4α′2L2ρ2 sinh2 r

(16α′2ρ2 + L4 sinh4 r)
(dθ2 + sin2 θdξ2) + L2ds25. (2.36)

The complexity (C) associated with the state |Ψ⟩ ∈ H in the dual CFTs could be com-

puted using the holographic prescription [23], [27], which states that it is the maximal volume

associated with the spacelike hyper-surface at a fixed time t = t0 and is given by

CV =
1

GN

∫
d9x

e−2ϕ

√
A

√
det g9 (2.37)

where the conformal factor A = 1 for the present example.

A straightforward computation further reveals

CV =
πρ30L

4V5
6GN

∫ ∞

0
dr sinh3 r

=
πρ30L

4V5
6GN

∫ 1

ϵ
dz

(1− z2)

z4

=
πρ30L

4V5
18GN

(
2 +

1

ϵ3

)
(2.38)

where ϵ is the UV cut-off, as mentioned previously.

Clearly, near the UV asymptotic (z ∼ ϵ), complexity (2.41) reveals a pole structure identical

to that of tEE (2.18) and these two entities could be related to each other

|S(Im)
con |UV =

3

14
(CV − C(0)

V ) (2.39)

where C(0)
V =

πρ30L
4V5

9GN
is the rescaled complexity, that vanishes in the IR (z = 1) and exhibits a

pole of order 3 near UV asymptotic (z ∼ ϵ).

2.5 tEE in Euclidean signature

So far our analysis was restricted to Lorentzian framework. We extend it to Euclidean signature

by rescaling t = itE , which leads to the following metric

ds29 =
L2

z2
(t′2E(z) + f(z))dz2 + g(z)dρ2 + h(ρ, z)(dθ2 + sin2 θdξ2) + L2ds25 (2.40)

and the associated tEE in the Euclidean framework

S(tEE)
E =

πV5L
4ρ30

12GN

∫ 0

z0

dzχ(z)
√
f(z) + t′2E(z). (2.41)
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Figure 6: (a) Plot of Euclidean tEE (2.46) with the location of the turning point (z0). (b) Plot of

subsystem size (2.43) with the location of the turning point (z0).

The equation of motion that follows from (2.41), could be formally expressed as

|t′E(z)| =
χ0

√
f(z)√

χ2(z)− χ2
0

(2.42)

where χ0 corresponds to a turning point at z = z0.

The corresponding subsystem length is given by

tE = 2

∫ 0

z0

dz
χ0

√
f(z)√

χ2(z)− χ2
0

. (2.43)

As the turning point approaches deep IR (z0 ∼ 1), one could approximate (2.43) to find

tE = 2χ0

∫ 0

z0∼1
dz

√
f(z)

χ(z)
= 2χ0

∫ 0

z0∼1
dz

z4

(1− z2)2
= 0. (2.44)

Using (2.42), the tEE (2.41) finally reads as

S(tEE)
E =

πV5L
4ρ30

12GN

∫ 0

z0

dz
χ2(z)

√
f(z)√

χ2(z)− χ2
0

. (2.45)

Typically, the above integral (2.45) diverges in both deep IR (z0 ∼ 1) as well as asymptotic

infinity (z0 ∼ 0). Therefore, one needs to add a counter term in order to obtain a finite answer.

This yields the following regularised tEE in Euclidean signature

Sreg = S(tEE)
E − πV5L

4ρ30
12GN

∫ 0

z0

dzχ(z)
√
f(z). (2.46)

As it turns out, (regularised) tEE (2.46) increases with the as the turning point (z0) ap-

proaches the boundary (see Fig.6(a)). This is an indicative of the fact that the area of the

(regularised) connected extremal surface increases near the UV asymptotic [19], which is iden-

tical in spirit to that of tEE (2.15) in Lorentzian signature (Fig.2(a)). The subsystem size (2.43),

on the other hand, reaches a maxima for some intermediate z0 = zmax (where 0 < zmax < 1)

and thereby decreases for z0 < zmax, reaching a zero near asymptotic infinity (see Fig.6(b)) [19].
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3 N = 4 conformal quantum mechanics and tEE

Next, we move on to type IIB backgrounds preserving an AdS2 factor, that are dual to a class

of N = 4 conformal quantum mechanics (SCQM) in (0 + 1)d [53]. The seed background for

these class of geometries are considered to be massive IIA supergravity solutions with an AdS3

factor, that are dual to N = (0, 4) SCFTs in (1 + 1)d [54]. The AdS2 supergravity is obtained

following a T-duality inside AdS3, which results in the following 10d metric

ds210 = f1(ρ)(− cosh2 rdt2 + dr2) + ds28 (3.1)

ds28 = f2(ρ)(dθ
2 + sin2 θdξ2) + f3(ρ)ds

2
CY2 + f4(ρ)(dρ

2 + dψ2) (3.2)

where the individual metric components may be identified as

f1(ρ) =
u(ρ)

4

√
ĥ4(ρ)h8(ρ)

; f2(ρ) = 4f1(ρ)
ĥ4(ρ)h8(ρ)

4ĥ4(ρ)h8(ρ) + (u′(ρ))2
(3.3)

f3(ρ) =

√
ĥ4(ρ)

h8(ρ)
; f4(ρ) =

√
ĥ4(ρ)h8(ρ)

u(ρ)
. (3.4)

As special choice, we consider the following (NATD) solution, which sets

u(ρ) = ρ ; ĥ4(ρ) = ρ ; h8(ρ) = ρ (3.5)

and thereby satisfying the BPS equations as well as preserving the background SUSY [53]

u′′(ρ) = 0 ; ĥ′′4(ρ) = 0 ; h′′8(ρ) = 0. (3.6)

With these choices, the metric coefficients simplify and turn out to be

f1(ρ) =
1

4
; f2(ρ) =

ρ2

4ρ2 + 1
; f3(ρ) = 1 ; f4(ρ) = 1 (3.7)

which will serve the purpose for our subsequent analysis.

Finally, the dilaton for the above NATD background (3.1) reads as

e−2ϕ =
1

4
(4ρ2 + 1). (3.8)

3.1 tEE in Lorentzian signature

Considering t = t(r), the metric of the codimension one surface reads as

ds29 =
1

4
(1− cosh2 rt′2(r))dr2 + ds28. (3.9)

Following our definition [20], the timelike entanglement entropy (tEE) reads as

S(tEE) =
1

GN

∫
d9xe−2ϕ

√
det g9

=
πρ30
6GN

VCY2Vψ

∫ ∞

0
dr

√
1− cosh2 rt′2(r)

=
πρ30
6GN

VCY2Vψ

∫ 1

0

dz

z

√
f(z)− t′2(z) (3.10)
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Figure 7: (a) RG flow of tEE (3.13) in N = 4 SCQM.

where we replace cosh r = 1
z and the function f(z) is defined in (2.8).

The equation of motion for t(z) turns out to be

t′2(z) =
C2z2f(z)

1 + C2z2
(3.11)

where C is the constant of integration.

Substituting (3.11) into (3.10), we finally obtain

S(tEE) =
πρ30
6GN

VCY2Vψ

∫ 1

0

dz

z

√
f(z)√

1 + C2z2
(3.12)

where ρ0 defines the size of the N = 4 quiver. For NATD example, the superconformal quantum

mechanical quiver is unbounded. This is typically reflected in the dual gravity description by

setting the upper limit of the holographic (ρ) axis to be large enough namely, ρ0 ≫ 1. Similar

remarks hold for the matrix model calculations in the previous section.

Like in the previous example, turning point (at z = z0) for the connected extremal surface

in the bulk corresponds to setting C2 = − 1
z20
, which finally yields S(tEE) = z0S(Im)

con where

S(Im)
con =

−iπρ30
3GN

VCY2Vψ

∫ 1

z0

dz

z

√
f(z)√

|z2 − z20 |
. (3.13)

As a side remark, the subsystem size turns out to be

tsub = 2

∫ 1

z0

dz
z
√
f(z)√

|z2 − z20 |
. (3.14)

The integral above in (3.13) dictates the RG flow of tEE, as in the previous example. For

eaxmple, taking the UV limit of the turning point z0 ∼ ϵ in the above integral (3.13), one finds

|S(Im)
con |UV =

πρ30
3GN

VCY2Vψ

∫ 1

ϵ

dz

z2
1√

1− z2
=

πρ30
3GN

VCY2Vψ
1

ϵ
(3.15)

which exhibits a pole of order one, near the UV asymptotic (z ∼ ϵ). This is also depicted in

Fig.7, which clearly indicates the RG flow of tEE (3.13) starting from UV asymptotic (z ∼ ϵ)

to deep IR (z ∼ 1), which is identical to what has been observed for matrix models in (0+ 1)d.
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3.2 Mapping into the central charge

Calculation of the central charge [40], [21]- [23] follows steps identical to those preformed in the

case of matrix models. To begin with, we express 10d metric (3.1) as

ds210 =
1

4
(− cosh2 rdt2 + dr2) + Gijdωidωj

Gijdωidωj ≡ ds28 = f2(ρ)(dθ
2 + sin2 θdξ2) + f3(ρ)ds

2
CY2 + f4(ρ)(dρ

2 + dψ2). (3.16)

Like in the case of matrix models, the contribution to the holographic central charge (chol)

for (0+1)d QFTs comes through the volume measure of the internal eight dimensional manifold

chol =
1

GN

∫
d8ωe−2ϕ

√
detGij

=
π

GN
VCY2Vψ

∫ ρ0

0
dρρ2 (3.17)

which by virtue of (3.15), yields the following relation

|S(Im)
con |UV =

chol
ϵ
. (3.18)

In other words, tEE (3.13) in the limit in which the turning point (z0) reaches the UV cut-off

z ∼ ϵ, matches with the central charge (3.17) of the dual N = 4 SCQM living at the boundary.

3.3 Comments on complexity

Calculations on complexity follows identically as in the case of matrix models. To begin with,

we express the 10d metric as follows

ds210 = gttdt
2 + ds29 (3.19)

where the nine dimensional subspace has a metric of the form

ds29 =
1

4
dr2 + ds28. (3.20)

Following the CV proposal [26], the holographic complexity [23], [27] reads as

CV =
1

GN

∫
d9xe−2ϕ

√
det g9

=
chol
2

∫ ∞

0
dr

=
ϵ

2
|S(Im)
con |UV

∫ 1

ϵ

dz

z

1√
1− z2

=
ϵ

2
log

(2
ϵ

)
|S(Im)
con |UV . (3.21)
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4 Conclusions and Outlook

We now summarise key findings of our paper. Both imaginary and real components of tEE

diverge in the UV asymptotic, which is an artefact of large area contribution to the tEE. By

introducing a pair of disconnected surfaces, one could tame these UV divergences in tEE, which

we denote as the area renormalisation of tEE. Interestingly enough, the imaginary component of

tEE (2.15) exhibits a property that is quite similar in spirit as that of a holographic c function,

namely it vanishes in the deep IR and diverges in the asymptotic infinity.

We probe further into it by explicitly constructing the holographic flow central charge

following the lines of [40], [21]- [23], which shows a remarkable similarity in the pole (of order

3) structure of both tEE (2.15) and the c function (2.33) near the UV asymptotic of the 10d

spacetime. This clearly indicates that the imaginary component of tEE (2.15) indeed counts

the number of degrees of freedom in (0 + 1)d matrix model during its RG flow from UV to IR.

We further confirm this claim, where we calculate complexity in the matrix model which (is a

measure of number of degrees of freedom) exhibits a pole identical to that of tEE (2.15) near

the UV asymptotic. Finally, we estimate (regularised) tEE (2.46) in Euclidean signature which

exhibits identical characteristic as that of (2.15) in the Lorentzian signature.

We repeat these calculations for a new class of N = 4 SUSY conformal quantum mechanical

model (SCQM) in (0 + 1)d, that are dual to a class of type IIB backgrounds with an AdS2

factor [53]. An estimation of tEE (3.13) for these superconformal quantum mechanical quivers

reveals identical features as found in the matrix model example namely, tEE decreases in a RG

flow from UV to deep IR which is further identified with the holographic central charge (chol)

as well as mapped into the complexity associated with the dual SCQM quiver.

To summarise, tEE (in Lorentzian signature) is a good measure of the number of degrees

of freedom during RG flow from UV to deep IR, in a class of SQFTs that exist in (0 + 1)d. As

a natural consequnce of this, tEE can be mapped into other QFT observables namely the flow

central charge and the complexity, which also counts the degrees of freedom in a RG flow.

This paper outlines two calculations which are indeed model dependent. It would be really

nice to extend the above ideas and prove the connection between the c function and the tEE for

more generic QFTs living in (0 + 1)d and in particular in a model independent way. It would

be really nice to explore similar connection between different field theory observables for QFTs

living in higher dimensions. We hope to address some of these issues in near future.

Acknowledgments

It is a pleasure to thank Carlos Nunez for several useful discussions. The author is indebted

to the authorities of IIT Roorkee for their unconditional support towards researches in basic

sciences. The author also acknowledges The Royal Society, UK for financial assistance. The

author also acknowledges the Mathematical Research Impact Centric Support (MATRICS)

grant (MTR/2023/000005) received from ANRF, India.

15



References

[1] S. Ryu and T. Takayanagi, “Holographic derivation of entanglement entropy from

AdS/CFT,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 181602 (2006) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.181602

[arXiv:hep-th/0603001 [hep-th]].

[2] S. Ryu and T. Takayanagi, “Aspects of Holographic Entanglement Entropy,” JHEP 08,

045 (2006) doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2006/08/045 [arXiv:hep-th/0605073 [hep-th]].

[3] V. E. Hubeny, M. Rangamani and T. Takayanagi, “A Covariant holographic entan-

glement entropy proposal,” JHEP 07, 062 (2007) doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2007/07/062

[arXiv:0705.0016 [hep-th]].

[4] K. Doi, J. Harper, A. Mollabashi, T. Takayanagi and Y. Taki, “Pseudoentropy in

dS/CFT and Timelike Entanglement Entropy,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, no.3, 031601 (2023)

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.031601 [arXiv:2210.09457 [hep-th]].

[5] K. Doi, J. Harper, A. Mollabashi, T. Takayanagi and Y. Taki, “Timelike entanglement

entropy,” JHEP 05, 052 (2023) doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2023)052 [arXiv:2302.11695 [hep-th]].

[6] B. Liu, H. Chen and B. Lian, “Entanglement entropy of free fermions in timelike

slices,” Phys. Rev. B 110, no.14, 144306 (2024) doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.110.144306

[arXiv:2210.03134 [cond-mat.stat-mech]].

[7] K. S. Reddy, “A timelike entangled island at the initial singularity in a JT FLRW (Λ > 0)

universe,” [arXiv:2211.14893 [hep-th]].

[8] K. Narayan, “de Sitter space, extremal surfaces, and time entanglement,” Phys. Rev. D

107, no.12, 126004 (2023) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.107.126004 [arXiv:2210.12963 [hep-th]].

[9] X. Jiang, P. Wang, H. Wu and H. Yang, “Timelike entanglement entropy and T T̄ de-

formation,” Phys. Rev. D 108, no.4, 046004 (2023) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.108.046004

[arXiv:2302.13872 [hep-th]].

[10] X. Jiang, P. Wang, H. Wu and H. Yang, “Timelike entanglement entropy in dS3/CFT2,”

JHEP 08, 216 (2023) doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2023)216 [arXiv:2304.10376 [hep-th]].

[11] M. P. Heller, F. Ori and A. Serantes, “Geometric interpretation of timelike entanglement

entropy,” [arXiv:2408.15752 [hep-th]].

[12] Z. Li, Z. Q. Xiao and R. Q. Yang, “On holographic time-like entanglement entropy,” JHEP

04, 004 (2023) doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2023)004 [arXiv:2211.14883 [hep-th]].

[13] H. Kanda, T. Kawamoto, Y. k. Suzuki, T. Takayanagi, K. Tasuki and Z. Wei, “En-

tanglement phase transition in holographic pseudo entropy,” JHEP 03, 060 (2024)

doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2024)060 [arXiv:2311.13201 [hep-th]].

[14] S. S. Jena and S. Mahapatra, “A note on the holographic time-like entanglement entropy

in Lifshitz theory,” JHEP 01, 055 (2025) doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2025)055 [arXiv:2410.00384

[hep-th]].

16

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0605073
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.0016
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.09457
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.11695
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.03134
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.14893
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.12963
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.13872
http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.10376
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.15752
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.14883
http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.13201
http://arxiv.org/abs/2410.00384


[15] C. S. Chu and H. Parihar, “Time-like entanglement entropy in AdS/BCFT,” JHEP 06,

173 (2023) doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2023)173 [arXiv:2304.10907 [hep-th]].

[16] K. Narayan and H. K. Saini, “Notes on time entanglement and pseudo-entropy,” Eur.

Phys. J. C 84, no.5, 499 (2024) doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-12855-x [arXiv:2303.01307

[hep-th]].

[17] S. Grieninger, K. Ikeda and D. E. Kharzeev, “Temporal entanglement entropy as a

probe of renormalization group flow,” JHEP 05, 030 (2024) doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2024)030

[arXiv:2312.08534 [hep-th]].

[18] W. z. Guo, Y. z. Jiang and Y. Jiang, “Pseudo entropy and pseudo-Hermiticity in quan-

tum field theories,” JHEP 05, 071 (2024) doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2024)071 [arXiv:2311.01045

[hep-th]].

[19] M. Afrasiar, J. K. Basak and D. Giataganas, “Timelike entanglement en-

tropy and phase transitions in non-conformal theories,” JHEP 07, 243 (2024)

doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2024)243 [arXiv:2404.01393 [hep-th]].

[20] M. Afrasiar, J. K. Basak and D. Giataganas, “Holographic Timelike Entanglement Entropy

in Non-relativistic Theories,” [arXiv:2411.18514 [hep-th]].

[21] Y. Bea, J. D. Edelstein, G. Itsios, K. S. Kooner, C. Nunez, D. Schofield and J. A. Sierra-

Garcia, “Compactifications of the Klebanov-Witten CFT and new AdS3 backgrounds,”

JHEP 05, 062 (2015) doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2015)062 [arXiv:1503.07527 [hep-th]].

[22] P. Merrikin, C. Nunez and R. Stuardo, “Compactification of 6d N=(1,0) quivers, 4d SCFTs

and their holographic dual Massive IIA backgrounds,” Nucl. Phys. B 996, 116356 (2023)

doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2023.116356 [arXiv:2210.02458 [hep-th]].

[23] D. Chatzis, A. Fatemiabhari, C. Nunez and P. Weck, “SCFT deformations via up-

lifted solitons,” Nucl. Phys. B 1006, 116659 (2024) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2024.116659

[arXiv:2406.01685 [hep-th]].

[24] L. Susskind, “Computational Complexity and Black Hole Horizons,” Fortsch. Phys. 64,

24-43 (2016) doi:10.1002/prop.201500092 [arXiv:1403.5695 [hep-th]].

[25] A. Reynolds and S. F. Ross, “Complexity in de Sitter Space,” Class. Quant. Grav. 34,

no.17, 175013 (2017) doi:10.1088/1361-6382/aa8122 [arXiv:1706.03788 [hep-th]].

[26] D. Stanford and L. Susskind, “Complexity and Shock Wave Geometries,” Phys. Rev. D

90, no.12, 126007 (2014) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.126007 [arXiv:1406.2678 [hep-th]].

[27] A. Fatemiabhari and C. Nunez, “From conformal to confining field theories using hologra-

phy,” JHEP 03, 160 (2024) doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2024)160 [arXiv:2401.04158 [hep-th]].

[28] Y. Lozano, C. Nunez and S. Zacarias, “BMN Vacua, Superstars and Non-Abelian T-

duality,” JHEP 09, 008 (2017) doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2017)008 [arXiv:1703.00417 [hep-th]].

17

http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.10907
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.01307
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.08534
http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.01045
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.01393
http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.18514
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07527
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.02458
http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.01685
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.5695
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03788
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.2678
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.04158
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.00417


[29] X. C. de la Ossa and F. Quevedo, “Duality symmetries from nonAbelian isometries in string

theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 403, 377-394 (1993) doi:10.1016/0550-3213(93)90041-M [arXiv:hep-

th/9210021 [hep-th]].

[30] E. Alvarez, L. Alvarez-Gaume, J. L. F. Barbon and Y. Lozano, “Some global aspects of du-

ality in string theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 415, 71-100 (1994) doi:10.1016/0550-3213(94)90067-1

[arXiv:hep-th/9309039 [hep-th]].

[31] E. Alvarez, L. Alvarez-Gaume and Y. Lozano, “On nonAbelian duality,” Nucl. Phys. B

424, 155-183 (1994) doi:10.1016/0550-3213(94)90093-0 [arXiv:hep-th/9403155 [hep-th]].

[32] K. Sfetsos and D. C. Thompson, “On non-abelian T-dual geometries with Ramond fluxes,”

Nucl. Phys. B 846, 21-42 (2011) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.12.013 [arXiv:1012.1320

[hep-th]].

[33] Y. Lozano, E. O Colgain, K. Sfetsos and D. C. Thompson, “Non-abelian T-duality, Ra-

mond Fields and Coset Geometries,” JHEP 06, 106 (2011) doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2011)106

[arXiv:1104.5196 [hep-th]].

[34] G. Itsios, Y. Lozano, E. O Colgain and K. Sfetsos, “Non-Abelian T-duality and consistent

truncations in type-II supergravity,” JHEP 08, 132 (2012) doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2012)132

[arXiv:1205.2274 [hep-th]].

[35] G. Itsios, C. Nunez, K. Sfetsos and D. C. Thompson, “On Non-Abelian T-Duality and new

N=1 backgrounds,” Phys. Lett. B 721, 342-346 (2013) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2013.03.033

[arXiv:1212.4840 [hep-th]].

[36] G. Itsios, C. Nunez, K. Sfetsos and D. C. Thompson, “Non-Abelian T-duality and

the AdS/CFT correspondence:new N=1 backgrounds,” Nucl. Phys. B 873, 1-64 (2013)

doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2013.04.004 [arXiv:1301.6755 [hep-th]].

[37] R. A. Reid-Edwards and B. Stefanski, jr., “On Type IIA geometries dual to N = 2 SCFTs,”

Nucl. Phys. B 849, 549-572 (2011) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.04.002 [arXiv:1011.0216

[hep-th]].

[38] O. Aharony, L. Berdichevsky and M. Berkooz, “4d N=2 superconformal linear quivers with

type IIA duals,” JHEP 08, 131 (2012) doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2012)131 [arXiv:1206.5916

[hep-th]].

[39] A. Barranco, J. Gaillard, N. T. Macpherson, C. Núñez and D. C. Thomp-
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