arXiv:1507.02298v3 [hep-th] 7 Feb 2017

PREPARED FOR SUBMISSION TO JHEP

Holographic Entanglement for Chern-Simons Terms

Tatsuo Azeyanagi,” R. Loganayagam’ and Gim Seng Ng°

@ Département de Physique, Ecole Normale Supérieure, CNRS, 24 rue Lhomond, 75005 Paris, France.
bSchool of Natural Sciences, Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton, NJ 08540, USA.
¢ Department of Physics, McGill University, Montréal, QC H3A 2T8, Canada.

E-mail: tatsuo.azeyanagi@phys.ens.fr, nayagam@ias.edu, gim.ng@mcgill.ca

ABSTRACT: We derive the holographic entanglement entropy contribution from pure and
mixed gravitational Chern-Simons(CS) terms in AdSoj11. This is done through two different
methods : first, by a direct evaluation of CS action in a holographic replica geometry and
second by a descent of Dong’s derivation applied to the corresponding anomaly polynomial.
In lower dimensions (k = 1,2), the formula coincides with the Tachikawa formula for black
hole entropy from gravitational CS terms. New extrinsic curvature corrections appear for
k > 3 : we give explicit and concise expressions for the two pure gravitational CS terms
in AdS; and present various consistency checks, including agreements with the black hole
entropy formula when evaluated at the bifurcation surface.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.02298v3
mailto:tatsuo.azeyanagi@phys.ens.fr
mailto:nayagam@ias.edu
mailto:gim.ng@mcgill.ca

Contents

1

Introduction

1.1
1.2
1.3

Overview
Summary of Main Results
Outline

Setup and Outline of Computation

21
2.2
2.3
2.4
2.5

Chern-Simons Term and Anomaly Polynomial

Deriving Holographic Entanglement Entropy Formulae: A Review
Metric of Regularized Cone Geometry

Holographic Entanglement Entropy from Anomaly Polynomial: Strategy
Holographic Entanglement Entropy from Chern-Simons Term: Strategy

Holographic Entanglement Entropy from Anomaly Polynomial

3.1
3.2
3.3

tr(R?)
tr(R*)
tr(R?) A tr(R?)

Direct Derivation from Chern-Simons Term

4.1
4.2
4.3
4.4

Holographic Entanglement Entropy for Chern-Simons Term
3d Gravitational Chern-Simons Term

Remark on Integration-by-Part Terms

7d Double-Trace Gravitational Chern-Simons Term

Consistency Checks and Applications

5.1
5.2
5.3
5.4

Generalization to Mixed Chern-Simons Term

Consistency with Chern-Simons Contribution to Black Hole Entropy
Lorentz Boost and Frame-Dependence

Application to Anomaly Polynomials of 6D (2,0) theories

Conclusion and Discussion

Some Useful Quantities

Al
A2
A3
A4
A5

Christoffel Symbol

Connection One-Form

Derivative of Connection One-Form

Curvature Two-Form

Structures of Products of Connections and Curvatures

[

NoREEN B e>) BN NS

11

12
13
13
15

16
16
19
19
20

23
23
25
26
27

28

30
31
31
32
32
33



B Details of Computation in Anomaly Polynomial Method 41

B.1 tr(R?) 41
B.2 tr(RY) 42
B.3 tr(R?) Atr(R?) 46
C Alternative Derivation from Anomaly Polynomial: Application of Dong’s
Formula 48
C.1 Some Geometry of Co-Dimension Two Surface in Differential Form 48
C.2 Dong’s Formula for Holographic Entanglement Entropy 50
C.3 Panom = tr(R?) 51
C4 Panom = tr(R*) 52
C.5 Panom = tr(R?) A tr(R?) 54
C.6 Formulas for Conversion 54
D 7d Single-Trace Gravitational Chern-Simons Term 55
D.1 Term-by-term Contributions 55
D.2 Final Result 72

1 Introduction

1.1 Overview

AdS/CFT takes a state of CFT and recasts into geometry on the AdS side. While we
understand a lot about how this dictionary works, a clear cut algorithm on the field theory
side to construct the dual geometry is missing. Whatever the final algorithm be, it is becoming
increasingly clear that entanglement measures in the CF'T state should play a crucial role in
the final answer [1, 2].

Recent years have seen an expanding interest in entanglement measures in holography.
Consequently, we will refrain from giving an exhaustive list and confine ourselves to the works
crucial to understanding our paper. We begin with the work by Lewkowycz-Maldacena [3]
which clarified the subtleties in holographic replica trick and proved Ryu-Takayanagi formula
[4, 5] within their framework.! This was followed by Dong [8] (and partly by Camps in [9])
who used the holographic replica trick to derive an interesting formula for the entanglement
entropy of higher derivative theories with a Lagrangian density depending only on Riemann
tensor.? The holographic entanglement entropy formula due to Dong takes the schematic

!See also an earlier work [6] toward the proof of Ryu-Takayanagi formula and a criticism of this earlier
proof can be found in [7].

2Works preceding Dong dealing with higher derivative actions include [10-17]. For some recent works
relevant to the higher-derivative correction to holographic entanglement entropy formula, see [18-30]. See [28]
for a generalization to the case involving derivatives of the Riemann tensor.



form

o L[ k)]

where the L is the gravity Lagrangian density, R is the Riemann curvature and K’s denote
the extrinsic curvatures.

The above formula and its descendants end up producing a bewildering series of extrinsic
curvature terms which fall out at the end of a somewhat technical computation. Unlike the
leading Wald term, which Wald [31] and Iyer-Wald [32] famously interpreted as a Noether
charge and can be written in a very simple form, it is unclear how should one physically
interpret these extrinsic corrections. It is also pertinent to ask what would be a good way of
organizing and rewriting these extrinsic terms which makes their physical content transpar-
ent. Ideally, we would like to have a structural understanding of these terms using general
properties of (holographic) entanglement entropy and give alternate derivations which clarify
why they should be there.®> It would also be useful to construct independent checks which
does not rely on holographic replica trick.

In this article, we will focus on a special class of higher derivative terms : the pure and
mixed gravitational Chern-Simons (CS) terms. The universal nature of Chern-Simons terms
along with their relation to anomalies of the dual CFT make them a perfect laboratory to
study the extrinsic corrections mentioned above. Given that the Wald-Tachikawa entropy
[33, 34]* of large charged rotating AdS black holes has been reproduced by analyzing CFT
anomalies [39, 40], it is plausible that the extrinsic corrections & la Dong [8] can also be
explained by a careful study of entanglement entropy in the presence of anomalies. This work
was initiated in the hope that if we examine the extrinsic curvature corrections in the case of
Chern-Simons terms, it would help us clarify the structure of these corrections and possibly
even derive them from CFT considerations.

One way to think about these extrinsic curvature correction terms in the context of
Noether method is to think of them as a particular choice of pre-symplectic current that is
natural from the entanglement entropy point of view. From this point of view, the question
can be rephrased as to why this particular choice is privileged over others. In a previous
paper [38], we have pointed out that in the case of Chern-Simons terms Wald’s prescription
for pre-symplectic current needs to be modified to preserve covariance under diffeomorphisms
and gauge transformations. This, apart from resolving conceptual issues about covariance in
previous works [33, 34], also reproduces the correct odd parity Cardy type formula for higher

3Recently it has been suggested in [23] that linearized second law can give an alternative derivation of some
of the extrinsic corrections.

4We note that the original derivation by Wald was applicable only to covariant Lagrangian densities. This
derivation was later generalized to 3d and higher dimensional CS terms on the work by Tachikawa[33]. The
special case of 3d gravitational CS terms was however already known from other points of view[35-37] . The
covariance issues in Tachikawa’s original derivation were pointed out in [34] and eventually resolved in [38]
where the general BH entropy formula (see Eq. (5.8)) for arbitrary CS terms was written down. We will refer
to this formula as Tachikawa formula in the following.



dimensional black holes [40, 41]. Thus, another motivation for studying extrinsic corrections
for Chern-Simons terms is to compare these two deformations of the pre-symplectic current.
Given the explicit charged rotating black holes with Chern-Simons terms constructed in [41]
and the interesting way in which anomalies are encoded in their geometry, it is plausible
to hope that detailed studies of entanglement probes and the extrinsic corrections in these
geometries would give us more physical insight into both anomalies and entanglement entropy.

In this paper, we will take the first step towards these goals by repeating the holographic
replica calculation for a gravitational theory with CS terms and leave a detailed analysis of
its structure to future work. In particular, we will postpone the important problem of how
to determine the entangling surface from the bulk equations of motion. Our focus here would
be to get the entanglement functional which when integrated over an appropriate surface
would give us the entanglement entropy. This computation, while a slight generalization of
[8], presents its own peculiar subtleties due to the non-covariance of CS terms. The Dong
formula thus does not apply directly to our case. This state of affairs can be remedied in two
ways - the first is to just repeat the holographic replica method, face the subtleties carefully
and get the corresponding formula with Chern-Simons terms. The case of gravitational CS
term on AdS3 has already been studied in [42]° and it was argued there was no extrinsic
curvature dependence over and above the Tachikawa formula for BH entropy [33, 34, 38] .
We will extend their computation to higher dimensions : mixed gravitational CS term in
AdS; along with pure/mixed gravitational CS terms in AdS7;. While the mixed CS terms
are a straightforward generalization of AdSs case and show no corrections to the Tachikawa
formula, the pure gravitational CS terms in AdS7 show an interesting dependence on extrinsic
curvatures.

While this first method is a direct generalization of Dong’s original derivation and a
simple abstract formula can be written down for any CS term (See Eq. (4.1)), the complicated
Christoffel connection dependence in higher dimensional CS terms makes it more and more
tedious to evaluate our formula explicitly as we move higher in dimensions.® Keeping this in
mind, we also present an indirect but an easier method to arrive at the same answer for any CS
term by using the corresponding anomaly polynomial (or the characteristic class). The idea
here is to imagine the CS term Icg as descending from a covariant theory living in one higher
dimension with an action dIcs = Panom- In the first step, we calculate the holographic replica
action in one higher dimension. As we verify in our Appendix C , because of covariance, the
answer can also be directly obtained from Dong’s formula. In the second step, we write the
answer as a pure boundary contribution and identify that boundary contribution with the
holographic replica action of CS terms. In all cases computed, our answers by this method
matches with a direct evaluation of CS action.

®Previous discussions of this problem include [43, 44].
SPerhaps a clever reader can exploit special properties of CS terms to simplify our formula and its evaluation.



1.2 Summary of Main Results

For reader’s convenience, we summarize here the main results obtained in this paper — the
derivation of holographic formulae for Chern-Simons contribution to entanglement entropy.
Our results for gravitational and mixed Chern-Simons terms in AdSgy; with d = 2k (k =

1,2,3) are as follows :”

AdS3 with Papom = ctr(R?) : Sent.cs = 2(27)(2¢) /E Ty, (1.2)
AdS;5 with Papom = ¢ F Atr(R?) - Sent,cs = 2(27)(2¢) /Z FATy, (1.3)
AdS; with Papom = c F2 Atr(R?) Sent,cs = 2(27)(2¢) / F?ATy, (1.4)
AdS; with Panom = ctr(R4) ”

Sent,CS

— 2(27)(de) /E er AR+ [-2Ry + 3(K - K)| A (K - DK) + (K - DK)]

+(DK -r-K)— (DK -r K)] , (1.5)

AdS7 with Panom = ctr(R?) A tr(R?)

Sent,CS

- 22(27r)(4c)/2 er AR + %I‘N Atr (r?)

+2[-Ry + (K - K)| A (K - DK) + (K - f)K)]] . (1.6)

In the above expression, > denotes the bulk entangling surface with co-dimension two, F' is
U(1) field strength, R is the curvature two-form, K; and K; are extrinsic curvatures of ¥ and
r is the intrinsic curvature two-form of ¥. The I'y and Ry = dI'y are the normal bundle
connection and field strength while D is the covariant derivative associated with T'y defined
such that®

DK, =DK,; - Ty ANK;, DK, =DK,; +T'y ANK;, (1.7)

where D is the covariant derivative on X. The ‘-’ in the above equation denotes the contraction
of the indices using the intrinsic metric on 3. The anomaly coefficient ¢ is a numerical
constant. For simplicity, in the course of the computation starting from the next section, we

"Due to the simplicity of the expression, we write down the anomaly polynomials dIcs = Panom instead of
Chern-Simons terms themselves.

8We provide explicit and detailed expressions for these notations and various other definitions in our ap-
pendices.



will set the anomaly coefficient ¢ to be unity. It is straightforward to restore the anomaly
coefficients by multiplying our results with c.

The first three formulae are exactly the corresponding Wald-Tachikawa formula for black
hole entropy in the presence of CS terms. As explained before, the interesting extrinsic
curvature dependence appears only for the pure gravitational CS terms in AdSy.

1.3 Outline

The outline of this paper is as follows. We start in §2 by introducing the setup we will investi-
gate throughout this paper: Chern-Simons terms, anomaly polynomials and regularized cone
geometry. We also provide a brief review of [8] and then explain how the holographic entan-
glement entropy formulae can be obtained from the anomaly polynomials and Chern-Simons
terms. In §3, we summarize our derivation of the formulae from the anomaly polynomials
corresponding to 3d and 7d gravitational Chern-Simons terms. In §4, we present an alter-
native derivation of the same results directly from the Chern-Simons terms. Finally in §5,
we explain a straightforward generalization of the holographic entanglement entropy formula
to certain class of mixed Chern-Simons terms, consistency check with the black hole entropy
formulae and the frame-dependence of the entanglement entropy in the presence of quantum
anomalies. The final section §6 of the main text is devoted for the conclusions and discussion.

The appendices of this paper are organized as follows. Appendix A collects some explicit
forms of geometric quantities evaluated on the regularized cone geometry, such as connection
one-form, curvature two-form as well as their wedge products. Details of the computation in §3
are given in Appendix B while Appendix C summarizes another way to derive the holographic
entanglement entropy formulae by directly applying Dong’s formula to anomaly polynomials,
without doing the expansion near the regularized conical defect explicitly. Finally, Appendix
D summarizes the direct derivation of the holographic entanglement entropy formula from
the 7d single-trace gravitational Chern- Simons terms.

Note Added: While we were finishing this paper, [45] appeared and have substantial overlap
in the derivation of holographic entanglement entropy formula for 7d single-trace gravitational
Chern-Simons term from the anomaly polynomial. Their published results are consistent with

ours. We also note that [46, 47] have some overlap with our paper.’

2 Setup and Outline of Computation

In this section, we begin by summarizing the setups we use throughout this paper. We start
with a brief review of Chern-Simons terms and their corresponding anomaly polynomials.
This is followed by a discussion of the regularized cone geometry on which we will evaluate
the anomaly polynomials and Chern-Simons terms to obtain the holographic entanglement
entropy formula.'® Following [8], we then will focus on two types of contributions (the Wald

9We would like to thank N. Igbal and A. C. Wall for correspondence.
108ee Appendix A for a list of geometric quantities evaluated on this background.



term and the extrinsic correction term) to the holographic entanglement entropy formula with
a particular focus on our case of interest. We will conclude by summarizing our computational
strategy.

2.1 Chern-Simons Term and Anomaly Polynomial

A Chern-Simons term Icg is an odd dimensional form made by wedging together Christoffel
connection 1-forms I'#,,, vector potential 1-forms A and their exterior derivatives dI'*,, and
dA. The combination is chosen such that under gauge transformation and diffeomorphism,
it transforms by an exact term. The most straightforward way to characterize the Chern-
Simons term is by the corresponding anomaly polynomial defined by Panom = dIcs. This
anomaly polynomial is by far simpler and is written only in terms of covariant quantities (i.e.
field strength two-form and Riemann curvature two-form).

The Chern-Simons term corresponding to any given anomaly polynomial can be written
down in a compact way by using the transgression formula (see for example [34]). We will
begin our discussion with pure gravitational Chern-Simons terms whose anomaly polynomial
depends only on the Riemann curvature two-form. We will later generalize to mixed Chern-
Simons terms in §5.

Here are the explicit forms of the gravitational Chern-Simons terms and the corresponding
anomaly polynomials we will need in §3 and §4. In three-dimensional case, the gravitational
Chern-Simons term and the corresponding anomaly polynomial are written as

1
I =tr (r AR— §F3> . P =tr(RY), (2.1)

while for 7d case there are two types of gravitational Chern-Simons terms: the first one is in
the form of the single-trace

) 1
I simete — 4/ dttr [T A (LR +t(t — 1)I2)%] (2.2)
0
,P’;gbsningle — tI‘(R4) , (23)

while the second one is double-trace

anom

1
ILG e = <r AR - §F3> Ar(R?),  Phdowle — tr(R?) Atr(R?).  (24)

Here IT'#, is the connection one-form and RV, = dI'*, +T'*, AT”, is the curvature two-
form. The trace in the above expression is taken for the matrix indices carried by the wedge
products of these quantities. For example, tr(R?) = R*, A RY e

2.2 Deriving Holographic Entanglement Entropy Formulae: A Review

Our goal in this paper is to derive holographic entanglement entropy formulae for Chern-
Simons terms by using the argument of Lewkowycz-Maldacena [3]. The main idea of [3] is
the following : start with the geometry near the regularized conical geometry with conical



deficit 2m(n — 1), expand the action on this background around n = 1 (equivalently around
e = 0 where e = 1 —1/n) and then pick up the linear terms in n — 1 (equivalently, linear term
in €), which corresponds to the holographic entanglement entropy functional. In [8] (see also
[9]), this argument is generalized to any general higher-derivative theory whose Lagrangian
is a polynomial of Riemann tensor only.

Since the argument has been very well discussed in [3] and reviewed in [8, 42], we will just
be brief here and refer the interested readers to these papers for more details. The essential
idea is that in the dual CFT, one starts by computing the Rényi entropy for any positive
integer n and then take the n — 1 limit to obtain the entanglement entropy:

[log Z, —nlog Z4] , (2.5)

Sent = lim
n—11—mn

where the partition function on a replica manifold M, is given by Z,. In the AdS/CFT
context, Z, is interpreted as the bulk gravitational partition function for a geometry B,, that
asymptotes to M, that is, Z, = exp(lgrqv|[Br]) where Igq,[By] is the on-shell gravitational
action on B,, in the semiclassical limit. One convenient method introduced in [3] is to extract
Sent using a regularized cone with a conical deficit 2w (n —1) along a co-dimension two surface
in the bulk:!!

Sent = Oe ([égfzéde)

L (2.6)

where I75i9¢ ig the action evaluated near the tip of the regularized cone.

The problem now is to evaluate the right-hand-side of this equation. Below, after intro-
ducing the explicit metric of the regularized cone geometry following the notation of [8], we
will briefly review the argument in [8] and then explain the origin of non-trivial contributions
to holographic entanglement entropy. We also argue that, for the setups in this paper, we
can simplify the evaluation thanks to the simple wedge-product structure of Chern-Simons

terms and anomaly polynomials.

2.3 Metric of Regularized Cone Geometry

Following the notation of [8], we write down the metric near the tip of the regularized cone ge-
ometry in (D +2)-dimensional Euclidean spacetime up to the second order of (z, z)-expansion
as

ds? = 4 (dde + 24T (zdz — zd2)2) + (gij + 2K 52" + Qabija:“xb) dy'dy’
+2i?4 (U; 4 Vg %) (2dz — 2dz) dy* + . .., (2.7)

"\We note that our notation for the Euclidean action deviates from [8] by a minus sign.



or, in terms of components,'?

1
G,, =T, Gss = e T2, G,z = 562A —etAT ]2\2 )
Gi» = i Ui+ V22 2,  Giz = —ie* MU+ Vg 29) 2, (2.8)

Gij = gij + 2Kaij £ + Qapij 22" .

Here (z!,2?) = (2, 2) are the coordinates transverse to the co-dimension two conical defect,
while y* (i = 1,2,...,D) are the ones along it. When we evaluate some quantities like the
curvature two-form on this metric, we will simply say that we evaluate them on the regularized
cone geometry. In the evaluation of the anomaly polynomials on this geometry, as we will
explain shortly and work out in §3, D is taken to be d (where d is a positive even integer)
and y? is set to the coordinate of a half line (i.e. y? € I = [0,00)). When we evaluate
the Chern-Simons terms directly as in §4, on the other hand, D is set to (d — 1).!? In the
above metric, the functions T, g;;, Kaij, Qabij, Ui, Va; depend only on y', not on z and z. The
regularization function A is given by

A= —% log(\z]2 + a?eg) , (2.9)
where e =1 —1/n and a,¢4 is a regularization parameter taken to a,.; — 0 at the end of the
computation.

The inverse metric up to the first order in the (z, Z)-expansion is given by

G? = GZZ — GZZ — 26_2A
G*=2ig*U,z, G%=-2i%U,z, (2.10)
G = gii — 92 gk gl K 0.
Here g% is the inverse of g;; (i.e. gij ¢’ k= 6F). As we will see, the inverse metric up to this

order is enough for our purpose.
It is also useful to define the normal-bundle connection (I'y); and its field strength as

(Tn); = (=2iU0;),  (Rn)jk = 20(Tn) - (2.11)

We also define the differential forms for them as I'y = (I‘N)idzni and Ry = dI'y. See
Appendix C.6 for more details on their standard definitions.

12T a general higher derivative gravity theory, there exists an ambiguity in the definitions of T',Q and V.
This has been termed the “splitting problem” by [29, 48]. It is expected that equations of motion will resolve
such an ambiguity. In our case, as we will show in the bulk of the paper, T,Q and V will not contribute to
the entanglement entropy and hence the splitting problem does not arise in our setup.

13Throughout this paper, spacetime indices are denoted with Greek letters y, v, p, . . .. For simplicity, we use
this notation for both before and after we uplift the spacetime by one-dimension to deal with the anomaly
polynomials.



2.3.1 Review of [8]

To derive the holographic entanglement entropy formula, the central question is how one can
practically collect the terms linear in € when the action on the regularized cone background
is evaluated. When the Lagrangian is a polynomial of Riemann tensor only, generalization
of the argument by [3] is carried out in [8]. The point of [8] is that there are two types of
sources for the order-e contribution:

1. 900A Term
On the regularized cone background, the Riemann tensor contains terms proportional
to JOA (here 9 and O respectively are derivatives with respect to z and Z). Since
00A = —7ed%(z, Z), we have the order € terms of the form

/d2Z dDy |:\/_’_—G <8R8fp >:| (8314 terms in RUVPJ) .
vpo e=0

2. 0AOA Term
Since A = —¢/(22) and A = —¢/(2%), the product DAJA is of order €. However,
the integration with respect to (z,Z) can compensate to generate order-e terms. To see
this, let us define the polar coordinate (p,7) for the 2d space transverse to the conical
defect such that z = pe’”. Then, due to the integration (here C' is a positive constant)

2

2 354, —CA _ 2 P _ e
/d 20ADAe = Tre /dpp(p2 +a%eg)2_(e/2)c = +.o., (2.12)

the following type of order € terms can show up:

9L

2/d2dey [\/ +G <—>] (OA terms in Ry,p0) X (DA terms in Ragqs) -
ORpsORasvs ) | o

To compute these two contributions, what is needed to keep in the Riemann tensor is:

e Order-¢ terms of the form 9A, A or OA with zeroth order terms in (z, 2)-expansion
multiplied,

e Order-¢” terms which are at the same time the zeroth order in (z, Z)-expansion.

2.4 Holographic Entanglement Entropy from Anomaly Polynomial: Strategy

Due to its simplicity, we first describe the indirect derivation using anomaly polynomials
Panom = dlcs, instead of the direct evaluation of Chern-Simons terms Ics (which will be
described in the next subsection). More concretely, we first uplift by one-dimension and
consider the regularized cone geometry in (d + 2)-dimensional (Euclidean) spacetime (i.e. y?
in Eq. (2.7) is the coordinate of a half line I = [0, 00), corresponding to the uplifted direction).
We then take the higher dimensional Lagrangian to be the anomaly polynomial P aom and
evaluate the action on the (d + 2)-dimensional regularized cone geometry. After carrying out



e-expansion and collecting the linear terms, we will explicitly see the action to be an exact
term. We can then write

/ Panom = e/ d(SSH + ... = e/ SS8 o+ (2.13)
Conesyr,n YxI by

SC’S

where we will find compute S}

explicitly later in the text. The holographic entangle-
ment entropy functional for Cher-Simons terms can then be obtained through Sent,cs =
fz 8¢9 |yd:0.14 Here, X represents the co-dimension two holographic entangling surface in
the (d + 1)-dimensional bulk where the Chern-Simons term is defined, while Coney. 1,y de-
notes the region near the tip of the regularized cone geometry (2.7) corresponding to the
uplifted conical defect ¥ x I.

As we have explained the prescription to obtain the holographic entanglement entropy
formula from the anomaly polynomials, we next argue how to collect the order-e¢ terms in
the (integral of) anomaly polynomials. Since the anomaly polynomials are written with the
curvature two-form only (made of Riemann tensor), as in the case of [8], there are two types
of contributions at order e. That is, when we evaluate the anomaly polynomials on the

regularized cone background, what we need to keep are the terms of the form
e 00A times zeroth order terms in (z, z)-expansion,
e JAOA times zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion.

To evaluate these two types of terms, one needs to explicitly compute the curvature two-
form R on the regularized cone background. Related to this, here we provide one remark
which reduces some intermediate computations. First of all, from Egs. (2.7) and (2.10), we
can compute the Christoffel connection up to order-e in the e-expansion and up to first order
in the (z, Z)-expansion. The explicit result is summarized in Eq. (A.1). From this expression,
we can easily confirm the following statement for the connection one-form I': Let us consider
the terms of the form 9A or A times zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion. Such terms
appear only in I'?, and I'?; as 2e”9%4(9Adz) and 2e~°*4(JAdZ), respectively. Therefore, in
the curvature two-form, the following is true of leading order terms in (z, Z)-expansion: (1)
there is no term of the form 9AJA times zeroth order terms in (2, Z)-expansion, (2) as for the
terms of the form 9A, 0A or JOA, they always occur as 0Adz, 0AdzZ or O0Adz A dz, times
zeroth order terms in (z, z)-expansion. To avoid confusion, reader should note that here and
elsewhere we count dz, dz as zeroth order objects in (z, Z)-expansion. Because of this simple
profile, we can drop the other terms proportional to dz and/or dz. In particular, we note
that @ and V terms of [8] do not contribute to our final answer.

To summarize, starting from Eq. (A.1) what we need to keep in the evaluation of the
connection one-form and curvature two-form is:

14YWe note that, when we uplifted to (d + 2)-dimensions, we extended R", etc. in the following way: the
components with at least one of the subscript or superscript set to y® vanish at y% = 0. We also assumed that
R*, vanishes at y? — oo sufficiently fast.

— 10 —



1. For I, keep terms of the form

e Order-¢” and zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion,

e JAdz or OAdZ times zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion.
2. For dI', keep terms of the form

e Order-¢” and zeroth order terms in (2, Z)-expansion,

o 0Adz, 0Adz or 0Adz A dz times zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion.
3. For R, keep terms of the form

e Order-¢” and zeroth order terms in (2, Z)-expansion,

e JAdz, OAdz or D0Adz A dZ times zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion.

Following this, we have computed R etc. The result is summarized in Appendix A.

Here we have explained the strategy to derive the holographic formulae for the entan-
glement entropy by evaluating the anomaly polynomial on the regularized cone background.
This is explicitly worked out in §3 and Appendix B. In Appendix C, on the other hand, we
have also explained an alternative way to derive the holographic formulae for entanglement
entropy from anomaly polynomials. There, instead of doing the explicit expansion of the
anomaly polynomial on the regularized cone geometry, we apply the Dong’s entanglement
entropy formula in [8] to the anomaly polynomial (since the anomaly polynomial is covariant,
Dong’s formula is applicable) and reproduce all the results in §3.

2.5 Holographic Entanglement Entropy from Chern-Simons Term: Strategy

Although tedious computation is in general involved at the practical level, in principle, we can
also derive the holographic entanglement entropy formulae by evaluating the Chern-Simons
terms on the regularized cone background. This computation is worked out in §4 for some
examples.

Since the Chern-Simons terms depend on the curvature two-form R as well as the con-
nection one-form I', the Dong’s formula is not applicable, and one needs to take into account
some singularities coming from the connection one-form. Here, we will briefly explain and list
the nontrivial contributions to the holographic entanglement entropy when the Chern-Simons
terms are directly evaluated on the regularized conical cone geometry. This can be seen as a
generalization of [42] to higher dimensional Chern-Simons terms.

As in the case of the anomaly-polynomial-based computation, we have first of all the
following two types of sources for order-¢ term:

e JOA times zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion,

e JAOA times zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion.
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Since the connection one-form I' contains one derivative of A only in the form of dAdz and
0AdZ, the singularities in T' do not contribute to the former, but will contribute to the latter.

On top of these, as carefully treated in [42] (see also [35]) for 3d gravitational Chern-
Simons term, another type of source for the order-e term exists for the Chern-Simons-term-
based computation. Detailed explanation will be given in §4 through concrete examples.
Below, we will provide a brief explanation of this type of subtle terms.

To see this new type of contribution, one needs to treat the (z, Z)-expansion and regu-
larization carefully. Let us consider the following terms that in general appear in the Chern-
Simons term evaluated on the regularized cone background:

/8Adz/\dI‘/\(...) :/aAdzAdzérA(...)Jr(...)

- —/aaAdz/\dzI‘/\(...)—i—(...)
- 776[1_‘ A ( : ')]‘Oth in (z,Z)—expansion (214)

(and similarly for 9Adz). Here we note the dI' in the above expression is the one before
(2, Z)-expansion is carried out. In the final line we have used the fact that 00A = —7ed?(z, 2).
Therefore, as a result of the integration-by-part, this type of terms can show up nontrivially
and we need to take them into account as well.

Here is one remark. Even when this new type of contribution is taken into consideration,
we can still neglect a lot of terms proportional to dz and/or dz in R and I in the same way
as the evaluation based on anomaly polynomials. This can be easily seen from the fact that
OA (resp. 0A) always show up in R and T in the form of Adz (resp. AdZ), and dZ (resp.
dz) comes from the derivative d = dz0 + dz0 + ... that we move by integration-by-part (see
above). This means that we can still neglect a lot of terms proportional to dz and/or dz in
the same way as the evaluation based on anomaly polynomials. Therefore, even when we
work out with the Chern-Simons terms, the terms in R etc. summarized in Appendix A are
sufficient.

3 Holographic Entanglement Entropy from Anomaly Polynomial

Equipped with the expression of the building blocks I', R and their wedge products sum-
marized in Appendix A, following the strategy given in §§2.4 now we explicitly evaluate the

anomaly polynomials on the regularized cone geometry and extract the terms linear in e. We

3d

tmom for 3d gravitational Chern-Simons term and

first start with the anomaly polynomial P
reproduce the result obtained in [42]. We then proceed to 7d case in which we can consider
two types of the gravitational Chern-Simons terms and thus two types of anomaly polyno-
mials. We shall be terse and give only the essential intermediate results in this section. The

details of the computations are provided in Appendix B.
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3.1 tr(R?

Let us first start with the anomaly polynomial P3¢ = tr(R?) corresponding to 3d gravi-
tational Chern-Simons term and evaluate this polynomial on the regularized cone geometry.
As explained in §§2.4, there are two types of potential contributions to the holographic en-
tanglement entropy: the terms proportional to JAJA and those proportional to 00A. We
will first evaluate them separately and combine to get the holographic entanglement entropy
formula from the anomaly polynomial. Below are the results:

(1) 0A Term

/ P Nosa = 87re/ [Ry - 2(K-K)] . (3.1)
Conesyr,n Yxrl

(2) 0ADA Term

/ P oasa = 16me / (K K). (3.2)
Conesxr,n

By summing the above two contributions, we obtain the order-e terms of P3¢ = on the

regularized cone geometry as
8me RNZSWE/FN. (3.3)
Nxl b

Therefore, the holographic entanglement entropy formula for 3d gravitational Chern-Simons
term is computed from the anomaly polynomial as

Sggt,cs =87 /EFN, (3.4)
which reproduces the result obtained in [42].

3.2 tr(RY)

As a next example, we proceed to 7d and consider the single-trace type of gravitational Chern-
Simons term Igfé’ single " We will derive the holographic entanglement entropy formula from
the corresponding anomaly polynomial PT%sm9le — t1(R*). In the same ways as in 3d case,

we first evaluate the terms proportional to J9A and OAOA separately and then combine to
get the holographic entanglement entropy formula:

(1) 00A Term
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By collecting the singular terms proportional to 0AJAdz A dz from R?, and R?-, we obtain

7d,single| _
/ Panom |
Conesyr,n

:167Te/ [R?V—(SR?VA(K-K)—4RNA(DK-DK)+12RNA(K.K)2
xI
+4(DK -K) A (DK -K) +4(DK -K) A (DK -K) — 2 (DK - r - DK)

K -K)3|. (3.5)

(2) 0ADA Term
By combining some terms proportional to A0 AdzAdZ as worked out in detail in Appendix B,

we have

7d,single _
/ Panom ‘8 ADA
Conesyr,n

:167re/[2R?VA(K-K)+RNA[—6(K-K)2+2(K-r.K)]

+2(DK -K)A (DK -K) —4(DK - K)A (DK -K) +2(K -7 - r - K)
—2(K-K)A (DK -DK) —6(K-K)A(K-7-K) +8(K - K)3] . (3.6)
Summing the contributions above, we obtain
16776/ d [rN AR% + [—2Ry + 3(K - K)] A [(K DE) + (K - f)K)}
YxI

+(ﬁK.T-K)—(ﬁK-r-K)].

Therefore, up to total-derivative terms, the holographic entanglement entropy formula for the
7d single-trace gravitational Chern-Simons term is obtained from the anomaly polynomial as

7d, single
Sont ,CS

— 2(27)(4) /E [rN AR% + [—2Ry + 3(K - K)] A [(K DE) + (K - f)K)}
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3.3 tr(R?) Atr(R?)

As a final example, here we will derive the holographic entanglement entropy formula for
7d double-trace gravitational Chern-Simons terms by evaluating the anomaly polynomial
Pplddouble _ 1(R2) A tr(R?) on the regularized cone background.

anom
(1) 0A Term
The terms of the form d0Adz A dz in tr(R?) A tr(R?) can be collected easily since this
contribution is essentially the 3d result wedged by the 3d anomaly polynomial with (9 terms
in Eq. (A.9) substituted. Because of this “factorization”, using the expression of P3¢ |

given in Eq. (A.37), the result can be obtained easily:

7d,double| _
/ Panom 00A
Conesyr,n

= 167 e [Ry — 2(K - K)] A [2R§V — 8Ry A (K- K) — 8(DK - DK) + tr(r?) + 8(K - r - K)] .
(3.8)
(2) 0ADA Term

For the terms proportional to dAJAdz A dz, since e~ shows up both tr(R2)’s in tr(R?) A
tr(R?) and one needs to integrate as in Eq. (2.12), the “factorization” do not occur as on the

contrary to the case of J0A term. After some classification summarized in Appendix B, we
obtain

/ Prtoutle| 0 aga

Conesxr,n

:32776/ [2R?VA(K.K)—4RNA(K-K)2—4(K-K)A(DK.1§K)
Yl

+4(DK.K)A([)K-K)+4(K-K)A(K-r-K)+(K-K)Atr(r2)] :
(3.9)
By summing the above two contributions, we obtain
1 _ .
3271'6/ d[I‘N A R% + FTN Atr (r*) +2[-Ry + (K - K)| A[(K - DK) + (K - DK)]] :
Xxl
(3.10)

Therefore, the holographic entanglement entropy formula for 7d double-trace gravitational
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Chern-Simons term is obtained from the anomaly polynomial as

7d, doubl
Sont,Cog ‘
1
= 22(27r)(4)/ [I‘N AR% + ST At (r?)
%

+2[-Ry + (K -K)] A[(K - DK) + (K - DK)]

(3.11)

4 Direct Derivation from Chern-Simons Term

The purpose of this section is to reproduce (some of) the holographic entanglement entropy
formulae obtained in §3 by directly applying the argument of [3] and [8] to the gravita-
tional Chern-Simons terms, instead of the anomaly polynomials. Since the gravitational
Chern-Simons terms depend on the connection one-form explicitly, we will first discuss the
extension and modification of Dong’s formula in [8] to incorporate the Chern-Simons terms.
As mentioned briefly in §§2.5, in the Chern-Simons-term-based derivation of the holographic
entanglement entropy formulae, one needs to take into account a new type of order-e contribu-
tion, which, as we will explain, never shows up in the anomaly-polynomial-based computation.
To explain this type of terms through a concrete example, we will provide a brief review of
the 3d case worked out by [42]. After this, we will present the computations for the 7d gravi-
tational Chern-Simons terms and reproduce the result we obtained in §3. We will also explain
why this new type of contribution never shows up nontrivially in the anomaly polynomials
based computation in §3.

4.1 Holographic Entanglement Entropy for Chern-Simons Term

Let us first write down the generalization of Dong’s holographic entanglement entropy formula
to a general purely gravitational Chern-Simons term and then give explanation of each term.
For a general (d + 1)-dimensional purely gravitational Chern-Simons term Icg[T', R] (d: an
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positive even integer), the formal holographic entanglement entropy formula is given by'®

‘Wi 1d ‘Wald, extra KK K K, extra
SCHt,CS = Sen? Sent + Sent + Sent where

SHi = (2m) [ <§f$> (o2,

ald, extra o1, =
SN z(%)/(aris) _ (o).
K=K=0, integrate by part
2
SEK — [ dtt<agzg§z>}lg—(z<—>z)
2
(1% Gati) o0
1

T
2
SRLe = —(8) /E < Faz gC;Z > ]Kj — (24 2)
O Ics
o )7 (o)
) ] ORI,

+(47r)/E /0 % (835%; ” (4.1)

In the above formula, essentially, the classification of the terms is done based on the

K — (24 %)

origin of the singularities that show up in the Chern-Simons term on the regularized cone
background. Comments and explanations of each term are in order:

e The terms SWald and SEK are those appearing in Dong’s formula of [8]: SWald originates
from the J0A terms in the curvature two-form R, while SEX is from the 9AJA terms
whose A and OA are both coming from R. Therefore these terms only involve the
derivatives of the Chern-Simons term with respect to R .

e The term S/ oxtra originates in the OAOA terms where at least one of the 9A and 0A

ent
is from the connection one-form I'.

‘Wald

e In the evaluation of Sy, we first take a derivative with respect to R and then sub-

stitute (9 terms in Eqs. (A.4) and (A.9) with A = 0.
e In SEK and Sfff 12 e have introduced the integral with respect to a parameter ¢.

The evaluation of these terms is carried out as follows. First, calculate the derivatives
of the Chern-Simons terms, substitute all () terms in Egs. (A.4) and (A.9) setting

5 Here are two remarks on the derivatives with respect to R*, and I'*, in this formula. For the derivative
d/0R*,, all components of R*, are treated as independent. For example, dR?;/OR’, = 0. This is purely
conventional. We also note that the derivative 9/9T'*, acts like an exterior derivative operator (this is because
I'#, is a one-form). That is, for a wedge product of a p-form A with a g-form B, we have

0 [ 0A » OB
8I‘uu(A/\B)_ (8””) AB+ (—1)’PANA (81“%) .
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e 24 = 1. Then replace all K; and R'j by tY/2K; and tY/ 2Kj respectively. Finally,
do the integral with respect to ¢t. This is a convenient way to capture the parameter
‘g, of [8], which is introduced to count half the number of extrinsic curvatures in the
integrands. The origin of this parameter is the integral (2.12) which needs to be carried
out to compute the contributions from 0AJA term.

e The term S:X? d, extra o the new type of contribution special to the Chern-Simons-term-
based computation that we mentioned briefly in §§2.5. As we will soon explain in
§84.3, this type of terms do not generate any non-trivial extrinsic curvature dependent
contribution. In addition, as explained in Eq. (2.14), either A or OA needs to be
supplied from T or R. Moreover, since A and dA are accompanied by the extrinsic

curvatures in R, this one derivative of A should originate in T

In the following, we provide a way to compute this type of terms through some simple
examples. For 3d gravitational Chern-Simons term Ig% = tr(TR—(1/3)T'3) = tr(T'dT" +
(2/3)I'3), we first evaluate the derivative of the Chern-Simons term and pick up the
terms which contain dI':

(27) /2 (gl{—ij> ‘K:K:o (2o 7) = (2n) /2 @) — (2o 7).  (42)

The reason to keep the terms with dI' is that one needs to integrate it by part as in
Eq. (2.14). After this, we get rid of d of I'*, (and its complex conjugalte) and substitute
©) terms in Egs. (A.9) and (A.4) with A =0 and K = K = 0. We then finally obtain

o1,
= 2/ | K=K=0, integration by part %

This removal of d corresponds to the integration by part of d or d explained in Eq. (2.14).
More generally, the same procedure gives

ent

For Panom = tr(R?*), gvald,extra _ (g7 / Ty A R22
%
For Panom = tr(R?*) Atr(RY),

‘Wald, ext 2k—2 2l
Sen? extra __ (471')/Z (FN A RN ) VAN tr(R )|0th,K:K:0,A:0

+(47T)/2 (FN A R?\l/_2> A (R o4 =R —0.4=0 - (4.4)

In the second line, tr(R*)|o, x—g—o_a—o means that tr(R?) is evaluated by substituting
©) terms in Eqs. (A.9) with the extrinsic curvatures and A set to zero.

In the next subsections, in the course of the evaluation of 3d and 7d multi-trace gravita-
tional Chern-Simons terms on the regularized cone geometry, we shall keep 0A, A and 00A
all explicit such that the origin of each term in the formula will become clearer.
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We note that, as we will explain in §§5.1, generalization of Eq. (4.1) to a general mixed
U(1)-gravitational Chern-Simons term is straightforward since U(1) field strength evaluated
on the regularized cone does not generate extra singularities to be taken into account. That
is, this formula (4.1) is still valid for the mixed Chern-Simons term.

4.2 3d Gravitational Chern-Simons Term

Let us first review the derivation of holographic entanglement entropy for the 3d gravitational
Chern-Simons term which is worked out by [42]. From the expressions computed in Appendix
A.5.7, naively, one might think that the nontrivial contribution at order € comes only from
Ig’fé| 954, which after integration becomes

/ I3 054 = / dme Ty . (4.5)
Coney; ,, %

However, as pointed out in [42] (see also [35]), a little more careful treatment is needed
for I3d|s 1a4- That is, the integration-by-part of the form (2.14) generates new type of
contribution. Since we have already reviewed the rationale around Eq. (2.14), here we shall
illustrate explicitly in this example what one gets from this term. In the current case, this
term comes from

/ (D2 ) A dl?, = / (—200Adz NdZ) AT, + ..., (4.6)
Cones p, Coney, 5,
where we have applied Eq. (2.14). There is also a similar term coming from the integration
by part of ((DTZ;) A dL'Z5.

Altogether, after integration, what we get is

Coney; ,, Coney; ,, b))

Therefore, we finally obtain the holographic entanglement entropy formula for 3d Chern-
Simons term as

Sgrcllt’cs = 87T/X\:I‘N . (48)

This result by [42] is consistent with what we obtained by starting with the anomaly polyno-
mial P3¢ in §3.

anom

4.3 Remark on Integration-by-Part Terms

As we have seen in Eq. (4.6) for 3d gravitational Chern-Simons term, the integration-by-
part under an appropriate regularization can give non-trivial contribution to the holographic
entanglement entropy formula. Before discussing 7d case, here we explain some property of
this “integration-by-part” type of terms.

The first remark is that this type of contribution does not depend on extrinsic curvatures.
The reason is as follows: in the Chern-Simons term evaluated at the regularized cone geometry,
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the extrinsic-curvature-dependent terms are always accompanied by the factor e~ ¢4 with
nonzero positive constant C. Then when we consider “integration-by-part” type of terms,
the integration by part gives

/ dzdze=“4(DA)dL(...) = — / dzdze “MDDA — COADAT(..)+...=0, (4.9)

and similarly for 9A. Here we have used 00A = —7ed?(z,2) and the integration of the form
(2.12).

Another remark is that, when one evaluates the anomaly polynomial, we did not take
into account this type of contribution. This can be justified as follows. When the anomaly
polynomial is evaluated on the regularized cone background, since the terms proportional to
0Adz and 0AdZ in R are always accompanied by K; and/or K;, these “integration-by-part”

—CA with nonzero

terms appearing in the anomaly polynomial are always proportional to e
C. Thus, from the above argument, this type of terms never contributes to holographic
entanglement entropy formula so far as one start with the anomaly polynomials. On the
other hand, when starting with the Chern-Simons terms, this type of term gives nontrivial

contribution and thus we need to keep track of them carefully.

4.4 7d Double-Trace Gravitational Chern-Simons Term

Now we return to the direct derivation of holographic entanglement entropy formula from

Chern-Simons terms. Here we consider the 7d double-trace type of gravitational Chern-

7d,double
ICS

Simons term . We divide into the following three possible contribution and evaluate

one by one :
(Case 1) Ig’;% |singular A ngombth ’
(Case 2) I%Cé ’(]th A ’Pgﬁom’singulm‘ ’
(Case 3) Ig’;% |singular A ngom|singular .

Within each of Case 1 and Case 2, there are three possibilities depending on whether the singu-
lar term is proportional to A (or OA), DA, or DAOA. Here the contribution proportional to
OA (or 0A) means the one giving nontrivial contribution due to the integration-by-part (2.14).
On the other hand, in Case 3, we only need to consider dAdz and dAdZ terms in Ig’fé| singular
and tr(R?)| singular, Which after multiplication gives terms proportional to 0AOAdz N dz. We
note that all the ingredients needed for this evaluation is summarized in Appendix A.

4.4.1 Casel

We first consider Case 1. As mentioned above, Case 1 contains the following three possibilities:

(1) 0A Term
Since the this type of terms essentially “factorizes” into the computation of 90A term in 3d
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gravitational Chern-Simons term and the non-singular term of the anomaly polynomial for
3d Chern-Simons term, we can easily obtain

/ I |pp.4 N Piasomloth (4.10)
Coney; p,
= / 4me [2R§V+tr(r2) —8Ry A (K-K)—8DK-DK)+ 8K -r-K)| ATy.
%

(2) 0ADA Term
This type of contribution vanishes because I%|5454 = 0 :

3d 3d
/ I¢519454 N Panomlotn = 0. (4.11)
Cones; ,,

(3) OA or DA Term
By integrating by part as in Eq. (2.14), we can see that this type of contribution gives

nontrivial result:
/ I oa54 N Potomlotn = / e 2y A Ry + Ty Atr(r?)] . (4.12)
Cones; 5, Py

4.4.2 Case 2

As in Case 1, we can evaluate the three possibilities in Case 2 one by one as follows :

(1) 00A Term
By using some results in Appendix A, we can straightforwardly obtain the following result:

3d 3d |
/ IS oth A Panomlosa
Coneyx p,

_ 1
:/(87Te) [2I‘N/\R?V—4I‘N/\RN/\(K-K)+RN/\tr <7r—§73>
b))
—4Ry N [(K - DK) + (K - DK)]

A —

—2(K-K) Atr <7'r - %73> +8(K-K)A[(K-DK)+ (K- DK)]] .(4.13)

(2) 0ADA Term
In the same way as J0A term above, by using the results in Appendix A, the direct evaluation

gives

/ Ié%bth A ngombAéA
Cones; ,,
_ _ 1,
= [ 16me|2’'N ARy AN (K- K) + (K-K) Atr [ yr — =7
P

—2(K-K)A[(K-DK)+ (K- f)K)]] . (4.14)
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(3) OA or DA Term
After integration by part as in Eq. (2.14), we can confirm that this type of term does not

generate any nontrivial contribution :
3d 3d
/ ICS‘Oth A ’Panom‘aA,gA =0. (415)
Cones: ,,

4.4.3 Case 3

By using some results in Appendix A, we can easily obtain

3d) 3d )
/ 12519464 N Panomloasa
Cones: ,,

= /(—167Te) [RN/\ [(K-DK)+ (K-DK)]—2(K-K)A[(K-DK) + (K - DK)]
b

4.4.4 Final Result

Summing results from all these cases, we obtain the total contribution as

3271’6/ {FN /\R?V + %I‘N /\tr('r2) + 2 [—RN + (K . K)] A [(DK . K) + (DK . K)]
Y

+d EI‘N A tr <w — %f’) - %I‘N A (K - DK) + (K - DK)]} } .

Therefore, by neglecting the total derivative term (we assume that there is no homological
obstruction), we finally obtain the holographic entanglement entropy formula for 7d double-

trace gravitational Chern-Simons term as follows:

7d, double
Sont,CS

_ 3277/ {rN AR+ %FN Atr(r?) + 2[Ry + (K - K)] A[(DK - K) + ([)K.K)]},
b

which agrees with the result from the anomaly polynomial in §3.
A similar computation can be repeated for the single trace gravitational CS term in AdS7
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(i.e. Eq. (2.2)). The details are provided in Appendix D and the result is

7d single
Coney p,

= (167e) /E [rN AR% + 2Ry +3(K-K)| A (K - DK) + (K - DK)]

€

+(DK -r-K)— (DK -7 -K)
—|—d[%I‘N/\[(K-DK)+(K-ﬁK)]—%I‘N/\[(K-V-K)+(K-7-K)]

+i[(l§K"y'K)—(l§K-’y-K)]—%[(K'VQ-KH(K"YQ-K)]]].

(4.18)

Neglecting the total derivative term (we assume that there is no homological obstruction), we
finally obtain the holographic entanglement entropy formula for 7d single-trace gravitational
Chern-Simons term as follows:

st = aom) [ [rN AR+ [~2Ry +3(K - K)| A [(K - DK) + (K - DK))
%

which agrees with the result from the anomaly polynomial in §3.

5 Consistency Checks and Applications

Now that we have obtained the holographic entanglement entropy formulae of purely gravi-
tational Chern-Simons terms, we next generalize to some mixed Chern-Simons terms. After
this, we will explain the consistency of our formulae with the black hole entropy formula
for Chern-Simons terms. We will also comment on the Lorentz-frame dependence of Chern-
Simons contribution to (holographic) entanglement entropy. At the end of this section, we
will briefly comment on the application of our holographic entanglement entropy formula to
6d (2,0) theories.

5.1 Generalization to Mixed Chern-Simons Term

Let us consider the cases with U(1)-gravitational mixed Chern-Simons terms. In these cases,
the corresponding anomaly polynomials contain the U(1) field strength. Here we follow the
notation in the Appendix of [8] and explain a straightforward generalization of holographic
entanglement entropy formulae to the mixed Chern-Simons terms. The most general U(1)
gauge potential one-form Ay ;) on By, (Here By, is the bulk extension of n-replicated boundary
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geometry M,. We use (p,7,y) for the coordinates of B,,) can be written as

Ay = dp [a,(y) + O, 5"e™"T)| + d7p [a-(y) + O(p°, p"e™T)]
+dy' [ai(y) + O, 5"e="T)] . (5.1)

By introducing the new coordinate (p, 7, %) (which is a natural coordinate after the orbifolding
by Zy) defined by p = np'/™ and ¥ = 7/n, we can rewrite this as

Ay = p “dplay(y) + O(z,2)] + p~pdr [a-(y) + O(z,2)] + dy* [ai(y) + O(z,2)] . (5.2)

Here e = 1 — (1/n) and (2,2) = (pe'™, pe~*7). Now we carry out the regularization of this
cone geometry by introducing A = —(e/2) log(p* + a2,,) as

Ay = edplay(y) + O(z,2)] + e?pdr [ar(y) + O(2,2)] + dy' [ai(y) + O(z,2)] . (5.3)

From this gauge potential one-form on the regularized cone, we can compute the U(1) field
strength as

Fyq) = dAuq)
= [0Adz Ndz x (...) + 0Adz Ndz x (...)]
+(terms o< dz or dz) + F + O(z, Z) . (5.4)

Here the second line is the terms of order € and the third line is of order one. In the third
line we have also defined F = d(a;(y)dy’) = d;a;dy* A dy’. Combined with the observation
in §2 (recall that only nontrivial contribution to the holographic entanglement entropy for-
mulas comes from the terms proportional to d0Adz A dz or OAOAdz A dZ in the anomaly
polynomials), the order € terms in Fy;(;y do not generate any non-trivial contributions after
the integration over (z, Z), and only non-trivial contribution to the holographic entanglement
entropy formula comes from the singular terms of R-dependent part wedged with F’s. In
other words, whenever we start with the anomaly polynomials with F', what we need to
do is: (1) first replace Fy(1y’s by F, (2) for the gravitational part of the anomaly polyno-
mial (i.e. RM,-dependent part), carry out the e-expansion and extract the linear terms in
e-expansion. Therefore, once the purely gravitational cases are done, the mixed cases follow
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almost automatically. For example, for a general positive integer k, we have

AdSopy3 With Panom = ¢ F¥ A tr(R?) : Sent,cs = 2(27)(2¢) / FFATN, (5.5)
¥

AdSyji7 with Panom = ¢ F* A tr(R?)

Sent,CS

= 2(27)(4¢) /E FF A [rN AR% +[-2Ry + 3(K - K)] A [(K .DE) + (K - f)K)]

(5.6)
AdS; with Panom = ¢ F¥ A tr(R?) A tr(R?)
Sent,CS
2 k 2 1 2
=92 (277)(4(:)/ F* A [FNARNJr STv Atr (r?)
Y
+2[~Ry + (K - K)] A [(K DEK) + (K-f)K)]] .

(5.7)

We note that the generalization to the mixed case with non-Abelian gauge field is straight-
forward: we can get the holographic entanglement entropy formula by multiplying the purely
gravitational results with a wedge product of tr(F*)’s.

5.2 Consistency with Chern-Simons Contribution to Black Hole Entropy

For general stationary black holes, the extrinsic curvature vanishes at the bifurcation surface,
K; = 0 and K; = 0. We can then easily see that our holographic entanglement entropy for
Chern-Simons terms evaluated there indeed reproduces the Tachikawa entropy formula

> — 8’Panom
STachikawa - /Bf ZST"k I‘N(dI‘N)zk 28 tI‘Rzk . (58)
W k=1

We note that this formula was first proposed in [33] and then various covariance issues in
its derivation were pointed out for 5d and higher dimensions in [34]. Recently, by using a
manifestly covariant formulation of differential Noether charge, [38] gave a covariant derivation
of this formula. In particular for the anomaly polynomials P3¢ = tr(R?), Pldsingle —

anom anom

tr(R*) and PIddouble — t1(R?) A tr(R?), the explicit forms of the entropy formulae are given
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by16

S%‘ichikawa = 87T/ FN7 (59)
Bif
S, = 2(87) /B Ty AR, St = 2(87) /B T Aa(R). (5.10)
KA KA

We note that tr(R?) = 2[R3, + (1/2)tr(r?)] which follows from Eq. (A.37) evaluated at the
bifurcation surface. Therefore, the holographic entanglement entropy formulae with K; =
0,K; = 0 at the bifurcation horizon indeed reproduce the Tachikawa entropy formula given
as above at the bifurcation horizon. We note that the holographic entanglement entropy
formulae for the mixed Chern-Simons terms derived in §§5.1 are also consistent with the
Tachikawa entropy formula.

5.3 Lorentz Boost and Frame-Dependence

One of the interesting properties of the Chern-Simons contribution to entanglement entropy is
that it depends on the choice of the Lorentz-frame. This reflects non-covariant transformation
property of the Chern-Simons terms and quantum anomalies of Lorentz symmetry in the dual
CFT side. A general local Lorentz boost can be decomposed into the ones tangent to the
surface X and the ones normal to it. The holographic entanglement entropy formulae in
Eq. (1.2)-(1.6) are obviously invariant under the Lorentz boosts tangent to . We thus
consider the normal one, written as a normal-bundle gauge transformation I'y — 'y + dA.
Under this transformation, the variation ASen; cs of the holographic entanglement entropy
functionals is summarized as follows:

AdS;3 with Papom = ctr(R?) : ASeni.cs = 2(27)(2¢) /8 . A, (5.11)
AdS5 with Papom = cF Atr(R?) ASent.cs = 2(2m)(2¢) . AF, (5.12)
AdS; with Panom = ¢ F? Atr(R?) ASent.cs = 2(2)(2¢) /a § AF?, (5.13)
AdS7 with Papom = ctr(R?) : ASent.cs = 2(27)(4c) /8 § AR%, (5.14)

AdS; with Panom = ctr(R?) Atr(R?): ASen.cs = 22(27r)(4c)/

1
A [R?V + —tr(rz)] ,
oy 2

(5.15)

where 0X is the boundary of the bulk entangling surface 3, which is identical to the entangling
surface of the dual CFT. We note that we can trivially generalize this to more general mixed
Chern-Simons terms discussed in §§5.1.

Here is a comment. For AdS3 dual to CFTs, there is only one spatial direction normal to
Y. Therefore it is straightforward to generalize the above analysis to disconnected entangling

'6Tn 3d, the black hole entropy formula below was in fact first derived in [35].
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regions'” (i.e. multi-interval cases). For a m-interval vacuum entanglement entropy in CFTs,
by doing the Lorentz boost with constant A, we obtain ASent cs = (8m¢c)A(2m), where each
interval contributes to a ‘2’ to the integral on the RHS of AdS3 case above. This indeed repro-
duces the result obtained in [42, 49] for m = 1 as well as the the Lorentz-boost-dependence
in the multi-interval answer of [50] for CFTs in the large central charge limit.

As stated before, the main focus of the current paper is the derivation of holographic
entanglement entropy formulae in the gravity side, but here we would like to comment on
its relation to the dual CFT side. More generally, let us start with (2k)-dimensional QFT
(QF Ty, where k is a positive integer) with anomalies associated to some global continuous
symmetries. The anomaly in this even-dimensional QFT can be understood systematically via
the anomaly inflow mechanism [51] (see also [39] for finite temperature case). In the anomaly
inflow mechanism, the anomalies observed in QF Ty, can be interpreted as follows: we regard
that this even-dimensional QFT is living on the boundary of one-dimensional higher bulk
(note that this bulk is irrelevant to gauge/gravity dualities) where an appropriate Chern-
Simons term is turned on. This Chern-Simons term then generates a flow of current from the
bulk to the boundary, explaining the breakdown of the conservation law due to the anomalies
observed in this QFTqy.

Once we have this description based on the anomaly-inflow mechanism, in order to com-
pute anomalous contribution to entanglement entropy from QFT, what we need to do is to
study the regularized cone geometry for this bulk Chern-Simons system of the anomaly-inflow.
Since the Chern-Simons term in the anomaly inflow mechanism is exactly the same as the
Chern-Simons term on the gravity side of gauge/gravity duality, the formal computation is
exactly the same on both cases. Thus, in the same way as we have computed the holographic
entanglement entropy formula from Chern-Simons term in §4, we can derive the anomalous
contribution to entanglement entropy on QFT side. Then, by doing the U(1)-gauge trans-
formation along the normal bundle direction, we obtain the same result as we have obtained
from the dual gravity side. Although we have used holography to obtain Eq. (5.11)-(5.15), the
above argument suggests that the validity of these formulae for the frame-dependence part of
entanglement entropy goes beyond CFTs with a gravity dual, and hence they are applicable
for a generic QFTy; with anomalies.

5.4 Application to Anomaly Polynomials of 6D (2,0) theories

As an application, we derive the holographic entanglement entropy functional associated with
anomaly polynomials of (2,0) theories with gauge group G (see [52-54] for some detailed
discussions):

2rrg
48

po(F) ~ pa(R) + 7 (m(R) — pa ()| — 2750l

Panom = - 4

p2(F), (5.16)

17See [49] for a nice geometric argument in the single interval case.
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where rg, dg and hg are the rank, the dimension and the Coxeter number of the gauge group
G respectively while the Pontryagin classes are defined with the conventions:
1 1/ 2

2 4
pi(F) = = <%> tr(F?), po(F) = 3 <%> [(trF?) A (trF?) — 2tr(FY)] (5.17)

and accordingly the same definitions for p;(R) and pa(R) upon sending F' — R. The field
strength F' here is the SO(5)g field strength. Applying the results in Eqs. (5.5)-(5.7), we
obtain

Sont,CS

— "G > /Z [—2 Ty ARY +Tn A [tr(r?) + tr(F?)]

2 x (48) x (27)

6 Conclusion and Discussion

In this work, we have taken the first step towards understanding how extrinsic corrections
to entanglement entropy can be reliably derived for gravitational theories with CS terms.
While the Christoffel connection on the holographic replica background should be carefully
dealt with, once this is done, one gets an answer that matches with indirect methods of
computation using anomaly polynomial.

The simplest extension of our work would be to compute the extrinsic corrections for an
arbitrary CS term and give a closed form answer. While this is in principle a straightforward
exercise using the methods described in this paper, in practice, the computations become
more and more tedious. Perhaps an intelligent reader can organise this computation into a
nice closed form answer which uncovers the structure of these corrections.

Given the explicit form of corrections in the case of AdS7, there is a clear cut challenge
to reproduce it from the field theory side by using CFTg with Lorentz anomalies. There
is a good reason to assume that the corrections we have computed do not depend on the
coupling (since they are tied to anomalies) and hence should be visible even in free theory
computations. Both the free theory of chiral fermions and that of free chiral 2-form fields in
6d contribute to Lorentz anomalies and it is an interesting question as to how these extrinsic
corrections show up in entanglement entropy computations of these theories. We hope that
our work will motivate entanglement studies of these free theories which would shed light on
the physics behind the Dong-type corrections.

Although we focused on the derivation of holographic entanglement entropy functional,
in order to evaluate the Chern-Simons contribution to entanglement entropy for an entangling
region for a given state, another step is involved—identification of the bulk entangling surface
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in the dual gravitational background. For Einstein gravity, the location of the surface is
identified in [3] by requiring that the singular terms in the bulk equation of motion vanish
on the regularized cone background.'® This proves the prescription by Ryu and Takayanagi
that the bulk entangling surface minimizes the holographic entanglement entropy functional.

For a general higher derivative theory, it is still unclear if the approach by [3] , which
becomes in general complicated, is equivalent to the minimization of the holographic entangle-
ment functional (see [8, 15, 21, 22] for a related discussion in the context of Lovelock gravity).
By using a relatively simple structure of the holographic entanglement entropy functional for
Chern-Simons terms and bulk equation of motion, we hope that our analysis will lead to a
deeper understanding of this second step. In [42], a geodesic equation for spinning particle
was analyzed to identify the bulk entangling surface for 3d gravitational Chern-Simons term.
It would be nice to generalize this approach to higher dimensions by considering spinning
membranes.

We note that the non-static situations might be necessary in order to get a nontrivial
contribution to holographic entanglement entropy from the Chern-Simons terms. For the
simplest case with the spherical entangling region for CFT vacuum state, the terms examined
in this paper vanish. This follows from the fact that both the usual BH entropy part (given by
Tachikawa formula) and the extrinsic curvature corrections vanish in this case.?’ It would be
worthwhile to consider a gravitational background dual to an excited state or a more general
entangling surface to obtain non-trivial contribution.

Another future direction is a generalization to time-dependent background to construct
the CS analogue of HRT proposal [55] of Einstein gravity. Hydrodynamics for anomalous
systems and its holographic description are of great interests both from theoretical and ex-
perimental point of view. As a result of recent developments, we now have a systematic
understanding of the leading-order anomaly-induced transport both from quantum field the-
ory side [39, 56] as well as dual gravity side [38, 40, 41]. It would be worthwhile to add
entanglement entropy to the list of items to probe and characterize these anomalous systems.
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A Some Useful Quantities

This Appendix summarizes the connection one-form I', curvature two-form R and their wedge
products evaluated on the regularized cone background (2.7). We will use them in the evalu-
ation of anomaly polynomials as well as gravitational Chern-Simons terms. It is noted that,
as we mentioned in §2, we dropped many terms that are irrelevant to the evaluation of the
holographic entanglement entropy formulas for Chern-Simons terms in this paper.

Here is one remark on the notation. In this Appendix, after evaluating R etc. on the
regularized cone geometry, we will decompose them into pieces and use the following notation
and terminology: By superscript (9 (for example, ©) R), we label the contributions of order-
¥ and at the same time zeroth order in (z, Z)-expansion, while the superscript (Y labels the
order-e¢ term of the from dAdz or Adz multiplied by zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion.
By superscript (dz), we denote the order-e term of the form 00Adz A dZ multiplied by zeroth
order terms in (z, Z)-expansion. Finally the superscript (dd) ig used for the order-e2 term of
the form 0AJAdz A dz multiplied by zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion.
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A.1 Christoffel Symbol

On the regularized cone geometry (2.7), the Christoffel symbol up to order e! and up to first
order in (z, Z)-expansion is computed as

%, =20A—-4®4 Tz, [%,:;=2%"Tz T?%:5:=0,

T7,; = +2ieU; —i(2Vaj + 2Vzj) — 20 (Uj + Vaja®) +2i Up g™ K j 2,
I'*;; =2iU, gleglj z,

I = —i2 (0;Uy + 0pU;) — 2€ A (Kzjh, + Qzaje ) + 20 Uy ji 2,
% =204 — 44T 2, %, =227z, r*..=0,

T75; = —2ielU; +i(2Vyj + 2Vzj) + 20 (U; + Vgja®) — 2 Uy, g™ Kz 2,
%, =-2iUng™Ky 7,

I =2 (0;Ux + 04U;) — 2€ (Ko ji + Quaje #) — 20 Uny™j1 2,

. =ie?g'v,z, Tl =iV, 2,
. i . ~
I, = —56“9”(‘@1 z—Va2), (A1)

IWijz = _262A29ilUlUj + gilejl - 2gimganamnxaszl
i . .
+§€2A292l(8le - 8lUj) + ngQzajlxa 5
jz = =229 "UU; + ¢" Kzt — 29" 9" Kamnz Kzj1
—§e2Azg”(8le — 0U;) + 9" Qzajua”,
T = 20" Ul(K 1z — Kzji2) + 455 — 20" Kanm®™y™ jx
+9" (0; K + Ok Koji — O Kaji)
Here we have defined the Christoffel symbol for g;; as ’yijk =1/ 2gil(3jgzk + Orgji — O19jk)-

It is also convenient for our purpose to define the normal-bundle connection (I'y); and
its field strength as

(PN),' = (—QiUi), (RN)ij = 28[Z-(FN)]-] s (A2)
with their differential forms being 'y = (I'y);dz’ and Ry = dT y.

A.2 Connection One-Form

The connection one-form is defined by I'*, = I'*,,, dz”. From the expression of the Christoffel
symbol in Eq. (A.1), it is obvious that, in the connection one-form, A and A are always
accompanied by dz and dz, respectively. Up to zeroth order in (z, Z)-expansion and up to
order €', the connection one-form is computed as

I, =20Adz+Tny+..., T7°:=20Adz-Tn+..., T =T%,=0+...,
sz :—26_2AKj—|—..., I‘Ej:—2€_2AKj—|—...,
', =K'+ ..., ' =K'+ ..., I =~+..., (A.3)
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where we have defined extrinsic curvature one-forms K; = Kzijdyj LK = K;,-jdyj , Kl =
J'K 2154y, K' = ¢'K z1dy’ and the connection one-form v'; = 7ijkdyk for ;. For later
convenience (in the direct evaluation from Chern-Simons terms in §4), here we decompose
the above expression of the connection one form as follows:

Dz, =204dz,  Dr?, =204dz, Dr7, =0, @r?, =o,

@rz, =0, @r7 =0, @ri,=o9, @ri_=9, @rij=o, (A4)
Orz, =1y, Or7,=-ry, Or7=r% =0,

(O)sz — (—26_2A)Kj , (0)1\5] — (—26_2A)Kj , (O)Fiz — Ki, (O)I‘ig — KZ ,

We note that we have dropped the terms proportional to dz or dz without A or A accom-
panied, since they are irrelevant for the purpose of this paper as mentioned in §2. In the rest
of this Appendix, we will also drop these terms.

A.3 Derivative of Connection One-Form
We next evaluate the derivative of the connection one-form, dT'*, up to order e! and up to
zeroth order in (z, Z)-expansion:
dl?, = —200Adz NdzZ+ Ry + ..., dI%;=200AdzNdzZ— Ry +...,
dl*; =0, A%, =0+..., dI',=dK'+..., dr; = dK' + ...,
dT%; = (—2e724)(=2dA) N K, + (—2e2NdK; + ... . |
A% = (—2e7 ) (—2dA) AKj + (=2 2N dK; + ... |
dT; =dvy'j +.... (A.5)
A.4 Curvature Two-Form
By using the above results, the curvature two-form R*, = dI'*, +T'* , AT'?, is calculated as
R, = —200Adz NdZ + Ry + (=2 2K -K) + ...,
R?; =200Adz Ndz — Ry — (—2¢ MK -K) + ...,
R*:=R?,=0,
R, = —20Adz NK'+ DK + ...,
R'; = —20Adz ANK'+ DK + ... |

R = (_26_2A)(—25Ad5) A Kj + (—26_2A)15Kj +...,
sz _ (_26—2A)(_28Adz) A Kj + (—26_2A)bKj + ...,
R; :’I"ij—26_2A(Ki/\Kj+Ki/\Kj)+--- ; (A.6)

where K - K = K? A K;. Here the covariant derivative D compatible with the normal bundle
gauge field I' y is defined such that

DK; =DK,; —-T'y NK;,
DK'=DK'—Ty AK',
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where the covariant derivative D with respect to g;; is defined as

DK, =dK; — v/, NK;, DK, =dK; —v/; NK;,
DK'=dK'+~'; AK/, DK'=dK'+~; K.

(A.8)

We also note that r'; = (1/2)ridy* A dy' = dvi; + ' A~} is the curvature two-form for

Gij-

In Eq. (A.6), we have written down the explicit form of the terms in the curvature two-

form that are needed for our purpose. By using the notation introduced at the beginning of

this Appendix, it is convenient to decompose the above expression in the following way:

PR = 200Adz Ndz, IR, =200Adz A dz,

@R:=0, PR, =0,

@R, =0, @PR,=0, @WR,;=0, @WR,;=0, @R, =0,
(dd)R“,, =0,

DRz, =0, WR*, =0, @WR*,=0, @WR? =0,

DR, = —20Adz NK?, DR, = —20Adz NK?,

DR, = (—2e724)(—204d2) ANK;, DR = (—2e724)(—20Adz) N K,
(d)Rij =0,

OR*, =Ry + (—2¢"")(K-K), OR’,=_Ry—(-22)K K),
OR* = 0, ORZ = 0,

OR.=DK", OR;=DK,

OR?; = (—2¢724)DK;, OR?, = (—2724DK;,

OR =rj + (-2 (K'NK; + K AK;).

A.5 Structures of Products of Connections and Curvatures

A.5.1 T?

For the wedge product (T'?)4, = I'*, ANT'?,, after some computation, we can obtain the

following result:
(d2)(1-\2),uy =0, (dd) (21, =0,
(d) 2 Z = 0, (d) (1‘2)22 =0, (d) (Fz)zg =0, @ (F2)ZZ =0,

(r) 0
@D(12)%; = (—2e724)(20Ad2) AK;, @D(12)%; = (—2e724)(20Adz) AN K,
(T2)’, = K’ A (20Adz) @2y, = K' A (20Adz)

(<) =0
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and

)
ZZ -0 (0) (1-12)22 =0,
( )

(—2e724) [- FNAK +(K- 7) ]

=K'ATy+(v-K)',  O@?);=-K'ATy+ (7 -K),

= (—2e MK AK; + K AK;) + (125 (A.12)
Here (K- 7); = Ki A5, (72)f) = 7'k AP ete.

A5.2 I

The wedge product I'® is decomposed as follows:

(d2)(1-\3),uV —0, (dd) (p3y1, = 0, (A.13)
Dr?)7, = 2(204dz)(-2¢ ) (K- K), D% = (-2)(204dz)(—2¢ ") (K - K)
@3z, = o (d)(r?’)iz =
(

(
( ,
@D(M3)2; = (—2e724)(204d2) A (K -7);, D@37 = (—2e724)(204d2) A (K -7);,
(
(
(

@D(r3), = (20Adz) A (v - K)*,

@3y, = (20Adz) A (v - K)",

@D(3)e; = (20Ad2)(—2e724) (~1)(K' AK;) 4 (204d2) (2724 (1) (K AK;), (A.14)
and

O@3)7, = (-2 2Ty A (K-K) + (K- v K)] |

O(r3)%; = (—2¢724) 2y A (K- K)+(K -7 - K)] ,

O@)y, = (=2*H(K -7 -K), O@), = (-2*)(K - 7-K)

O@)7; = (=2 PK - K)AK; + (—2e7) [Ty A (K- y); + (K- v-9);]

O = —(27) (K- K) AK; + (=267 [Ty A (K -9); + (K7 -7)5

O@®), = [(v K)' ATN + (v 7-K)'] + (2K A (K- K),

O3y, = [~(y K)'ATn + (v-7-K)'] = (22K A (K - K),

O = (%)

+(—2e7) [Ty A (K AKj - K AK))
+(y- K AKj 4+ (v K AK + K A (K-7); + K A (K-7),] -
(A.15)
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A53 TR
The wedge product I' R can be computed as follows:

(@) TR)?, = T'n A (—200Adz A dZ), P)TR)?; = T'n A (—200Adz A dZ),
(d2)(FR)22 — 0’ (dz)(I‘R)ZZ — O7 (d2 ( )z] (d2)(FR)5] — 07
@) TR), =K' A (—200Adz AdZ),  @T)NTR); = (— YK A (—200Adz A dZ)
) rR); =0,
(dd) (I\R)ZZ — 0 , (dd) (I\R)ZE — O , (dd) (I\R)ZE — O , (dd) (I\R)EZ — 0 ,
W (PR)*; = (—2e724)(—40AdAdz NdZ) ANK;, (T R)?; = (—2e724) (4040 Adz A dz) ANK
WrRry.=0, “ITR):=0,
@ (rR)’; =0, (A.16)
and
(TR)". = (20Adz) A [Ry +2(—2¢ )( K)|,
@D(TR)?; = —(20Adz) A [Ry + 2(—2¢724) K] ,
@@TR)? =0, (TR, =0,
@(TR)*; = (20Adz) A (—2¢7 ) DK + (—2¢724)(204dz) ATx AK;,
D(TR)?; = (20Adz) A (—2¢7 ) DK, — (—2¢724)(20A4dz) ATx AK;,
@A(R), = (204d2) A (v-K)',  @D(TR)'; = (204dz) A (v - K)*,
@D(TR)Y; = (20Adz) A (=27 (K' AK;) + (204dz) A (=272 (K AK;), (A.17)
O(TR)*, = Ty A Ry + (—2 )[I‘N/\(K K) + K DK} ,
O)(TR)?; = Ty A Ry + (—2¢24) [rN ANEK-K)+ K- DK} :
O(TR)*: = (—2¢7*4)(K - DK),
O(TR)?, = (—2¢72)(K - DK),
O(TR)?; = (—2¢724) [rN ADK; + (K- r)j} +(—2e (K -K) A K, (A.18)
O(TR)?; = (—=2¢7%4) [—rN ADK; + (K - r)j] + (=) (=2 (K - K) A K,
O)(TR), = [RN AK' + (- DK) ] (—2¢ 2K A (K- K),
O(rR); = [—RN AK' + (v - DK)! } (-1)(=2e2HK' A (K - K),
OTR); = ()

+

(—2e724) [K"AbKjJrKiAf)KjJr(y-K)"AKj + (v - K) /\K]
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A.54 RI

After some straightforward computation, the wedge product RI is obtained as

, @RIy, =o0,

200Adz NdZ) ATy,  @T)(RT)?; = (—200Adz Adz) ATy,

(RT)*. = (-
J(RT)*: =0
(@)(RT)?; = (—=200Adz A dz) A (=2 2MK,;,  @PNRD)?; = (—1)(—200Adz A dz) A (—2e 2K,
J(RT)'. =0
J(RT)*, =0

@)(RT), =0, @(RD);=0, @) (RD),;=0,

(dd RT MI/: )
and

@ (RT)?, = (20Adz) A [Ry + (—2¢ ) (K - K)] + (—20A4dz) A (—2¢ (K - K),
@(RT)?; = (—20Adz) A [Ry + (—2¢ M) (K - K)] + (20A4dz) A (27 ) (K - K),
“W@Rr)y:=o0, Ry =0,

@(RT)?; = (—204dz) A (<2¢7*) (K -7);,  D(RD)7 = (—204dz) A (—2¢7>4)(K - 7);,
@(RI)", = (20Adz) A[DK' —K'ATy],  @D(RD)"; = (20Adz) A [DK' + K' AT y],
D(RT)'; = (—20Adz) A (=22 (KP AK;) + (—204dz) A (—2¢ 72 (K A K;), (A.20)
O(RI)?, =T'n A Ry 4 (=272 [Ty A (K- K) + (DK - K)],

O(RL)?; =Ty ARy + (=27 [Py A (K- K) + (DK - K)],

O)(RI)?; = (—2¢724)(DK - K) O(RI)?, = (—2¢724)(DK - K),

O/(RT)?; = (—2¢724) [R ANK; + (DK - 7) }+ 2 24)2(K - K) N K,
(0>(Rr)5j:(—2e—2f‘)[ Ry AK; + (DK - 7)] (222K - K) AK;,
ORI, = [DK' ATy + (r - K)'] + (—2¢ K’ A (K - K),

O(RD); = [-DK'ATN + (r-K)'] — (—2¢ MK’ A (K - K),

ORI = (r-7)' + (—2 Y [DK AK; + DKEAK; + KA (K-7); + KA (K -7),].
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A.5.5 I'?R

We

can also compute the wedge product I'’R as

(@) T2R)?, = (—200Adz A dZ) A (—2e 24 (K - K),

(@) T2R)?; = (—200Adz A dz) A (—2¢ ) (K - K),

(d2)(F2R)z2 -0, (d2)(F2R)2 -0, (d2)(F2R)zj =0, (dQ)(I‘2R)Zj -0,

(@)(T2R), = (—200Adz A dz) A [KP ATy + (v - K)T]

(@) (T2R), = (—200Adz A dz) A [KP ATy — (v K)T]

(2R =0,

(@) (P2RY*, =0, (@) (2R, = 0, (@) (P2 Ry, = 0, (@) (P2RY?, =0,

(dd) (F2R)zj —0, (dd)(F2R) —0, (dd)(F2R)iz —0, (dd) (T2R)'. =0,

W)(P2R)!; = (—40ADAdz A dz) A (—2¢ (K AK; — K AK;), (A.22)
@(T2R)?, = (20Adz) A (—2¢24) [(K "DK)—Ty AK-K) — (K-~ K)]
@(T2R)?; = (20AdZ) A (—2¢~24) [(K DK) - Ty A (K-K) - (K ’y K)}
D(2R)?, = (20Adz) A (—2e724) (K - DK) + (—20Adz) A (—2¢"2)(K - v - K),
D(@2R)?, = (20Adz) A (—2¢24) (K - DK) + (—20Adz) A (—2¢ 72 (K - v - K),
D(T2R)?; = (20Adz) A [(—2e ) (K - 7); + (-2 22K - ) ANK;]

+(—204dz) A (=267 (K- K) AK;,
(d)(F2R)2j _ (25Ad2) A [( 20~ 2A)(K 7:) ( 26—214)2(1_{ . K) A Kj]
+(20Ad2) A (—2¢7 ) (K -K) A K,

D(T2R)', = (—20Adz) ARy ANK 4 (7 -7 - K)' + 2(—2¢724) (K - K) A K]

@(M2R); = (—20Adz) A |[—Ry AK' + (v-~v-K)' —2(—2¢724)(K - K) A K],

D(T2R); = (—20Adz) A (—2e724) [(Ki ADK;) + [-K AT N + (v-K) A K]}
+(~204d2) A (~2¢724) (K A DK;) + KT ATx + (v K)] A K

(A.23)
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—|—( 26_2A) [(K'K)/\[DKj+FN/\Kj]—l—(K"}/-K)/\Kj-F(K"V'K)/\KJ},
O?R)7; = (—2¢7*Y)[-Tw A (K-7); + (K- v 7);
H(—2e )2[ (I_(-K)/\[DKj—I‘N/\Kj]—|—(K-7-I_()/\Kj+(K-7-K)/\I_(j],
)"

OT?R)". = [K' ATy + (v-K)'| ARy + (y- 7 DK)'
+(—2e724) [[KZAPNHv-K)i]A(K-K)+K2‘A(K-DK)+K2‘A(K-DK)} ,
O)(T2R), = [KI ATy — (v K)] A Ry + (77 - DK)’
+(—2e724) [[K’/\I‘N—(V-K)i]/\(K-K)—I—Ki/\(K-ﬁK)—l—Ki/\(K'ﬁK)} ,
OT?R)'j = (v-v- 7))
+(—2e7) [[Ki ATN + (7-K)JADK; + [-K ATy + (v-K)] A DK;
FKAK 7), + K AK 1)+ (77 K AK; + (v 7 K) /\K]
(=272 (K-K)A (K AK; - KAK;).
(A.24)

A.5.6 R?

For R?, after some computation, we obtain the following result:

(@) (R?)*, = 2(—200Adz A dZ) A [Ry + (—2¢72)(K - K)] ,

(@) (R?)?, = 2(—200Adz A dz) A [Ry _2e—2A)(K ‘K],

(d2)(R2)zz =0, (d2)(R2) -0,

(@)(R?)?; = (—=200Adz A dz) A (—2¢24) DK,

(@)(R?)?; = (—1)(—200Adz A dz) A (—2e24) DK,

(@)(R?), = (—=200Adz A dz) A DK

(@) (R?)i; = (—1)(—200Adz A dZ) A DK,

@)(R?); =0, (A.25)
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and

(@) (R?)7, = (40A0Adz A dZ) A (—2¢ ) (K - K),
D(R?)*; = (40A0Adz N dz )/\( 2¢ ) (K - K),
(dd)(R2)z2 -0, (dd) (R ) (dd)(R2)zj -0, (dd)(R2)2j -0,
(dd)(R2)zZ —0, (R2)z
(@) (R%)i; = (—1)(-2 ‘2A)(48A8Adz ANdZ) A (K'AK; - KIAK), (A.26)
as well as
D(R?)*, = (—2¢*4)(—204d2) A (K - DK)
+(—2e724)(—204dz) A (K - DK),
@D (R?)?, = (—2¢724)(—20Adz) A (K - DK)
+(—2e724)(—20A4dz) A (K - DK),
D (R?)?, = 2(—2¢24)(—20Adz)(K - DK),
@D (R?)?, = 2(—2¢24)(—20Adz)(K - DK),
D(R?)7; = (—20Adz) A [(—2¢7*)[(K - 7r); + Ry AKj] +2(-2¢7)* (K- K) AK;] |
D(R?*)7; = (—20Ad2) A [(—2e*Y[(K - 7); — Ry AKj] — 2(—2¢ 22 (K - K) A K],
D(R?)", = (—20Adz) A [K' ARy + (r-K)' +2(—2¢ K’ A (K - K] :
D(R?)'; = (—20Adz) A [-K' ARy + (r- K)' —2(—2e 2K’ A (K - K)] ,
@) (R2Y; = (—2¢724)(~20Adz) [K ADK; + DK A K ]

+(—2e724) (=20 Adz) A [KZ A DK; + DK A Kj] ,
(A.27)
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and

H(—2e2A)2 [—(K "K) A DK, + (DK - K) AK; + (DK - K) A Kj] ,
0)(R2)i, = [RN ADK' + (r- f)K)Z}
+(—2e7 2 [(K "K)ADK'+K'A (DK -K) + K' A (DK - K)] ,
0 (R?)i, = [—RN A DK+ (- DK)"]
+(—2e724) [—(K "K)ADK'+K'A (DK -K) + K' A (DK - K)} ,
(A.28)

along with

O(R2), = (1)} + (2724 [f)Ki A DK; + DK’ A DK

+K'AK-7); +K'AK-7);+ (r- K)'AK; + (r-K)'AK;

+(—2e2MN2(K-K)A (K'AK; - K AK)) . (A.29)

A5.7 I3,

By using the above results, we can compute 3d Chern-Simons terms Ig’fé on the regularized
cone geometry. For the contribution of the form 00Adz A dz or 0ADAdz A dzZ multiplied by
zeroth order terms in (z, Z)-expansion, we obtain

13| 9pa = (—4)(00Adz N dz) ATy, (A.30)
119454 = 0. (A.31)
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On the other hand, the contribution of the form A (or DA) times zeroth order terms in

(2, Z)-expansion as well as that of order-e” and zeroth order in (z, Z)-expansion are

I |oa 4 = (20Adz) A [Ry +2(—2¢**)(K - K)]
+(—1)(20A4dz) A [Ry + 2(—2¢*N)(K - K)] , (A.32)

1 . _ .
I o = 20N A Ry + tr <’yr — g’y?’) +2(—2e7 %) [(K .DK) + (K - DK)| .(A.33)

A.5.8 P

anom
From the above expression for R?, we can also straightforwardly compute the anomaly poly-

nomial P34

3d = tr(R?) corresponding to the 3d Chern-Simons term. By using the same

notation as the 3d Chern-Simons term case just above, we have

P losa = (—8)(00Adz N dZ) A [Ry + (274 (K - K)] , (A.34)
P loaga = 16(0ADAdz A dZ) A (—2e724) (K - K), (A.35)

and

Pt mloags = (—8)(0Adz) A (—2¢**)(K - DK)
+(—8)(DAdZ) A (—2¢7 ) (K - DK), (A.36)
P Joth = 4(=2¢724) IRy A (K -K) + (DK - DK) — (K -7 - K)| + 2R3 + tr(r?).
(A.37)

B Details of Computation in Anomaly Polynomial Method

In this Appendix, we will explain in detail the derivation of holographic entanglement entropy
formulas for purely gravitational Chern-Simons terms from the anomaly polynomials we have
briefly summarized the results in §4.

B.1 tr(R?)

Let us first start with the anomaly polynomial P3¢ = tr(R?) corresponding to 3d gravita-
tional Chern-Simons term. We will evaluate this polynomial on the regularized cone geometry.
As reviewed in §§2.4, there are two types of potential contributions to the holographic en-
tanglement entropy: the contribution proportional to JAJA and that proportional to JOA.
We will first evaluate them separately and then combine to get the holographic entanglement
entropy formula from the anomaly polynomial.
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B.1.1 00A Term

Among the anomaly polynomial tr(R?2), there are two possibilities to have the contribution
proportional to 00A :

@R OR: %o, — @WRFOR: 9 (B.1)

where the factor 2 comes from the choice for the location of R in tr(R?). By using the
expression of R summarized in Eq. (A.9) and summing up the contribution from the above
two possibilities, we obtain after integration

/ P loga = / (—800Adz Ndz) A [Ry + (—2e 2 (K - K)]
Conexxr,n

Conesyr,n
= 87re/ [Ry —2(K-K)] . (B.2)
Yl

B.1.2 0AOA Term
As for the terms proportional to 9AJA, there are two possibilities in tr(R?) :
DR DR* x2, WR.DRZ x2. (B.3)

Here the factor 2 comes from the choice for the location of (Y Ri, and (¥ R'; . By summing
up and integrating these two contributions, we obtain

/ P / 16(—2¢724)(9A0Adz A d2) A (K - K)
Conongyn Conesyr.n

= 167T€/(K -K). (B.4)
B.1.3 Final Result

By summing Egs. (B.2) and (B.4), we obtain the total of the order e contribution to the
anomaly polynomial as follows:

8me Ry = 871'6/ I'y. (B.5)
Sxl )

Therefore, the holographic entanglement entropy formula for 3d gravitational Chern-Simons
term is computed from the anomaly polynomial as

Sg’gt,cs =8m / Iy, (B.6)
)
which reproduces the result obtained in [42].

B.2 tr(R?Y)

As a next example, we proceed to 7d and consider the single-trace type of gravitational Chern-

I gfé single and the corresponding anomaly polynomial P7%59le — tr(R%). In the

Simons term ol

same ways as 3d case, we first evaluate the terms proportional to 90A and OAJA separately
and then combine to get the holographic entanglement entropy formula.
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B.2.1 00A Term

We first evaluate the term proportional to d9A in tr(R*). There are two possibilities in
tr(R*):

@R, O(RRR)*, x4, @R, O(RRR)*; x 4. (B.7)

Here (0)(RRR)Z . = (O)RZ“(O)R“V(O)R” , and the factor 4 comes from the choice for the
location of ()R in tr(R*). By summing up these contributions, we obtain after integration

7d,singl
/ Panbsrilng e|85A
Conesyr,n
= / (—1600Adz A dZ)
Conesyr,n

3

A [By + (27 (K - K)]

+2(=2e Y[Ry + (27K - K)| A (DK - DK) + (—2¢724)(DK - r - DK)

A — A

+(—2e724)2 [(DK K) A (DK -K) + (DK - K) A (DK - K)}]

= 16776/ [R?V —6R%, A (K-K)—4Ry A (DK - DK) 4+ 12Ry A (K - K)?
YxI

+4(DK -K) A (DK -K) +4(DK -K) A (DK -K) — 2 (DK - r - DK)

+8(K -K)A (DK -DK) —8(K - K)3] . (B.8)

B.2.2 0AOA Term

For the terms proportional to AJA, there are eight possibilities in tr(R?) :
(d)Riz(d)RZj(O)(RR)ji x 4, (d)RiZ(d)REj(O)(RR)jZ. x4,
(d)RZj(d)Rjz(O)(RR)ZZ x 4, (d)Rfj(d)Rjz(O)(RR)iz x4,
(d)Riz(O)Rzz(d)RZj(O)Rji x 4, (d)RiZ(O)REZ(d)RZj(O)RjZ. x 4, (B.9)
(d)RiZ(O)RZj(d)Rjg(O) R x 4, (d)RZj(O)Rjz(d)Rfi(O)RiZ x4
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Here the factor 4 comes from the locations of (9 R’s in tr(R*). Each term in this list is then

computed as follows :

(d)RiZ(d)sz(O)(RR)j,- x 4
= 16(—2e24)(0ADAdz A d7)

/\[—( 2¢ ) (DK -K)A (DK -K) 4+ (K -7 -7 -K) + (—2¢2")(DK - K) A (DK - K)

+2(—2e 2 (K - K) A (K'T'K)+(—26_2A)2(K'K)3],

(d)RiZ(d)sz(O)(RR)j,- x4 = (d)Rig(d)RZj(O)(RR)ji x 4,
(d)RZj(d)Rjz(O)(RR)ZZ x 4
= 16(—2e24)(0A0Adz A dz2) A (K - K)

ARy + (—2¢ 2 (K- K + (- 26_2A)(15K-15K)],

(d)RZj(d)RjE(O)(RR)ZE w4 — (d)RZj(d)RjZ(O)(RR)ZZ % 4

DR, OR* WR* ORI, x 4 =16(—2¢ ) (0ADAdz A dZ) A [Ry + (—2¢ 724 (K - K))]
AK -7 - K) + (-2 (K - K)?],

(d)Riz(O)Riz(d)Rij(O)Rji w4 — (d)Riz(O)RZZ(d)RZj(O)RjZ. « 4

DR OR ;DRI OR?, x 4 =16(—2e"2*)2(0AdAdz A dZ) A (DK - K) A (DK - K),

DR, ORI _DR*OR x 4 =16(—2¢"24)2(0A0Adz N dZ) A (DK - K) A (DK - K).
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By summing them up and doing integration, we obtain
7d,single _
/ Panomg |8A8A
Conex;yr,n

= / 32(—2e 24 (0ADAdz A dZ) (B.11)
Conesyr,n

B.2.3 Final Result

Summing these two contributions in Egs. (B.8) and (B.12), we obtain
167T€/2 ) [R?V —4R3 AN (K -K)+ Ry A [-4(DK - DK) + 6(K - K)? + 2(K - 7 - K)]
x
+6(DK -K) A (DK -K) +6(K -K) A (DK - DK) — 6(K - K) A (K - 7 - K)
—2(DK -7-DK) +2(K -7 -7 - K)] . (B.13)

Now we rewrite this into the form d(...). For this purpose, we note the following identities:
dCn A R%] = R} along with

d[(—2RN) A [(K - DK) + (K - f)K)]]

—4 _RN/\(K-T-K)—R?V/\(K-K)—RN/\(DK-DK)] ,

d :3(12 K)A (K- DK) + (K - f)K)]]

— — A ~

d'(ﬁK-r-K)—(DK-r-K)}

—2[(K- 7 r K)—~RyAK-r-K)— (DK-r-DK)| ,
) (B.14)
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where we have used
D’K'=(r - K)Y—RyAK', D*K'=(r -K'+RyAK'. (B.15)

By using the above identities, we can rewrite Eq. (B.13) as

16776/ d [rN AR% + [-2Rx + 3(K - K)] A [(K -DK) + (K - DK)
YxI

+(DK -r-K) — (DK -r- K)] . (B.16)

Therefore, the holographic entanglement entropy formula for the 7d single-trace gravitational
Chern-Simons term is obtained from the anomaly polynomial as

7d, single
Sent,CS

— 2(27)(4) /

er AR% + [—2Ry + 3(K - K)] A [(K .DE) + (K - DK)]
by
+(ﬁK-r-K)—(ﬁK-r-K)] .
(B.17)
B.3 tr(R?) Atr(R?)

As a final example, here we derive the holographic entanglement entropy formula for 7d

7d,double __

double-trace gravitational Chern-Simons terms by evaluating the anomaly polynomial P/
tr(R?) A tr(R?) on the regularized cone background.

B.3.1 00A Term
There are two possibilities for this type of contribution in tr(R?) A tr(R?):

@R OR, AP o x4,  PIRLORZ AP |0 x4, (B.18)

where the factor 4 comes from the choice for the location of (“)R. By summing over these
contributions and doing integration, we obtain

7d,double| _
/ 7)anom 00A
Conesyr,n

= /C (=16 00 Adz A dZ) A [Ry + (=27 2K - K) AP o
= 16:1:?;; + (-2)(K - K)]
A [2R§V —8Ry A (K-K) —8(DK - DK) + tr(r?) + 8(K -7 - K) | .
(B.19)

Here we have used the expression of P2 |04 given in Eq. (A.37).
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B.3.2 0AOA Term

As a next step, we evaluate the terms proportional to JAJA. There are four possibilities in
tr(R?) A tr(R?):

(d) Rlz(d) RZZ A ’ngombth X 47 (d) Rif(d) Rzi A ngombth X 47
(d)RiZ(O)RZi A (d)RZj(O)RjZ x 8, (d)Riz(O)Rfi A (d)sz(O)Rjg x 8, (B.20)
DR O Rz A (d)Rjg(O)RZj x 8, DR, ORI A (d)REj(O)RjE x 8,

and each term is evaluated as follows :

DRDR NP o x 4 =16(—2e24)(0A0Adz A dz) A (K - K) AP loun
DRDR AP lown x 4=DR. DR AP o x 4, (B.21)
DR O Rz A (d)RZj(O)RjZ % 8

= —32(—2¢21)2(9A0Adz N dZ) A (DK - K) A (DK - K),
DR O Rz A (d)RZj(O)Rjg x 8 = DRI O Rz A (d)RZj(O)RjZ % 8

= DRI Rz A (d)Rjg(O)sz x 8= DRz ORI A (d)Rfj(O)RjZ % 8.

By summing up these terms and doing integration, we obtain
/ Pl 945.4
Conex;yr,n

- / 39(—2¢-24) (9 AT Ad= A dZ)

Conesyr,n

AR K) A PH o — 4(=2¢724) (DK - K) A (DK - K)|
:327re/ [2R§VA(K-K)—4RNA(K-K)2—4(K-K)A(DK-DK)
Yxl

A _— A — —

+4(DK-K)A (DK -K) +4(K-K)A (K -7 -K) + (K - K) A tr(r?)

(B.22)

B.3.3 Final Result

By summing the above two contributions (B.19) and (B.22) and rewriting in the total deriva~
tive form, we obtain

32776/ d[I‘N/\R?V—i—%I‘N/\tr (r) +2[-Ry + (K - K)| AN(K - DK) + (K - DK))
YxI

— 47 —



Therefore, the holographic entanglement entropy formula for 7d double-trace gravitational
Chern-Simons term obtained from the anomaly polynomial is

7d, double
Sent,CS

— 2 |

[I‘N A R3, + %FN Atr (r?)
M

+2[-Ry + (K - K)] A(K - DK) + (K - DK))

(B.24)

C Alternative Derivation from Anomaly Polynomial: Application of Dong’s
Formula

This Appendix provides an alternative way to derive the holographic entanglement entropy
formulas from the anomaly polynomials. The idea is that, since the anomaly polynomials de-
pend only on the Riemann tensor, we directly apply Dong’s formula [8] to the anomaly poly-
nomials and rewrite the integrand in the total derivative form, instead of doing e-expansion
near the regularized cone geometry explicitly. We will confirm that the results in §3 are
reproduced correctly.

Here is one remark: Since we do not carry out e-expansion near the regularized cone
geometry explicitly in this Appendix, we will take the coordinate to be general (for example,
we do not introduce (z, Z) coordinate), except when we compare the final results with those
obtained by using e-expansion in the rest part of this paper. For the comparison, we summa-
rize in Appendix C.6 some useful formulas that convert the notation in this Appendix into
the one we used in the main text of this paper.

C.1 Some Geometry of Co-Dimension Two Surface in Differential Form

Before introducing the Dong’s holographic entanglement entropy formula and applying it
to the anomaly polynomials, we start with a brief summary of geometry relevant to a co-
dimension two surface 3 living in a spacetime (in Euclidean signature) with metric Guv-
For the co-dimension two surface ¥, we can introduce two normal vectors N (where
a = 1,2) such that
nm =1 e, =1, nwne,=0. (C.1)

Then the induced metric on the tangent space spanned by these normal vectors is given by

Ngp = n(a)“n(b)”GW . (02)
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We also denote the binormal on ¥ by €q. Here we note that indices a,b,c,... denote the
directions orthogonal to ¥, while we labels the ones along ¥ with 4,7, &, 1, ... (we use g for
the coordinates along %).2!
By using these quantities, the extrinsic curvatures on the co-dimension two surface ¥ are
given by
Kaij = Dinaj|f; = %8aGij R Km'j = Kaji, (03)

where D; is the covariant derivative compatible with the induced metric on 3. It is also useful
for our purpose to define “gauge field” (I'y); for the SO(2) normal bundle rotation and its
field strength (Ry);; as

(Tw)i = 5ie®0uGa, (R = 204(Tw);) (C.4)
Then the Christoffel symbol and Riemann tensor are written as
T =0, T% =iy (Tn);, T% =—K%, Thy=Ky' (C.5)
and

Rapij = iea(RN)ij + KpirKao'j — Ko Ky 5
Riji = rijli — Ko K" j1 + Ko K jy,
Rojii = —DipKaji + DiKqji, — 2ieas (D) Ky - (C.6)

Here 7;j1; is the Riemann tensor for the induced metric along 3.
For our purpose to deal with the anomaly polynomials, it is convenient to introduce the
differential forms for some geometric quantities defined above:

", =T dy* | Tn=(n)dy', Ryn=dly, Ku=Kupdy®,

1 1
R, = ERH,,kldyk Adyt, rij = Erijkldyk Adyt. (C.7)
More explicitly, by substituting the above component-based expressions to these definitions,
we obtain
r*, =iey Iy, T'%=-K%, T'y=K,, (C.8)
R = ie%, [RN—I-O'] , Rij :’I"ij—2’wij,
R = ~-DK%, DK, = DK, +icyI'n AK’;, (C.9)

21For the geometry of the co-dimension two surface, we follow the notation and discussion in the Appendix
B of [57]. Here, we only summarize some quantities that we need to build the differential forms on 3 used for
the derivation of the holographic entanglement entropy formula (for example, for the Riemann tensor, we only
summarize R,.i; components only). We also note that we chose coordinates as n,)" = 04 such that the index
‘a’ also means a coordinate. One could equally think of all the a,b,... indices as projection on the normal
vectors.
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where D is the covariant derivative associated with the normal bundle gauge field I'y. We
have also defined

1 y
— b l . _
Oij = —2 e Ky N ij, 0 = O0ji, K yNKy = (—zeab)a, o=o0';,

1
w,-j = §Kai A Kaja w,-j = —wji . (ClO)

To show the third relation in the first line, we have used €*e, = 2 which follows from

€ab€ed = Macbd — NadNbe and n%, = 2. For later use, here we summarize some useful identities

relevant to w;; and aij:22

wo A — — Lo A o AN S N P g _ 1 o
ik ANw"; = 20/\0'”7 trjw?] = 59 ok No"; = 20’/\0”, trjo?] = 59
i k 1 i i k 1 i

wk/\aj:—ga/\wj, o-k/\'wj:—ga/\'wj. (C.ll)

C.2 Dong’s Formula for Holographic Entanglement Entropy

In [8], the holographic entanglement entropy formula is derived for a general theory with a
Lagrangian which is a functional of Riemann tensor and does not involve covariant derivatives
of Riemann tensor. The purpose of this part of Appendix is to rewrite this formula in a way it
can be readily applied to the anomaly polynomials. Here we focus only on pure gravitational
anomaly polynomials since the extension to mixed anomaly polynomials is straightforward.
In Dong’s formula, there is a parameter g, which essentially counts the number of the

24 carried by each term (labeled by the subscript o) in the second order

regularization factor e~
derivative of the Lagrangian with respect to Riemann tensor evaluated on the regularized cone
background. For our purposes, Q’s and V’s in [8] do not contribute to the final answer. Using
this, we can simplify the Dong’s rule to compute g, to the following: (1) first expand the
product of R’s into all lower-indices, (2) then keep track of ¢,, which counts half of the total
number of K,; in each term in the sum. To implement this, it is convenient to introduce Ry

as
(R)% = ie%(Ry +to), (R)'; =7 —t(2w'), (R =-t/>?DK%. (C.12)

We note that o;; and w;; each gets a factor ¢ since they are quadratic in K,;. By noticing
that

1 1
Aﬁwqu, (C.13)

221t should be clear that whenever o appears inside a tr[...], it is ;. Otherwise o = o;.
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we can now write a covariant form of Dong’s formula derived in [8] specialised to our case as:

_ Wald
SCH‘D — Ment Sent

a. aL *
Sgr\l/tld = 27 / |: m€“p€yo—:| (il),

KK—47T//dt{< oL >K K,
l l
ent 8Rm o aRMz pavncs ) ¢ 10101 20202

l1l2 lilo *
X |:(nﬂll»l2nl/11/2 = Cpapa v )+ (M €viv + €pun M )€ } } (il) :

(C.14)

where

Here the quantities with subscript ¢ means that the curvature two-forms are evaluated by
using Eq. (C.12) and §(...) denotes the Hodge dual of (...) on 5.

In the rest of this Appendix, we use the above expression to reproduce the holographic
entanglement entropy formula for 3d and 7d gravitational Chern-Simons terms from the
anomaly polynomial & la Dong’s formula. For the co-dimension two surface 3, since we are
using the anomaly polynomial after uplifting to a one-dimension higher spacetime as explained
in §2, we take as © = ¥ x I where ¥ is the bulk entangling surface for the Chern-Simons terms
and I = [0,00) is a half line. For the reader’s convenience, in the end of this Appendix (see
Appendix C.6), we have also summarized some useful relations for converting the notation in
this Appendix into the one we used in the computation based on e-expansion.

C.3  Panom = tr(R?)

As the simplest example, let us start with the anomaly polynomial corresponding to 3d
gravitational Chern-Simons term and apply Dong’s formula. The corresponding Euclidean
Lagrangian L is given by:?3
1 .
L= WR“,MMRPWSM(—zeal"'a4). (C.15)

abaiag 6ab ab

Our convention for the epsilon-tensor is that e €12 where €% in components are

given in Appendix C.6. By using i¢%, R, = 2(Rx + ), the Wald term SYad is given by

ent

SWald _ g7 (Ry + o), (C.16)
¥xl

while SEK term is evaluated as

SEE _ —87?/ o. (C.17)
Xl
Combining these two contributions, we obtain
S og =8 Ry = 877/ dly = 877/ Ty. (C.18)
Yxl Yxl P
ZWe note that our notation for the epsilon tensors deviates from [39] by (—i): €%y = (—i)eld,. and
6?[{?2‘13&4 — ( Z)eﬁelli2a'3a4
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This indeed reproduces the result in Eq. (1.2) we have obtained by applying e-expansion
directly.
C.4 Panom = tr(RY)

As a next example, here we consider the anomaly polynomial corresponding to the 7d single-
trace gravitational Chern-Simons term. First of all, the Wald term SY'&4 is obtained as

SWald

ent

=21 X 4/ {RN A (tr(R?) — tr[r?]) + 2R% A o + 2Ry Atrfrw] + 2tr[r?c] + 2Ry A o2
Yl

o A trfrw] + 2(ie%) (DK?) - w - (DK,) — 20 A d [K@ : (ﬁKa)} + 207

+d [(—ieab)(Kb . DK“)] } , (C.19)

where the ‘- indicates contraction of the i-type indices.

SKEK term. Since the integrand is computed as

0L >
An Kl Kl
<8RH1P1V101 8Ru2p2u202 ‘ 1p101-2462P202

As a next step, let us compute

l1l2 Lilo | /%
X [(nmuznml/z — Curpe vy + (nmuz €vivy T euwznuwz)e ($1)

= 27T X 4{—2R?V Ao — 2Ry Atrfrw] — 2tr[rie] — 4Ry A 02 — 8to A tr[rw] — 6t%0°

+4t(—iea) (DK®) - w - (DK®) + 4to A d [K“ : (ﬁKa)] — 3td [U(KC : ﬁKc)] } ,

(C.20)
after integrating over fol dt, we obtain SEK as
Seni’
=27 X 4/ {—20’3 — 3Ry No? + %(DK“) (DK,) Ao — 30 Atrlrw] — 2R3 Ao
Yxl
. . 1 . .
—i—g(DK“) -o-(DK,)+ (—ieab)i(DKb) ~w - (DK®) — 2tr[r’a] — 2Ry A tr[rw]} .

(C.21)

Combining these two contribution, we then obtain

7d, single __
Sent,CS - 167T/
Yxl

A

{R?V Ry Ad [K“ : (f)Ka)] + gRN No? - 20' A (DK - (DK,)
1 A .
—ga Atr [rw] + 5(—ieab)(DKb) 7+ (DK®) + Ry Atr[rw] — tr [r?o]

—Z(—z‘eab)(ﬁKb) ‘w- (DK®) + Z(f)K”) o (f)Ka)} : (C.22)
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The final step is to rewrite this integrand in the form of d(...). To do this, we first notice
that

R} =d[Tn ARy,
Ry(DK®) - (DK,) — 2R% Ao = d [RN ANK® . (DKa)] 2Ry Atrfrw] . (C.23)
Here we have used?*
(DK% - (DK,) = d [K“ : (DKa)] — trfrw] + 2Ry Ao, (C.25)
which follows from
D’K, =1 NK,j, D?Ku =1 ANKy+icg Ry AKY; . (C.26)
Furthermore, we can also have
do = (K, - DK,),
Dojj = %ieab [(DKM-) A Kyj + (DK ) A Ky |
Dw;; = %f)K“i A Ky — %K% ADK,;, (C.27)
and?®

(do) A (K¢ - DK.) = ie®(K; - DK,)(K°- DK,)
= (DK, -0 -DK®) —ie® (DK, -w- DK,). (C.28)
Using all these useful identities, we can rewrite Eq. (C.22) to obtain the final expression
for the holographic entanglement entropy formula:

7d, single
Sont,CS

= 21 x 4/ d [ZI‘N AR% — 2Ry A (K®-DK,) — ga A(K®- DK,) + i (K, - r- DKb)}
Yl

= 2(27) x 4/ [I‘N A R% — (RN + %y) A(K®-DK,) + %z‘e“b(Ka - DKb)] . (C.29)
%

It is straightforward to see that this indeed is equivalent to Eq. (1.5) by using the conversion
formulas summarized in Appendix C.6.

24More generally
(DK") - (DK.) = D [Kb : (f)Ka)] + (K" 7 K.+ Ry Ao,
(DK®) A (DKa;) =D [K%- A (f)Kaj)] — 2(rw)ji + 2Rn A oji,

iy (DK®) A (DKaj) = D [ie“b(Kbi) A (ﬁKaj)] —2(ra)ji + 2Ry A wji. (C.24)

2The easiest way to show this is to take the complex 2® = (2, Z) coordinates (see Appendix C.6).
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C.5 Panom = tr(R?) A tr(R?)

As the final example, here we deal with the anomaly polynomial corresponding to 7d double-
trace gravitational Chern-Simons term.
First of all, the Wald term is evaluated to have

sWald _ o7 « 8/ [RN Atr(R?) — o A (2R}, — tr[r?]) — 20 Ad[K® - (DK,)]
Yxl

ent

(C.30)

Secondly, for the SXX term, we first compute the integrand as

%L )
47 e K,
<8RM1P1V10—18RN2PQV20'2 : 1p101 2p202

X [(nmuznvwz - Euwzevwz)nlllz + (nmuzevwz + Euwznvwz)elllz] (1)
= 271 x 8 X {0' A (—2R% —tr[r?]) +4to A d [K“ : (DKG)} — 2td [0' A (K- f)KC)] } :
(C.31)

Thus, by integrating this, we obtain

en

SEK — o x 8/ [a A (~2R3 — trfr?]) + 20 A d [K“ : (f)Ka)] —d [a A(KE - DKC)” .
Yl
(C.32)

Combining these two contributions and after some massaging the expression, we finally
get the holographic entanglement entropy formula as

1 1 .
Szgé,c(ljos:uble = 16m x 2/2 Id [FN N RY + §FN A tr[r?] — (RN + 50) A(K®. DKa):|
X

1 1 .
167 x 2/ [I‘N AR% + EI‘N Atrr?] — <RN + 50’) A (K- DKQ)] ,(C.33)
b
which reproduces Eq. (1.6) after using the conversion formulas summarized in Appendix C.6.

C.6 Formulas for Conversion

In this part, we summarize some dictionaries for converting the notation in this Appendix to
that used in the rest part of this paper.

We first note that, when we take (2, Z)-coordinate for the directions orthogonal to ¥ =
> x I, we can explicitly write down the induced metric on this two-dimensional plane and
the binormal at X as

ns=1/2, n*F =2, ez=-, =2, ,=—c"=—i. (C.34)

The extrinsic curvatures are:
K=K, K=K;. (C.35)
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Then, by using these, we can also have

DK;=DK; -TyANK;, DK;=DK;+TyAK;,
oij = %ie“me- NKy=K,NK;-K;\NK;, o=0";=-2K"K),
wij:%K%AK@:KZ-/\K]-JFKZ-AK)». (C.36)
In the end, we also summarize some extra conversion formulas that are useful for our com-
putation:
(K*-DK,) = 2(K - DK + K - DK), (C.37)
%z‘e“b(Ka-r-f)Kb) —DK-r-K-DK -r- K. (C.38)

D 7d Single-Trace Gravitational Chern-Simons Term

In this section, we will directly evaluate the 7d single-trace gravitational Chern-Simons term
on the regularized cone background. We will reproduce the result obtained from the anomaly-
polynomial-based computation in §3.

Before the evaluation, let us recall that the 7d single-trace gravitational Chern-Simons
term is given by

, 1
Ilhsmate — 4/0 dttr [T A (tR+ t(t — 1)I?)?]
1
= 4/ dt tr [t?’(t — 107+ 33t - 1)’T° AR
0

+t3(t—1)(21‘3/\R2+I‘/\R/\I‘2/\R)+t3I‘/\R3]
1

1 1 2
= tr [—%ru31“5AR—EPARAPMR—EPMRMFAR?’} . (D.1)

Thus, what we need to evaluate is tr(I'7), tr(T® A R), tr(I' A RAT? A R), tr(T'® A R?) and
tr(T' A R3) on the regularized cone background. We will deal with each term separately and
eventually combine them to obtain the holographic entanglement entropy formula.

D.1 Term-by-term Contributions

We now compute the contributions of each term in Iécé’ single one by one.

D.1.1  tr(T7)

(1) 0A Term
Since the connection one-form does not contain terms of the form A9A, we conclude that
there is no this type of contribution:

[ @l =o. (D2)
Coney; p,
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(2) 0ADA Term
In the connection one-form, dAdz (resp. OAdZ) shows up only in I'?, (resp. only in I'?;).

Therefore, the potential nontrivial contributions of this form are
(d) Isz(O) (1-12)22((1)]:\22(0) (F3)ZZ ’ (d)rzz(O) (I‘s)zg(d) 1-122(0) (1-12)22 ’
(d)rzz(o)rzi(d)rzé(o)(1—‘4)2z , (d)I\ZZ(O)(I\4)22(d)1-\52(0):[122 ) (D3)
but all of them are zero since (OT%; = OT%, = O(12)?, = (0(T2?)%, = 0. We thus conclude

that there is no contribution of this type:

/ tr(T7)|pag4 = 0. (D.4)
Conesy: ,,

(3) OA or A Term
It is trivial that there is no this type of contribution since tr(I'") does not contain dT':

| @losga =0, (D.5)
Conesy: ,,

Summary for tr(T'7)
From the above, by combining Eq. (D.2), (D.4) and (D.5), we conclude that tr(T'") does not

generate any order-e contribution:
/ tr(T7)| =0. (D.6)
Cones: ,,

€

D.1.2 tr(T°AR)
As anext step, we evaluate tr(T°AR) = (T2R)*, A(T'®)”, on the regularized cone background.

(1) 0A Term
From the expression of I'’ R and I'® summarized in Appendix A, we first note that there are
the following potential nontrivial contributions:

(d2)(1-\2R)zZ(O)(1-\3)zZ 7 (d2)(1-\2R)22(0) (I‘3)25 7

(d2)(F2R)iZ(O) (1-13)zi ’ (dz)(F2R)i2(0) (I‘B)Zi ) (D?)
Each term is directly computed as follows:
@) (T2R)>,O(T3)?, = (—200Adz A dz) A (=2 242 2Ty A (K- K)? + (K- K) A (K -v-K)] ,
(@) (T2 R)?, O (T3)?, = (=200 Adz A dz) A (=2 242 2Ty A (K- K)? + (K- K) A (K -v-K)] ,
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By summing them and doing the integration, we finally obtain the total of this type of
contribution:

/ tr(T° A R)|g54
Coney; p,

= (4716)/2[12I‘N/\(K-K)2 — TN A (K92 K) + (K- 92 - K)

(2) 0ADA Term

For this type of contribution, from the expression of I'? R and I'® summarized in Appendix

A, potential nontrivial possibilities are as follows:

(r)
i (d) (r3)j. ) (D.10)
We can evaluate each term as

@WE*R. DTy =0,  OTRZIIT): =0,
D(M2R)*,((3), = (—400Adz A dZ) A (—2¢ ) K -K) A (K -7 -K),
D(T2R)? ;D) = (40D Adz A dz) A (272K -K) A (K -7 - K),
@R, DT =0,  DTRLITY) =0,
D@2 Ry (T3,
= (—40ABAdz A dZ) A (—2e~24)?2 —2I‘N/\(K-K)2—(K-K)/\[(K-W-K)+(K-7-K)]].(D.ll)

By summing all of them and then integrating, we conclude that the total of this type of
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contribution is given by

/ tr(T° A R)|paga
Coney p,

=(47T6)/2[—[(K'73'K)—(K'73'K)]+2(K'K)A[(K-W'K)Jr(K'%K)]

(3) OA or DA Term
By using Appendix A, we can see that all of this type of terms contain K and K. Thus, from

the argument of §4.3, it follows that there is no contribution of this type:

/ tr(I‘5/\R)|aA 514:0 (D13)
Cones; ,, ’
Summary for tr(I"° A R)

By summing up Egs. (D.9), (D.12) and (D.13), we finally obtain the order-e contribution
from tr(I'® A R) as

[ /C . tr(I° A R)]

= (47re)/Z[121“NA(K.K)2—21“NA[(K-72-K)+(K-fy2-K)]

€

+6(K-K)A[(K-7-K) + (K-7-K)| - 2[(K-+*-K) - (K-7° - K)]| .
(D.14)

D.1.3 tr(TARAT?AR)

Here we will evaluate tr(' A RAT? A R) = (T2R)*, A (TR)”,, on the regularized cone
background.

(1) 0A Term

The followings are the potential nontrivial terms of this type:

(d2)(F2R)zZ(O) (TR)*., (d2)(F2R)25(0)(FR)25,
(dz)(F2R)iz(0)(IxR)zi’ (dz)(F2R)i5(0)(I‘R)2i,
(0)(1-\2R)zz(d2)(1-\R)zZ7 (0)(I‘2R)25(d2)(I‘R)22,
O@2R)*F)(TR).,  OT2R)% ) (TR, (D.15)
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where each term is computed as
@)(T2R)*,O(TR)?,
(—200Adz A dZ) A (=272 A Ry A (K - K) + (—2e 72420y A (K -K)? + (K- K) A (K - DK)]} ,
(@)(P2R)". O (TR).
(=
T

200Adz N dz) A [(—2e 72 Tx A Ry A (K -K) + (2 24)2[Cy A (K- K)? + (K- K) A (K - DK)]} ,
‘O(2R).O (T R);

— (~200Adz N d2) A |(~26*) [Ty A[(K -7 K) + (DK -7 K)] + (K77 K)|

(d2) (I\QR)ZZ(O) (FR)ZZ

= (200 Adz A dZ) A [(-2&‘) [rN AK -7 K)+ (DK -v-K)]— (K- K)}

+(~2e42[0y A (K- K)? + (K -K) A (K -7 - K)]] ,

Or2R).(")(TR).

= (- 288Adz/\dz)/\/\[( 22Dy ARy A (K -K) + Ty A (K- DK)] + (—2¢724)2Dy A (K - K)}
O(r2R)*:(*)(TR)*:
(-
©)(r?

200Adz A dZ) A A [( 2N ARy A (K-K)+TyA(K-v-DK)| 4 (—2e72)2°Ty A (K - K)Z} ,
R)*,“")(TR)',

= (=200Adz A dz) A [(—26_2A)[FN ANK-7-K)+ (K- v 7 K)

H(—2e72A)2 [(K K)A[(DK-K) + (K-7-K)] + Ty A (K- K)?}] :
(0) (FZR)Ei(dQ) (I‘R)Zg

= (=200Adz A dz) A [(—26_2A)[FN ANK-7 K)— (K- v 7 K)

+(—2e—2A)2[(K.K)A[(f)K-K)Jr(K.y K) +T'y A (K-K) }] (D.16)
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Therefore, by summing all the contributions above and doing the integration, we finally obtain

/ tr(CARAT?AR)|p54
Cones: ,,

:(47Te)/2[—4FN/\RN/\(K-K)
i [—2[(K-T-K)+(K-T~K)]+16(K-K)2
—[(f)K-y-K)+(ﬁK-7-K)+(K-7-l§K)+(K-V-DK)]]
4K -K)A[(K-7-K)+ (K-v-K)] +4(K-K) A (DK - K) + (DK - K)]

—[(K-r-v-K)—(K-r-v-K)Jr(K-v-r-K)—(K'v-r'K)]]-

(D.17)

(2) 0ADA Term
The nontrivial possibilities are as follows:

@Ry, (TRY;

O@2R)7.“NTR);,  OT*RY.“(TR);,

(d)(F2R)ZZ(d)(FR)ZZ , (d) (F2R)2§(d)(I‘R)2§ ’

(d) (I‘2R)Zj (d) (FR)J'Z 7 (d) (I‘2R)5] (d) (TR);,

(d)(I\QR)ZZ(d)(I\R)ZZ ’ (d)(I‘2R)Zg(d)(I‘R)22 ’

@(T2R) ;D (TR), . (D.18)
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Each term above is computed as
(2R, (TR,

= (—49ADAdz A dZ) A [(_26—%)[(1( yor-K)— (K-v 7 K)

— — — A — N —

+(—2e" (K- K) A (K-y-K)—|—(K-7-K)+(DK-K)+(DK-K)]],
O(r2Ry.“)(T Ry,

= (—40ADAdz A dZ) N [(—26—2A)[FN ARy A(K-K)+RyA(K-v-K)+ (K-92- DK)]

(—2e72A)2 [rN ANEK-K)?2+ (K-K)A[K-7-K)+ (K- f)K)]]] ,
ORI RY,
= (—40A0Adz N\ dZ) A [(—2e‘2A)[I‘N ARy A(K-K)+RyA(K-v-K)— (K-+2- DK)]

+(—2e724)? [FN NEK-K)P?+ (K-K)A[(K-7-K) + (K- DK)]]] :

@Ry O(TR. =0, WIR:(TR):=0,
D(M2R)*;(D(TRY , = (—40A9Adz A dZ) A (—2¢ ") (K -K) A (K - - K)
D(T2R)?;D(TRY ; = (—40ADAdz A dz) A (27K -K) A (K- - K),
(d) (1-\2R)iz(d) (I\R)ZZ

= (—40A0Adz N dz) A [(—26_2A)[—FN ARy A(K-K)-TyA (K7 K)|

+(—2e724)? -2y A (K - K)ﬂ] ,
@(r?R): (TR

= (—40A0Adz N dz) A [(—26_2A)[—FN ARNAK-K)-TyA(K-72-K)]

+(—2e724) [ -2y A (K - K)2]] ,

D(M2R) D (TRY; = (~40ADAdz A dZ) A (—2e~24)? [—(K " K) A [(DK -K) + (DK - K)]] .
(D.19)
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Then, by summing all of these terms, after integration, we obtain the following expression:

/ tr(CARAT?>AR)|pa54
Cones: ,,

:<4we>/2[—RNA[<K-v-K>+<K-7-K>1+rNA[<K-v2-K>+<K-v2-K>—2<K-K>21
+3(K-K)A[K-v K)+ (K-~ -K)| + (K-K) A [(DK - K) + (DK - K)]

—[(K-y-7-K)—(K-y-r-K)+ (K-7*- DK) — (K-~?- DK)]| . (D.20)

(3) OA or DA Term
All the terms of this form contain K and K. Therefore, following the argument in §4.3, we

conclude that there is no contribution of this type:

/ tr(CARAT?> AR)|gq 54 =0. (D.21)
Coney; ,, ’

Summary for tr(T' A RAT? A R)
By summing up Egs. (D.17), (D.20) and (D.21), the order-e contribution from tr(I' A R A
I'? A R) turns out to be

/ tr(CARAT? A R)
Coney p,

:(4we)/zl—4rNARNA(K-K)—RNA[(K-fy-K)Jr(K"y'K)]

€

—I-I‘N/\[—2[(K-r-K)+(K-r-K)]+[(K-72-K)+(K-72-K)]—1—14(K-K)2
—[(DK-fy'K)+(ﬁK~fy-K)+(K-7~DK)+(K.7-[)K)]]

+T(K-K)A (K v K)+ (K7 -K)]+5K-K) A (DK - K) + (DK - K)]

—(K-r-vyK+K-rv K -2K-v-7r K +2K-v-r-K)

—(K-~?-DK) + (K-> DK)| .
(D.22)

D.1.4 tr(I® A R?)

We next consider tr(I'* A R?) = (T?R)*, A (RT)Y,.
(1) 0A Term
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In this case, the followings are potential nontrivial terms:

2, O@2R) @) (RD)?; . (D.23)
We can evaluate these terms one by one as follows:
(d2)(F2R)ZZ(O) (RF)ZZ

= (—285Adz AdzZ) N [(—26_2A)FN ARy A (K -K)

(d2)(I\2R)22(0) (RI‘)ZE

= (=200Adz N dz) A [(—26_2A)FN ARy A (K-K)

+(=2e" 2Py A (K -K)2 4 (K -K) A (DK - K)]] ,

(d?) (1-\2R)zz(0) (RF)ZZ
= (—200Adz N dZ)

/\[(—26_2‘4)[1"]\//\RN/\(K-K)+RN/\(K~’y~K)+FNA(DK~7~K)+(I§K-V2-K)]

(=22 Py A (K-K)2 4+ (K-K) A (K-v-K)] |,

(d?) (1-\2R)12(0) (RF)ZZ
= (—200Adz A dZ)

A[(—2e—2A)[FNARNA(K-K)+RNA(K-fy-K)JrFNA(DK.fy.K)—(f)K-fy2-K)]

(=2 Py A(K-K)2 4+ (K-K) A (K -y - K)]] ,
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(0) (F2R)Zz(d2) (RF)ZZ
= (—200Adz Ndz) A | (=2 2Oy ARy A (K-K)+ Ty A (K-v-DK)] + (=2¢724)?Ty A (K - K)?
O(T2R)%.(¥)(RT)?;

= (=200Adz NdZ) A (=27 )TN ARy A (K-K) + Ty A (K -v- DK)] + (—2¢72) Ty A (K - K)?

O(rRy.)(RT)

= (—200Adz Ndz) A | (—2e 2Oy ARy A (K-K)+ Ry A (K -7 -K) + (K-~ DK)]

O/(2Ry ") (RT),

= (—200Adz A dZ) A [(—26—2A)[FN ARy A(K-K)+RyA(K-v-K)— (K- DK)]

+(—2e724)2 [I‘N AMK-K?2?P+K-KA[(K-v-K)+ (K- f?K)]]] :
(D.24)

By summing them and doing the integration, we finally obtain the total of this type of
contribution as

/ tr(T% A R?)| 54
Cones: ,,

:(4we)/zl—8rNARNA(K-K)—2RNA[(K-7-K)+(K-7-K)]
—I—I‘N/\[16(K-K)2—[(IAJK-V-K)+(DK-V-K)+(K-7-I§K)+(K-7-DK)]]
+4(K-K)A (DK -K) + (DK -K)| + 4K -K) A [(K-7-K) + (K - - K)]
—[(ﬁK-vz'K)—(ﬁK-v2-K)+(K~’Y2-ﬁK)—(K'vz-ﬁK)]]-

(D.25)

(2) 0ADA Term
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The potential nontrivial terms of this type are as follows:

9(r?R) ;D (RT); . (D.26)
We can compute these quantities directly as
@ (T2 Ry O (RTY,

= (—40A0Adz N\ dZ) N [(—2 K7y K)— (K-r-v-K)]

@(r?R)>.)(RT)?.

= (—40ABAdz A dZ) A (2 _2A)2[I‘N/\(K-K)2—(K-K)/\[(K-DK)—(K-V-K)]},
@(T2R)*- (RT)*

(— 48A8Adz/\dz) (—2 2A)2[I‘N/\(K-K)2—(K-K)/\[(K-f)f()—(K-V-K)]},
@(r2R)*;) (R,
(=
@
= (=
@) (r*

48A8Adz AdZ) A (=2e 2Ty A (K-K)? + (K-K) A (K - DK)],
R)*;Y(RT);

40ADAdz N dz) A (—2e 242 [-Ty A (K- K)? + (K- K) A (K - DK)],
R)".")(RT);

= (—40A0Adz NdZ) A [(=2e DRy A (K -7 - K)+ (K- K)] + (-2 2)?[2(K - K) A (K - 7 - K)]
(d) (1-\2R)i2(d) (RI‘)EZ‘

= (—40A0Adz NdZ) A | (—2e YRy A (K-~ - K) — (K-~% - K)] + (=2 222K - K) A (K - v - K)]

@ (2R, (RTY,
— (—40ABAdz N d3) A (—2e24)2 [ 2Ty A (K- K)? — (K- K)A[(K -7 K) + (K- 7- K)]] .
(D.27)

By summing all of them, after integration, we finally obtain the total of this type of contri-
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bution as

/ tr(T® A R?)| 5454
Cones: ,,

:(4775)/2[—RN/\[(K-7-K)—1—(K-7-K)]—2I‘N/\(K-K)2
+(K-K)A[(K-DK) + (K- DK)] +3(K -K)A[(K-v-K) + (K- v K)]
Ry K) (Ko K)) - (R K) - (K7 K|
(D.28)

(3) OA or DA Term
In a similar way to the previous cases, we can see that all terms of this type contain K and
K. Therefore, we conclude that there is no contribution of this type:

/ tr(T3 A R?)|y4 54 = 0. (D.29)
Coney p, '

Summary for tr(I'3 A R?)
By summing up Egs. (D.25), (D.28) and (D.29), we conclude that the order-e contribution

from tr(I'"® A R?) is given by

[ / tr(T3 A RZ)]
Coney; ,,

:(4776)/2[—8I‘N/\RN/\(I_{'K)—3RN/\[(I_{"y-K)+(K-fy-I_{)]

€

—|—I‘N/\[14(K-K)2—[(f)K-wKH—(ﬁK-y-K)—i—(K-y-f)KH—(K-y-DK)]]
+5(K - K) A [(DK - K) + (DK -K)] + 7(K - K) A [(K -7 K) + (K - v - K))]
(Ko7 K) = (Ko K - [(K oK) = (K5 K))

~[(DK -4*-K) - (DK -7* - K) + (K -7* - DK) — (K"vz-f?K)]] :
(D.30)

D.1.5 tr(T'A R?)

In the end, here we evaluate tr(TAR?) = (R)*, A(R?)”, on the regularized cone background.
(1) 0A Term
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The followings are potential nontrivial terms of this type:

(d2)(1-\R)zZ(O)(R2)zZ7 (d2)(FR)25(0)(R2)22,
(d2)(IxR)iz(0)(R2)z“ (dz)(I‘R)ig(O)(Rz) ’
(0)(I‘R)Zz(d2)(R2)ZZ, (0)(I‘R)_5(d2)(R2 -,
(0)(1"R)Jz(d2)(R2)Zj’ (0) (FR)jz(dQ)(R2)2] ,
(0)(FR)zi(d2)(R2)iZ7 (0)(1—‘R)2i(d2)(R2)i27

each of which is computed as

(d2)(FR)ZZ(O) (R2)ZZ

= (—200Adz A dZ) A [FN AR% + (=2¢2YH2'y ARy A (K-K) +T'y A (DK - DK)]

H(—2e7242Ty A (K- K)2] ,
(d2)(I\R)22(0) (RQ)ZZ

= (—200Adz A dz) A [rN AR% + (=2 22y ARy A (K-K) +T'y A (DK - DK)]

H(—2e7242Ty A (K - K)2] ,
(d2)(rR)zz(0) (R2)zi
= (=200Adz A dz) A
(d2)(1-\R)i2(0) (RQ)Zi

= (—200Adz N dZ) A
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(0) (FR)ZZ(d2) (R2)zz

= (—200Adz A dz) A [21“N AR% + (—2e 2 APy ARy A (K -K) + 2Ry A (K - DK)]

(0) (FR)ZE(dQ) (R2)22

= (—200Adz A dz) A ler AR% + (=2 24Uy A Ry A (K -K) + 2Ry A (K - DK)]

O Ry (R,
= (—200Adz N dZ) A
OrRY (R
= (=200Adz A dz) A
(0)(1-1R)zi(d2)(R2)iz
= (=200Adz A dz) A
(0)(FR)2i(d2)(R2)i2

= (—200Adz N dZ) A

+(=2e724)220y A (K- K)2 4+ 2(K-K) A (K - f)K)]] ,

+(—2e7 2220y A (K- K)? +2(K-K) A (K - DK)]] ,

— A —

(—2¢ 2[Ry A (K - DK) 4 (DK -~ - DK)] + (—2¢24)2(K - K) A (DK - K) | ,

(=2 [Ty A (DK - DK) + (K -7 - DK)] + (=2 2)2(K - K) A (K - DK) | ,

(=2e72M[Cy A (DK - DK) — (K -7 - DK)] + (—2¢24)?2(K - K) A (K - DK)

(D.32)

After summing these and doing the integration, we finally obtain the total of this type of
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contribution as

/ tr(T A R?)|p54
Cones: ,,

= (zm)/ [31“N AR% — 12Ty ARy A (K - K)
P

—4Rn N [(DK -K) + (DK - K)] — 4Ty A (DK - DK) 4+ 12Ty A (K - K)?
+12(K -K) A [(K - DK) + (K - DK)]
—[(DK-7-K)— (DK -7-K)+ (K-7-DK) — (K -7 - DK)]

(D.33)

(2) 0ADA Term
In this case, there are following potential nontrivial possibilities:

TR ORY ., WTRO(RY:,
(R%)

O)(TR)?, [ (R2), | O)(rR)?, (@) (R2)?, |
OTRy (R,

@(TR)*,@(R?), @(TR)?, @ (R?),
@R (R .,  DTRD(RY:,
@ R),@ (R, @ (T R) . (R, ,

(d) (I‘R)ji(d)(R2)ij
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We can compute them as
@ (CR), O (R,
= (—40A0Adz N dZ) A
(dd) (FR) (0) (R2)
= (—40A0Adz N dZ) A
O (TR, (R2)?,

= (—40A0Adz N dZ) A

(0 )(I‘R) (dd)(RZ)

(=2 Y[Ry A (K- DK) + (K - r - DK)] + (—2¢724)2[2(K - K) A (K - DK)]

(=2¢*YRy A (K- DK) — (K - r- DK)] 4 (—=2¢24)?[2(K - K) A (K - DK)] | ,

(—2¢724)[-T'y ARy A (K - K)]

+(=2e" Iy A (K-K)? — (K-K) A (K- f)K)]] ,

= (—40A0Adz A dZ) A [(—26—2A)[—FN ARy A (K- K)]

@ )(I‘R) (dd)(R2)
= (—40A0Adz N dZ)

A

TR~ (R).
(—40A0Adz A dZ) A
TR V(R?)-
= (—40A0Adz N dz) A

(~2¢ 2[R 77 K) — (K77 K))

[( 2e 2Ry A (K - DK) + (—2¢724)2[2(K - K) A (K - DK)]} ,

[( 2e 2Ry A (K - DK) + (—2¢724)2[2(K - K) A (K-DK)]},
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“@(rR)"; (R
(—40ADAdz A dZ) A [(—26—2A)[—FN ARNAK -K)-TyA(K-r K
+(—2e7 2220y A (K - K)Q]] ,
@(TR)* ;) (R »
(—40ADAdz A dZ) A [(—26_2A)[—FN ARNAK-K)-TyA(K-r-K)

+(—2e7 22Ty A (K - K)2]] ,
(d) (I\R)zz(d) (R2)zl

= (—40A0Adz NdZ) A |(— JRNA(K -y - K)+ (K-7-v-K)] + (-2 2)?[2(K-K) A (K - v-K)]
@ (PR, (R, ) )
= (—40A0Adz NdZ) A | (=2 Ry A (K-~ - K)

- (Kory K]+
(d )(I‘R) (d)(RZ)

= (—40ADAdz A dZ)

A (—2¢724) [—(K "K) A (DK - K) + (DK - K)]
Therefore, by summing all of them and doing integration, we finally obtain

/ tr(C A R) g5
Coney: ,,

(4776)/2[4I‘N/\RN/\(I_{-K)—RN/\[(I_{'fy-K) (K-v-K)|

—2Ry A [(K

DK)+ (K- DK)|+ Ty A[K 7 K)+ (K -7 -K)| — 6Ty A (K- K)?
3K -K)A[(K-7-K)+ (K-v-K)] +3(K-K)A[(DK -K) + (DK - K)]
—(Kyr K -K vy rK+K7ryK-KryK)
—[(K-r-DK)—(K-r-DK)|.
(D.35)
(3) OA or OA Term
In this case, there are nontrivial terms of the form

@(TR)?,(R)?.dT?, = (20Adz) A R%, A dT%, +

.= (—200Adz NdZ) NRY ATy + ...
@(CR)?;(R)?.dT?; = (—20Adz) A R, A dT'?; + (—200Adz A dZ) N R, ATy +

(D.36)
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Here the second equality corresponds to the integration by part explained around Eq. (2.14).
Therefore, we finally obtain the total of this type of contribution as

/ tr(T A Ry 54 = (46) / Tn AR (D.37)
Coney, ,, ' by
Summary for tr(T' A R?)

By summing up Egs. (D.33), (D.35) and (D.37), we obtain the order-e contribution from
tr(T' A R?) as

[/Conez’n tr(T' A R3)]

:(4#6)/2[4I‘N/\R?V—8FN/\RN/\(K-K)—RN/\[(K'V'K)+(K-7-K)]

€

—6Ry A [(K - DK) + (K - DK)] — 4Ty A (DK - DK)
ATNA[(K-7 K)+ (K-7-K)] + 6Ty A (K - K)?

3K -K)A[(K-7-K)+ (K-v-K)] +15(K - K) A (DK - K) 4 (DK - K)]
K-y r K -K-yrK+K vy K- (K r 5y K)
—[(DK-r - K) — (DK -r-K) +2(K -r- DK) — 2(K - r - DK)]

(D.38)

D.2 Final Result

By substituting Egs. (D.6), (D.14), (D.22), (D.30), (D.38) into Eq. (D.1), we obtain the
order-e contribution to Igfé’ single o0 the regularized cone background as

7d single
/ ICS
Coney; p, .

= (16m)/E er AR% + [-2Ry +3(K - K)] A [(K - DK) + (K - DK)]

+(DK -r-K)— (DK -7 -K)
—|—d[%I‘N/\[(K-DK)+(K-ﬁK)]—%I‘N/\[(K-V-K)+(K-7-K)]

1

(DR - K) — (DK - K)] - o :

20[<K-72-K>+<K'72-K>]]] .
(D.39)

Here we have used the fact that D’yij = rij + (’y2)ij. Therefore, by neglecting the total
derivative term, we finally obtain the holographic entanglement entropy formula for the 7d
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single-trace Chern-Simons term as follows:

Semic8™ = (16m) / [FN AR+ [-2Ry + 3(K - K)| A [(K - DK) + (K - DK)]
Y

This result is consistent with the result obtained from the anomaly polynomial in §3.
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