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Abstract

In this paper, we calculate the holographic central charge (cspg) associated with
sine dilaton gravity in the semiclassical limit. Following the standard holographic
folklore, this should correspond to the central charge associated with a ¢ Schwarzian
quantum mechanical model in the double scaling limit. In the low energy limit, the
gravity description flows into the ordinary JT gravity which is a conjectured dual
of ordinary Schwarzian quantum mechanics at strong coupling. We compute the
associated central charge (cjr), which reveals cspg > cjr. We identify this as an
artifact of the UV completion of JT gravity in terms of sine dilaton gravity.

1 Overview and motivation

One of the most simplest and intriguing realizations of holography [1]-[3] in the
present era has been the correspondence between the Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity
(JT) in (141) dimensions [4]-[5] and the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model in (0+1)
dimension [6]-[25]. The SYK model [6]-[8] has drawn renewed attention in the
recent years due its several remarkable features. For example, it is a solvable model
of quantum many-body interactions at strong coupling and in the Large N limit.
On the other hand, its bulk dual, namely the JT gravity, has been proved to be an
excellent toy model of quantum gravity in two dimensions [26].

Interestingly enough, the above duality that holds in the deep IR of a RG-
flow, has recently been realized to be uplifted in the sense of a UV completion
of a (0+1)d QFT [27]-[31I]. The above correspondence goes under name of the
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conjectured duality between the double scaled SYK (DSSYK) (which is regarded as
the all energy generalization of SYK) [27]-[29] and the sine dilaton gravity (sDG)
[30]-[31], which has been claimed to be the UV completion of JT gravity. For the
familiarity of the reader, in the next two subsections, we begin by reviewing the
basic aspects of DSSYK/sDG duality and the holographic central charge [32]-[35]
for 2d dilaton gravity models.

1.1 Quick review of the background material

The SYK theory is a quantum mechanical model of N interacting Majorana fermions
in one dimension [6]-[8]
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where, 9);s are the fermionic operators which satisfy { v;,v;} = 245, and J;, ;s are
random numbers chosen from a Gaussian distribution with zero mean.

Here N denotes total number of fermions in the system, while p is the number
of sites considered in a single interaction. The most common choice of p is four [9],
for which it becomes a quartic interaction. At low energies (integrating out massive
degrees of freedom), the SYK model can be described by an effective Schwarzian
quantum mechanics [36]

Seff :/dTSCh(f,T), (2)

where f(7) is the reparametrization of the parameter 7 and the Schwarzian deriva-

tive is given by L0V (P
Sehf,7) = =3 (f/(ﬂ) i (J”(T)) '

On the other hand, the JT gravity is described by an action [26]

1
167Gy

Syp = [ / J=g(DR + 20)d%s + 2 / NG (3)

M oM
where Go ~ 1/N and the last term is the Gibbons-Hawking-York (GHY) term,
which is needed in order to define a proper variational principle [37] and K is the
trace of the extrinsic curvature. It can be shown that the boundary action of JT
gravity can be reduced down to an effective Schwarzian theory by appropriate
parametrization of the trace of extrinsic curvature [23]. This paved the way for
JT/SYK holographic dictionary, which involves the matching of the correlation
functions, etc.

The DSSYK model is obtained by considering the Hamiltonian and taking
the double scaling limit namely, p — 0o, N — oo where p ~ v/N, such that % is
finite and fixed. The theory is governed by the parameter g which is related to IV
and p as [38]

_p
g=¢e¢ N, 0<qg<1. (4)

The SYK model can be obtained by taking the limit ¢ — 1 [27]. Analogous to
the SYK model, the DSSYK can be described by an effective action known as the



g-Schwarzian [27], [39]. The g-Schwarzian path integral in phase space is given by
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where ¢ and /3 appear from Gauss decomposition [38], which provides a parametriza-
tion of the determinant of the metric at the boundary [27]. The ¢-Schwarzian is a
one-parameter (q) deformation of the Schwarzian and the Schwarzian phase space
path integral (JT gravity description) can be obtained by taking the ¢ — 1 limit
[27]. Notice that, unlike the SYK model, the DSSYK is highly non-local. The inter-
action Hamiltonian in the SYK accounts for only nearest neighbor interactions and
p is taken to be small (p=4 being the most common choice). On the other hand,
in DSSYK, p ~ VN is a large number which therefore accounts for an all to all
interaction. Moreover, while choosing p number of sites among the N total number
of fermions, all possible combinations are considered, which includes non-neighbor
sites [40]. The non-locality makes the theory UV complete and also manifests itself
in its bulk dual namely the sDG. In terms of symmetry, the Schwarzian quantum
mechanics has an underlying symmetry of SU(1,1), while on the other hand, the
g-Schwarzian model has an underlying symmetry of SU,(1,1) quantum group [41]-
[42], which is a ¢g-deformation of SU(1,1).

The duality between sDG and DSSYK has been established in [30]-[31]. The
sDG is defined by the following actior[!] [30]
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along with the boundary conditiong?| [30]-[31]
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The boundary partition function of the sDG can be expressed using the on-shell
boundary action @ and using the boundary conditions — 130]

0 cos
4apG = /dE(e)mp (log a0 og ql) 7 ©)

where 6 is the black hole horizon and § is the inverse Hawking temperature. This has
been shown to be precisely matching with the partition function of the g-Schwarzian
model in the semi-classical limit, where 0 is some integration constant [30], [36].

n this paper, we will consider a U(1) extension of the action @)

2As we shall see, ®pqy = 5 +i00 translates into 744, = 5 +400. This arises due the conformal mapping
of the sDG to an effective AdSy geometry (disk) while matching correlation function on both sides of the
duality. Therefore, the infinity in the imaginary part is just the reflection of setting the AdS; boundary
at p = oo.



One of the fascinating features of DSSYK is the non-monotonous behavior of the
entropy (S) as a function of energy (F). The energy and entropy [30] are related as

mcos ! (—2E|log q|) — (cos™!(—2E|log q|))?
| log q
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From the above expression , one can see that the entropy (S) is a non-
monotonous function of energy (E). Considering an expansion with |logg| << 1,
one finds

ASpssy i :4E2|logq| —I—O(|logq|3) . (12)
2

where ASpssyx = |S(E) — So| with Sy = m. On the other hand, the entropy
and the energy for the g-Schwarzian model are related as

mcos 1 (—2E|log q|)
[log g

One can see that for the g-Schwarzian model, the entropy (S) is strictly a
monotonous function of energy (E)

ASysen = 27E + O (|logql?) .., (14)

where AS; g, = |S(E) — 2Sp|. The other distinctive property of the DSSYK is the
existence of the “temperature” and the “fake temperature” that has been discussed
in detail in [30].

The g-Schwarzian model produces the DSSYK results only after imposing the
positivity constraint n > 0, which denotes the number of chords n in a chord diagram
[28], [40]. Correlations in DSSYK correspond to the worldline length of a massive
particle non-minimally coupled to the sDG in the bulk. The positivity constraint
then translates as L > 0 in the bulk, where according to the holographic dictionary
130
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1.2 Central charge: A brief review

The central charge is one of the key observables of a QFT that counts the number of
degree of freedom in a RG flow. Computing the central charge using the holographic
techniques [32]-[34] is a comparatively easy and straightforward way out to the
technical challenges involved in the QFT calculations. Below, we review essential
steps for computing the central charge using holographic techniques [35].

To begin with, we consider a scalar field y(x1,x2) in two spacetime dimensions.
In order to simplify the analysis, we switch into a complex coordinates (z, Z), where
z =1+ ixe and Z = x1 — ixe. It is noteworthy to mention that under SL(2,C)
transformationP} the scalar field of a conformal invariant theory transforms as

A
/
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3Under the SL(2,C) transformation,

az+b
cz+d’

where a, b, c,d are the complex numbers such that, ad — bc = 1.

z— f(z) =
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where (A, A) denote the conformal weights of the scalar field .
Next, we explore the transformation properties of x(z,z) under infinitesimal
coordinate transformations

z—=z+€(z), z—>2+€Z). (18)

In literature [43]-[44], the variation of x(z,z) under is commonly expressed
using the following commutation relation

667E = [Qe + QE: X(Zaz)]v (19)
where we define the charges as

1 1

Qe = dze(2)T..(2) , Qe= 9 dze(z)Ts:(Z). (20)
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These are the generators associated with the infinitesimal coordinate transformation
(18). Furthermore, here T}.(z) and T';;(Z) are the components of stress-energy
tensor.

Next, we introduce another useful entity in the context of a conformal field
theory, namely the Operator Product Expansion (OPE). The OPE (for the product
of two operators) is defined as [43]-]44]

Xi(2,2)x;(w,m) =Y Cijp(z — w) 2% (7 — w) M ARy (w, @), (21)
k

where the coefficients Cj;, are the constants, which can be expressed in terms of
the 3-point function < x;x;jxx >.

With all the preliminaries in hand, one can now compute the OPE taking the
product of two stress-energy tensor 7T, which yields [43]-[44]

c T..(w) T, (w) n

Tea(3) e (w) = 2z—w)t  Tz—w)?  z-—w 7

(22)

where c¢ is known as the “left central charge”. Similarly, one can compute the OPE
for the stress-energy tensor T’z z, which yields a right central charge (¢). For the
diffeomorphism invariant theory, these central charge are equal, ¢ = ¢.

Now, using and , the variation of stress-energy can be expressed as

1
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Next, we substitute the OPE for T,, (22) into (23| and after solving the inte-
gration, one finds [43]

5Ty = —ﬁ(}(t) 2T F(t) + e(2)0, Ty, (24)

where we set z9 = 0 and identify the variable x; with ¢.

Furthermore, here G(t) = —2797¢(t) and F(t) = Oe(t). It is noteworthy to
mention here that the last two terms in are generated due to the standard
tensor transformation of 7T, under diffeomorphism . However, the first term,
which is proportional to the central charge (¢), indicates the symmetry breaking in
the curved spacetime and is related to the conformal anomaly in the CFT [43].



In this paper, we compute the central charge associated with the sDG (cspg)
and in its low-energy regime, namely as the JT gravity (c;r), using the variational
properties of the boundary stress-energy tensor under the combined action of diffeo-
morphism and U(1) gauge transformation [32]-[34]. Finally, we compare our finding
with in order to identify the associated central charge. Our analysis provides
substantial evidence for sDG to be the UV completion theory of JT gravity, where
we show cspa > cjr .

The rest of the paper is organized as follows:

e In Section [2| we study the sDG in the presence of U(1) gauge interaction. In
particular, we obtain solutions for background fields in the Fefferman Graham (FG)
gauge and compute boundary stress-energy tensor (73;). Additionally, we investigate
the transformation properties of T3 under the combined action of diffeomorphism
and U (1) gauge transformation and obtain the holographic central charge.

e In Section |3| we explore the low energy limit of sSDG keeping the U(1) gauge
potential. This turns out to be the well-known JT gravity coupled with U(1) gauge
fields. We compute the associated central charge using holographic techniques and
compare it to that with the sDG.

e Finally in Section [, we conclude our discussion along with mentioning some
interesting future extensions.

2 Periodic U(1) dilaton gravity

The complete action for sDG [30] in the presence of U(1) gauge potential (A,) can
be expressed as

1 §
Iipc = ———— [ d?x/=g[®R + 2sin[®)] — 2 F, F*] + Lpay. 25
06 = qogq) | FoValRR+ 25in(0] = {FW P Ly (25)

where F),,, is the electromagnetic field strength tensor for the U(1) gauge field (A4,)
and ¢ is the associated (dimensionless) coupling constant.

Here, Ijq, stands for the boundary action, which gets modified in the presence
of U(1) potential [33]

1 . —i i
Toay = /dt\/—v[fbK ey VA4, logal =2 (26)
2| log q| 4 N

where (a,b) are the boundary indices. Notice that, the action is free from
boundary divergences where v is the induced boundary metric. In the semiclassical
limit, |logq| << 1.

2.1 Dynamics of background fields

On varying the bulk action with respect to the background fields, we obtain
the following set of equations

3 1 )
(Ve Vo —gu0) @ + 5 F,,Fl — 1F2g,w + sin(®) g, = 0, (27)
R+ 2cos(®) =0, (28)
V' =0. (29)

Next, we solve these equations — in the Fefferman Graham (FG) gauge
[32], [45]. In this gauge, the computation of holographic central charge [32] turns
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out to be relatively easy. The space-time metric and gauge field ansatz in the FG
gauge can be expressed as

ds® = dn? + hy(n)dt?, (30)
Aydat = Ay(n)dt , © = O(n). (31)

In FG gauge —, the above equations — boil down into

hit(n)Q — 2hy(n)hiy(n)

Dot ()2 + 2cos (®(n)) =0, (32)
¢Wm—£$$fﬁﬂ=& (33)

Ai(tm) ) _
o (A o

where ’ denotes the derivative with respect to the variable 7. Notice that, the above
sets of equations — are quite difficult to solve due to the presence of the
cosine function in . However, one can solve these equations — in a new
gauge, where the metric ansatz takes the following form [30]

ds* = F(r)dt* + dr (35)
a F(r)

In the above gauge , the equations — can be expressed as
o"(r) =0, (36)
F"(r) — 2cos(®(r)) =0, (37)
Af(r) =0, (38)

where / denotes derivative with respect to the radial variable 7.

The solutions to the above set of equations — are given below

O(r) =err + ca, (39)
2cos(cir+ ¢
F(r) = c5 + cor - 2T E ) (40)
1

Ay(r) = car + cu, (41)

where ¢;, (i =1,2,..6) are the integration constants.
Notice that, in this gauge, the space-time boundary is locatedﬁ at r = § +ioco
and the following boundary conditions hold [30]

VFel®han/? = ;| %@:g+mx (42)

It is interesting to notice that one can switch back to our previous FG gauge
—, using the following coordinate redefinition [34]

dr
pumy —_— 9 4
U ) (43)

and identify hy(n) = F(r), where r should be expressed in terms of the variable 7.

4Notice that, gy diverges at the boundary. In particular, cosr diverges at r = 7/2 + ico.
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Using and , one finds the precise mapping between r and FG variable
N a

r = 2JacobiAmplitude [g, —4} . (44)
It is noteworthy to mention that the equations of motion in FG gaugeﬁ — is

also satisfied subjected to the coordinate transformation .
Using , one can express the background fields in FG coordinate

hit(n) = — 2cos <2JacobiAmplitude {g, —4}) + 3, (45)
®(n) = 2JacobiAmplitude [g, —4} , (46)
A¢(n) = 2JacobiAmplitude [g, —4} , (47)

which when substituted back into — yields a trivial solutionm .

2.2 Holographic central charge

In this Section, we first obtain the holographic stress-energy tensor [32]-[34] associ-
ated with the 1D boundary theory and subsequently investigate its transformation
properties under the mutual effects of diffeomorphism and U(1) gauge transforma-
tion. Finally, we compute the holographic central charge using these properties.
The boundary stress-energy tensor [32]-[34] is defined as
/_’Y 5fyab
Using and , we obtain

1 i) .
7% [n# TH Dy 4 (Ouv=7) A — iyabeﬂ% + %’yab (\/’yCdACAd>

(48)

~ 2|logg] V=7

: (49)

Lef A
4 V ’YCdAcAd
where n# = 6}y denotes the unit normal vector [33].
In the FG gauge —, the above stress-energy tensor boils down into

1
2|log q

where we have used the boundary condition .

Next, we study the transformation properties of under the diffeomorphism:
xt — ot + et (z®), where e/ (z®) are the parameters associated with the diffeomor-
phism.

Under diffeomorphism, the background fields transform as

P
Ttt - <htt877q) + ianhtt - h?t/z + éAt \/h>tt> ’ (50)

2

0eA,=€"Jv Au+ A,V €, (51)
5eguu = V€ + Vvepu, (52)
0P =€ Vu P. (53)

SHere, we set ¢c; =c3 =1, ¢ =c4 = cg = 0 and c5 = 3.
6In the n variable, the boundary is located at Mody = 2.01 + 1.48¢, such that hy(n) diverges.
"See Appendix |A| for a detailed numerical analysis.
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One can read off diffeomorphism parameters using —. Using background
solutions — along with the map , one can show

e = G(t) [2 cos <2JacobiAmplitude [g 4}) - 3] e =F, (54)

where F' and G(t) are the integration constants.

It is important to notice that we are working in a gauge where A, = 0 .
Therefore any coordinate transformation must respect this condition. To verify
this, we consider the variation of A, under diffeomorphism, which yields

§cAy = AiOye’ | € = —G(2). (55)

Substituting into and after performing differentiation, one finds that
variation dcA; vanishes identically. Therefore, the above diffeomorphism is
consistent as it preserves the gauge condition .

Next, we express the complete variation of the boundary stress-energy tensor

under diffeomorphism,

1
2|log q

(040w + gAtcse(Jh?)] : (56)

56Ttt =

Oc
[(6ehtt)817(1) + httan(éeq)) + ( )8 htt + 8 5 htt \/ ht 1) htt

where the variation of background fields — can be expressed as

5 A = F (JDN [g —4}) +9,G(t) (—2JA [g —4}) , (57)
S.hy = 2F (JDN [g —4} sin [2JA {g —4} D +20,G(1) (—3 +2cos (QJA [g —4})) :
(58)

5. =F (JDN[g, —4}) : (59)

where JA and JDN respectively denote the JacobiAmplitude and JacobiDN [46].
Using , -, one can finally express the variation of Ty as

. e
0Ty = 2Ty I 24 aG(1), (60)

where by comparing with , we identify the central charge of sDG asﬁ

247
— (3+ 34 61
€sDG = S5Tlog |( + 34¢) . (61)
Notice that, the cspg grows as ~ m and |logq| << 1. Therefore it is a large

number in the semiclassical limit. Moreover, the central charge boil down to
ordinary sDG in the absence of the U(1) gauge field (£ = 0).

8In the above derivation, we replace FG variable 7 using the inverse map of and replace r by
Tpdy = T/2 + ico. Here, we absorb the imaginary contribution through the redefinition of constants, F'
and G.



3 Comments on JT gravity limit

We now consider the low energy limit of periodic U(1) dilaton gravity (25). This
is achieved by taking the limit |logq| — 0 [31], which eventually leads to the well-
known JT gravity in the presence of a gauge field [32]. We derive the associated
boundary stress-energy tensor and compute the holographic central charge following
the standard procedure as discussed in Section 2.

To begin with, we rescale the dilaton (®) and the coupling constant (§) as

® =21+ 2|logq| Py, & — 2¢|logql, (62)

where ® ;7 is the dilaton for the JT gravity [32].
Next, we take the low energy limit |logg| — 0 keeping ® ;r and ¢ finite, which
results in a JT gravity action [32]

1 3
I = e/ =g[®r(R+2) — 2F, F*] + 1 63
1=t | FoVERm (R4 - SELF) by, (63)
where we denote the GHY term ad’l
1 i)
Ibdy = WGQ /dt\/’y[q)JTK + % + %\/ vabAaAb]. (64)

3.1 Dynamics of background fields

The equations of motion associated with the background fields (®, g, and A,) can
be obtained by varying the action

& 1
(v,u \Y4% *g;wD) ¢+ 9 Fusze - ZF2guu + (I)g;w =0, (65)
R+2=0, (66)
V' =0. (67)

Next, we solve these dynamical equations - in the static FG gauge (30))-
, which yields

O/ —hit(n) — \/—hat(n) = 0, (68)
hiy(n)
" (n) — S5 () =0, 69
(n) =5 hua () (n) (69)
A/

0, _Am) ) (70)

—h(n)

Upon solving these equations —, one finds

—hu(n) = mie” + moe™ ", (71)
A(n) = ms(mae” + mae™ ) + my, (72)
®(n) = ms(mie + moe™") + mg, (73)

where m;, (i = 1,2..6) are integration constants.

9In order to be consistent with the literature [32], we include a factor of 1/16mG5 in front of the action
by hand, where Gy ~ % is the gravitational coupling constant in JT gravity. For the rest of the paper,
we drop the subscript (JT') in dilaton ().
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3.2 Stress-energy tensor and central charge

We now compute the boundary stress-energy tensor and study its properties under
the combined action of diffeomorphism and U(1) gauge transformations. Finally, we
obtain the central charge for the boundary theory and compare it with the central
charge for sDG gravity obtained previously.

The stress-energy tensor can be obtained by varying the action with
respect to the induced metric ()

Tab

3
O/ =) 7 4702 4 St (\/ 'yCdAcAd)

v Pyt 4

)
V=

~ 87Gs 2 4
£ AcAb

v == 74
4 A /fychCAd ( )

In the FG gauge (30)-(31)), above entity (74 boils down into

1 P 1 §

Ty = ——— | hu0, ® + =0,k —hu® + 2 A/ hyt | . 75
tt 87rGg<tt" +2ntt+2tt +2t tt> (75)

Next, we explore the transformation properties of under the combined action
of diffeomorphism and U(1) gauge transformations. To begin with, we compute the
diffeomorphism parameter (e#(z*)) using the variations of background fields (51))-

and the solutions —, which yields

e~

en=[f(t), &= o (ma +m1e*?) (2my (ma +me®?) g(t) + 0, f(t)),  (76)

where f(t) and g(t) are the integration constants.
Notice that under diffeomorphism , one of the components of U(1) gauge
field transforms as

S Ay = Adpel #0, (77)

which violates the gauge condition , where A, is set to be zero. In order to
restore the gauge condition, we employ a second U(1) gauge transformation, A, —
Ay + 0,% and choose X such that 6 x4, = 0.

Using and , we obtain

S () _ O (1) (s + 2mymae) s)

ho 2my (ma 4+ mqe?)

Below, we note down the variation of the boundary stress energy tensor
under the combined action of diffecomorphism and U(1) gauge transformation, which

yields
1 0P d 1
Oesx) it = 871Gy [(6ehtt)8nq) + hi10y (0:P) + ( )6nhtt + 5&;(56}%) + 5(5ehtt)¢+
1
5htt(5e¢)) + 5(5(6+2)At)\/ het + gAtde(\/ hit) |, (79)

11



where the individual variations of background fields — can be summarised
as

1
— = _ el n 2
O(eqs) At = (B T 13) [e ((m2m3 e (mimse +my)) (8t f(t) +2m10,g(t) x
(m16277 + mg) ) + 2mims f(t) (mlez’7 + m2)2> + aff(t) (myg + 2mimse”) |,
(80)
—2n
Sehuy = emi (mae® + ma) (07 f(t) + 2ma (f(t) (mg — mye) +
1
Brg(t) (m1e* +my) ), (81)
6 = f(t)ms (m1e + mae™) . (82)
Using and —, one can finally express as
_ _ar g
Oerx)Tte = 2T f () Sy op f(t), (83)
where by comparing with , one finds
5¢
= 25 4
T =50, (84)

as the holographic central charge of the JT gravity model .

It is important to notice that the cjr vanishes in the absence of U(1) gauge
fields. Similar observation were made earlier by authors in [32]-[33]. Whereas on
the other hand, for sDG we still have a non-zero central charge for £ = 0.

In order make a precise comparison between the two central charges, we now

rewrite the cspa in terms of ¢ p , which yields

8w 204 |log q|
= — |94+ — . 85
fopd 25|10gq!< T T (85)

The above expression clearly shows that sDG has more degree of freedom
than JT gravity. This can be nicely associated with the notion of a flow central
charge or c-function [47]-[50] that monotonically decreases in a RG flow such that
cspa > cyr. In other words, JT gravity can be interpreted as the deep IR limit of
its UV completion namely the sDG.

4 Conclusion and future direction

To sum up, in the present work, we explore the holographic aspects of sine dilaton
gravity (sDG) coupled to U(1) gauge field. In particular, we compute solutions for
background fields and obtain the boundary stress-energy tensors in the FG gauge.
We examine the variational properties of these background solutions and boundary
stress-energy tensor under the diffeomorphism. We find that under diffeomorphism,
the variation of the gauge field preserves the gauge condition. We finally compute
the holographic central charge (cspg) associated with the sDG using these varia-
tional properties of the boundary stress-energy tensor.

Next, we examine the low-energy limit of sDG keeping the U(1) gauge interac-
tion intact, which boils down into the well-known JT gravity coupled with a U(1)

12



potential. We obtain corresponding solutions for background fields and compute the
boundary stress-energy tensor and investigate its properties under diffeomorphism.
Unlike the sDG, here, diffeomorphism breaks the gauge condition, and hence, we
require an additional U(1) gauge transformation to restore the FG gauge condition.
Finally, we compute the holographic central charge (c;r) by utilizing the variational
properties of the boundary stress-energy tensor under the combined action of dif-
feomorphism and U(1) gauge transformations. We also compare the two central
charges, which shows cspg > cyr.

Below, we outline some interesting future extensions of our present paper.

e A two site SYK model with complex couplings has been discussed in [51].
An interesting observation that emerges from the discussion is that at low energies
(without introducing a coupling between the two sites), the free energy becomes con-
stant with the temperature up to a critical point where it changes abruptly, thereby
indicating the onset of a first order phase transition in the system. The dual to the
constant free energy phase on the JT gravity side is a charged wormhole solution.
Further in [52], the phases of the wormhole solution has been discussed. It has been
shown that as the temperature is varied from low to high, the system undergoes a
phase transition from a wormhole to two separate black holes. Therefore, it would
be an interesting problem to see if a similar setup in sDG produces an analogue
wormhole to black hole phase transition. Recently, wormhole amplitude in sDG
has been computed in [53] using the WdW quantization. The amplitude has been
shown to match with the spectral correlation of finite-cut matrix integral, thereby
strengthening the relation of sDG with g-deformed JT gravity matrix integral.

e It has been shown in literature that there also exists a de-Sitter (dS) version
of JT gravity (dS/JT gravity) [54]-[56]. The sDG also yields the dS/JT gravity by
using an appropriate scaling (redefinition of the dilaton field) as discussed in [31].
The dS/JT gravity is the conjectured dual of DSSYK at high temperature [57]-[58].
Therefore, a natural extension of our present work would be to map the central
charge of sDG to that into the central charge of dS gravity as found in [59].

e The c-theorem for 2d QFTs was first proved in [60]. The idea is that, in
an RG flow, one can define a c-function in the parameter space, which decreases
monotonically with energy. At the stationary points in the RG flow, the function
attains a constant value which equals the central charge ¢ of the corresponding CFT
at that fixed point. The c-theorem states that cyy > c¢rp in a RG flow from UV to
IR. This was generalized to higher dimensions in [61] by J. Cardy. The holographic
interpretation of the c-theorem was first made in [62]. A simple generalization to
all dimensions has been discussed in [63]-[64]. The essence of the discussion is,
varying the energy scale of the boundary theory in an AdS/CFT correspondence,
translates to varying the radial coordinate r in the bulk theory with r — 0 being
the IR and r — oo being the UV in the boundary theory. The bulk analogue of the
c-function is then a suitable “flow” function which decreases monotonically with r
and matches the central charge ¢ at the stationary points. A simple prescription
for the flow-function has been presented in [63] with some conditions on the matter
action and the corresponding stress energy tensor (7),, must satisfy the null energy
condition). The holographic c-function in the context of 2d gravity with constant
dilaton field has also been discussed in [65].

Therefore, implementing the above ideas to find a suitable flow function in 2d
periodic dilaton gravity, that yields the central charges of the JT gravity (c;r) at
IR and the sDG (cspg) at a UV fixed points respectively, can be an interesting
extension of the current work.
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We hope to address some of these issues in our future work.
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A Numerical solution

In this Section, we show that the — are indeed the solutions of the equations

of motion (32))-(34) in FG gauge. To start with, we rewrite these equations ([32)-(34)
in the following way

372, V() = cos (®(n)) Vhu(n), (86)

o'()% = hu(n),
AQ(U)Q = hu(n)- (88)
Notice that the equation is trivially satisfied by the solutions —. On
the other hand, it is quite challenging to check that the expressions - are
also the solutions of and . Therefore, we will check them numerically and

in particular, we plot the function X'(n)? — hy(n), where X (n) = (®(n), Ai(n))
against the real value of the variable n as shown in figure .

3.x10715 ¢

X' (n)? - hy(n)

2.x10715 ¢

1.x10715 |

'e'F |/ 5 BRe(n)

‘k||‘1|\A |I l

-1.x10715 ¢

-2.x10715 ¢

Figure 1: Plot of the function X'(n)? — hy(n) vs n, where X () = (®(n), Ai(n)).

It is clear from the above figure that the difference between the left-hand
side and right-hand side of the equations — is of the order 10~'?, which can
be ignored for the practical purpose. In other words, the solutions — satisfy

the equations of motion —.
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