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Abstract

We analyze the holographic entanglement entropy in a soliton background with Wilson
lines and derive a relation analogous to the first law of thermodynamics. The confine-
ment/deconfinement phase transition occurs due to the competition of two minimal sur-
faces. The entropic ¢ function probes the confinement/deconfinement phase transition. It
is sensitive to the degrees of freedom (DOF) smaller than the size of a spatial circle. When
the Wilson line becomes large, the entropic ¢ function becomes non-monotonic as a function
of the size and does not satisfy the usual c-theorem. We analyze the entanglement entropy
for a small subregion and the relation analogous to the first law of thermodynamics. For the
small amount of Wilson lines, the excited amount of the entanglement entropy decreases
from the ground state. It reflects that confinement decreases degrees of freedom. We finally

discuss the second order correction of the holographic entanglement entropy.
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1 Introduction

Entanglement entropy of a subsystem A counts the number of degrees of freedom of the
quantum entangled state in quantum field theories [1, 2]. In the condensed matter physics,
it is divergent at the critical point for quantum critical phase transitions and becomes an
order parameter [3]. It captures geometric discernment of field theories such as an area
law [4]: the entanglement entropy defined in a subregion looks like the black hole entropy.

The Ryu-Takayanagi formula proposes the holographic dual of the entanglement en-
tropy [5, 6, 7]. It is a powerful tool to analyze strongly coupled systems. It has been the
order parameter of the confinement/deconfinement phase transition in a confining gauge
theory [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13]. The phase transition occurs due to the competition of two min-
imal surfaces. After the phase transition, the entanglement entropy turns out to be trivial in
the confined phase at the infrared red limit. The holographic entanglement entropy (HEE)
also probes holographic superconductor phase transitions [14]-[20].

The entanglement entropy for excited states has been attracting attentions. The
entanglement entropy in the small region satisfies a relation similar to the first law of

thermodynamics [21]
TeniASA = AEy, (1)

where AFE 4 is the increased amount of energy in the subregion and AS,4 is the increased
amount in excited states compared with the ground state of a CFT. T,,; is called the en-
tanglement temperature. This relation has been investigated in many holographic models
dual to field theories at finite temperature [22, 23]. There are very extensive investiga-
tions [24]]25][41]]26][27][28][29][30][31][32] on the first law like relation of the holographic
entanglement entropy in various cases.

The second order correction to the holographic entanglement entropy has been stud-
ied by [33]. In the paper, authors rewrite the first law like relation of entanglement entropy
in terms of the Relative entropy [33]. They calculated the first law like relation of entan-
glement entropy with spherical entanglement surface up to second order and they also took
the deformation of entanglement surface into account. For spherical entanglement surface,
authors extend the first law relation to higher order and give insights to use boundary
information [34] to reconstruct the bulk geometry. However, it is very difficulty to study
the second order correction to the holographic entanglement entropy for generic entangle-
ment surface, for example, strip case [35] and so on. In Ref. [35], author have studied

the strip entanglement surface up to the second order corrections from gravitational back-



ground without taking the shape deformation of the entanglement surface into account.
For higher derivative gravity, the dictionary of the holographic entanglement entropy has
to be changed in terms of [36]. In higher derivative gravity theories, the second order of
holographic entanglement entropy becomes very complicated. In the literature, authors
[37][38][39][40] have studied the similar first law like relation of the entanglement entropy
in various situations. Further, the corresponding holographic entanglement chemistry is
investigated by [41][42]. It would be interesting to apply to confining gauge theories with
Wilson lines. In an AdS soliton background, the boundary energy becomes negative and
comparable with the negative Casimir energy of a confining gauge theory. Adding Wilson

lines will vary the boundary energy.

In this paper, we analyze a phase transition as well as thermodynamic properties
of the holographic entanglement entropy in a solitonic background with the current and
the Wilson line. We will show that the Wilson line increases the energy and becomes
even positive. The vacuum expectation value of the current also excites the state. We
consider both small and large subregions of the entanglement entropy. We compute the
entanglement entropy and the entropic c-function. The latter becomes a nice probe of the
confinement /deconfinement phase transition. We will demonstrate that a phase transition
occurs for the Kaluza-Klein mass(mass of a Kaluza-Klein state)~ 1/l analogous to [8].
We also analyze the contribution of the Wilson line and the current to the entropic c-
function [8]. We analyze the entanglement entropy at the small subregion. Computing
the boundary energy and increase amount of the entanglement entropy, we will obtain
an entanglement temperature. As a byproduct, we work out the generic formula for the
second order correction to the holographic entanglement entropy with contributions from
the deformation of the entangling surface. As a consistency check, we apply this formula
to a spherical entangling surface and the resulting second order corrections are the same
as ones presented in [33]. One can do the similar investigation in the strip case with some

numerical simulation. We leave the problem in the future work.

In section 2, we compute free energy of a QFT dual to a solitonic background with
the current. In section 3, we compute quasi-local stress tensor of the solitonic background.
In section 4, we compute the holographic entanglement entropy with a striped region. We
analyze the confinement/deconfinement phase transition. We also introduce the entropic
c-function to probe a phase transition. For the small subregion, we compute the relation
as in the first law of the thermodynamics. In section 5, we compute the second order

correction to the holographic entanglement entropy with spherical entanglement surface.



In appendices, we would like to list some relevant techniques and notations which are very

useful in our analysis.

2 Free energy

In this section, we compute free energy of a QF T with Wilson lines by using the gauge/gravity
correspondence. The gravitational action with the Maxwell field has U(1) gauge symmetry,
which corresponds to U(1) global symmetry in the field theory side. The action also includes

the Gibbons-Howing boundary term to have a correct variation principle as follows [51]:
1 d(d—1) 1
S — dd+1 S (7 (R 7) _ 7F2)
J VTI92 + L2 4g2

+2%2 fddxﬁ(zK - Q(dL_l)) (2)

where « is the induced metric at the AdS boundary, K = v**V n,, and a boundary term
is added.

The Einstein equations of motion become

R dd—1) 2 1,
R#u - Eg,uz/ - ng/ = ng(QFuchyU - ig;wF ) (3)

We also have the Maxwell equation.

The metric of a AdS4.1 soliton becomes a solution of EOM as follows:

2 L? 2 dz? 2 =

dsg = ?< —dt* + F(2) + fa(z)de? + Zd:c’dﬂ), (4)

where 5 o -
€12yay Zz\d  €1ziag oz \2(d-1)

fz:1—(1+ )(—) + (—) , 5

d( ) 72 Zy ,_)/2 Z ( )
where ay describes Wilson lines and €; = —1. Recall that ¢, = 1 in the Reissner Nord-
strom AdS black hole [51]. We have described 7% = %, which is a dimensionless

combination. The background gauge field becomes
2\ d—2
A¢ = a¢<1 - (7) ), (6)
2+
where z, is regular at the tip of the soliton. The dual current is defined as J? = %. The
signature of ¢ does not affect the background gauge field unlike the Reissner Nordstrom
AdS black hole. Kaluza-Klein mass of the ¢ circle is obtained in an Euclidean signature

solution as follows:

1 (d_el(d_m) > 0. (7)

Mo = 5
T2y ot



Because a Wilson loop ¢ A vanishes around the vanishing circle at z = z;, the gauge
connection is regular at the tip of the soliton. Note that My becomes non-zero for any real
as and the dimensionless ratio a,/Mj can smoothly be taken to be zero.

We have two branches solving the above equation in terms of z4 as follows:

L —2rMoy? £ \/(27rMofy2)2 +d(d— 2)61’)/20,2 -
T (d— 2)61(135 '

. . < 271'M0'Y ] . . . .
The solution exists when |ag| < Jia@-2) Choosing the minus sign in the above formula,

zy is divergent at small a4 limit. Since this background does not smoothly continue to the
AdS 41 soliton, it is not relevant for our analysis.

The free energy of the dual field theory is derived from analyzing the Euclidean action
via an analytic continuation Z = e % = ¢=5£(9+) The free energy becomes

Ldfl

Fe—o
d
2K22

22 (12
(1 te fy;s)vd_l. (9)

Note that L9~!/k? is a dimensionless parameter and scales as in a power of N.
One can show that the solution of the plus sign is always stabler than that of the

minus sign (d < 9). We define a new parameter a4 = 2225372)35 (J¢] <1). Ind =4 and 5,

especially, the difference is computed as

4 3
2 g—7ﬂ3<1—m2)2 >0 (d=3),
Ld—lMd(F_ — )= 3 (10)
0 774(1—1“2) >0 (d=4).

Thus, we choose the plus sign in (8) in later study.

3 Boundary stress tensor

In this section we compute the stress tensor of boundary field theory dual to soliton back-
ground in two different ways. In the first method the Brown-York tensor with counter terms
is used, and in the second the stress tensor is read from FG expansion of metric near the
boundary. Let us begin with the first way. The soliton metric (4) with can be casted into

the form (contemplate d = 4 here)
ds® = F(2)dz? + hap(2)dzda®, 2% =t 1" (11)

with
2

iy = ydiag(—1, £(2),1,1). (12)
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The boundary stress tensor near the boundary denoted by OM (constant-z surface with

z —0) is [43]
1
K2

(K~ KD - %hzj)

where K;; is the extrinsic curvature of the boundary dM. The first two terms are Brown-

T;; =

; (13)

z—0

York tensor terms, and the last term is a counter term added to yield finite answer near the
boundary. Substituting into the metric (4), the stress tensor can be derived. Let us focus

on the tt-component which is relevant in the computation of boundary energy

Lay 3y - AN
Tn =~z + O ap=1- (=) (14)

It follows that the boundary energy is then (eq.(12) in [43])

L3a
M= /dedﬁf)ﬁuangab - /d%d‘ﬁ\ﬁutftTtt = —& e

2,4
M()Q/{ Z+

(15)

where o;; is the metric of a spacelike surface 3 in M, u* is the timelike unit vector normal
to 2. &* is timelike Killing vector generating time translation isometry of the boundary.
Here /o = ‘/?fg, ut=2,¢" =1, [ d*x = [ dz'da® = V,. Note that the energy is negative

z
when ay < ag = %. When ay4 = 0, the above negative energy was compared with the

negative Casimir energy of the gauge theory on S' x R%. The result has a good agreement
with[44]. For metric (4) in general dimensions, we have
L2
hij = ?diag(—l,f(z), 1,...,1). (16)

The tt-component of the quasi-local stress tensor becomes

Lag 4,

Ty = —
2/122,3[

+0(z%7h). (17)

The boundary energy is computed as follows:

_ Vi Ld_lflqg
M = | d72zdp/out T, = — , 18
/ PVou'§ Ty My 2r24 (18)
_ VJFLé? 2 . . . . .
where /o = por s f d“x = Vj_5. The energy in general dimensions is also negative when
ap < ag = 22{4%7. When ay = ag, the energy vanishes.

Alternatively, we can obtain boundary stress tensor by resorting to FG expansion [45,
46]. The bulk metric in FG gauge can be written as
o LP
ds® = ?(dz + g datdz"), guy = N + 09 (19)

Here 7, is Minkowski flat metric, dg,, begins with terms of order 74 near the boundary.



Next transforming the soliton background (4) into the form (19)

L2 d22 i N
ds® = 2—2(—(1752 + h(z) + h(z)d¢? + Z dz'dz') = = <d22 + gw,dx”dx”) (20)

with asymptotic expansion

2 2 2
_ 1 Zyay 1 ay
h=1-azl+ 8272 a=—(1— , B=——? 21
=), 8= @)
we obtain ; i
z z44=
= (140> + 82— 22
it < +Oéd +ﬁ2(1—d))’ (22)
(2d — 3)z%d-2 1.4
S O A A R 2
9o + 5 2d—1) + af +—d)z , (23)
52 gd 22(172
= =01+ a> 7) 24
i = 2 5J( ot hsa T (24)
The general variation of metric ,to leading order, takes the form [33]
g = aZ'T ) + 22972 (bJ 0, + enyJ?), (25)

where T is the boundary stress tensor, and the boundary current J, appears due to the
dual gauge field of the bulk (4) is turned on. Here a = #’ﬁl as given in [33], then from

(25), we can read off all components of stress tensor

« L1 1 ( Ziai) B Lt 1

(0) (0)
i ztzt ad 2k2 24 72 2k2 zia¢ (26)
_ 2 9
0 « 1 B dL=1 1 210y 1
T = o (-1+3) = S (=) (- 1+3) (27)

Note the (26) is energy density of boundary field theory which is consistent with (18).

4 The holographic entanglement entropy

We compute the holographic entanglement entropy [5, 6] in this background. We divide
the boundary region into two regions. The first region is defined as —1/2 < x! < 1/2 and
0 < ' < L, for the remaining x’, and wrapping ¢ direction. The second region is the
complement. The boundary of the Ryu-Takayanagi surface ends on the boundary of the
above region. The surface becomes a codimension 2 surface at a constant time slice with

the embedding scalar z = z(x!). The surface action becomes
Ly d—1
A=122 [t (3) VERE G 23)

7



The Hamiltonian of A becomes a constant independent of x1. It leads to the following EOM
of the first order

2(d—1)
r fd(z) Zx
z = \/fd(z)<fd(z*) S2(d-1) 1)’ (29)
where z, is the turning point. 2/ = 0 at z = z,. By integrating 2/, we require the boundary

condition

Zx 1
=2 / dz \/ — (30)

fd(fd(z*)zQ(d—l) - 1)

The above formula relates | with z,. Substituting (29), the surface action (28) becomes

Ld_122_2d

2-92d fd(Z*) 272(17
\/Z fa(z) ™"

where € is a small cutoff scale. The singular part of A becomes A ~

(31)

A=2L%2 / dz

2Ld—2Ld—1
- -
(d—2)ed=2"

For pure AdS, the surface action (31) can be integrated over a region. Replacing z,

with [, it becomes

1 gd—2,%50 T(545)\d-1 1
A=2rd-2pd1 - (@-1) . 32
((d )2 g2 (F(Q(dll))> zd—?) (32)

4.1 The confinement/deconfinement transition

According to [8, 9], the holographic entanglement entropy can capture the confinement/
deconfinement phase transition without black brane solutions. In this section, we analyze
the confinement /deconfinement transition applying it. We also examine the dependence on
the Wilson line along ¢. The entanglement entropy counts the degrees of freedom of the
entangled states at the energy scale A ~ 1/I. In confining gauge theories, the behavior of
the entanglement entropy will become trivial when [ becomes large. That is, it corresponds
to the IR limit.

We have two choices of the minimal surface. The first one is a connected surface (31),
which corresponds to the deconfinement phase. The second one is a disconnected surface,
which goes straight from the AdS-soliton boundary to the bulk. Because the disconnected
surface does not depend on [, it corresponds to the confinement phase.

The connected surface (31) has the maximal size l;,q, of the interval, which depends

on the Wilson line ay and the Kaluza-Klein mass My. The size [My of the interval is
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Figure 1: The size [Mj of the subregion with some fixed a4 as a function of z, in d = 3.
At the special value a, = ag, the boundary energy is zero. In the figure ag = V3a./2
(ac = 2w Moyy/+/d(d — 2)). The size [ linearly grows for small z, and has the maximal value

lmaz = 0.39, 0.27, 0.22, 0.17 in units of 1/Mj from the top to the bottom, respectively.

The figure shows that z, has two values.

AA
0 0.1 0.4 0.&Mo
— a¢=0
_5—
a¢=w/?ac12
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a¢=5 l}/
—15!

Figure 2: The entanglement entropy as a function of [ in 3 dimensions. The larger surface
is unphysical between two connected surfaces of the same curve. When 0 < [ < I, the
connected surface is favored. When [ > .., the disconnected surface dominates the behavior.
The critical length is given by I. = 0.34, 0.24, 0.19, 0.15 in units of 1/Mj from the bottom
to the top, respectively. This implies that the phase transition occurs at the large Kaluza-

Klein mass My with increase of the Wilson line a,.
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Figure 3: The finite part of the entanglement entropy is plotted as a function of [Mj in

3 dimensions. The curve of ay = a. almost agrees with that of the pure AdS (32) when

0<li<l,.

plotted as a function of z, in 3 dimensions in Fig. 1. The size [My has the maximal value
lmazMo ~ 1. Explicitly, lye:Mo = 0.39 when ay = a.. This is larger than that of the

AdSs soliton. When a4 becomes imaginary, the curve a, = 5i7y leads to the result of the

geometric entropy [48]. The geometric entropy is related to the entanglement entropy via

the double Wick rotation [49, 50].
When [ becomes large, the connected surface doesn’t exist anymore. Instead, the

disconnected surface dominates the behavior. It ends at the tip of the soliton (z = z).

4 2t 1 o[d-2rd-1 , q 1
dis __ d—2rd—1 _ T
A% = ord=2], / dzzd_l == (ed_2 — zfﬁ‘2>' (33)

The difference AA = A — A% in 3 dimensions is plotted in Fig. 2. There are
two connected surfaces of the same curve. The larger one is unphysical. For large [, the
disconnected surface dominates the behavior. There is a first order phase transition at a
critical point [ = [.. The critical length increases with increase of a4 in general.

To probe the confinement/deconfinement phase transition, we introduce the entropic
¢ function. It was proposed in [8]. The entropic ¢ function is defined as

19148
o) =~ (34)

where V = L42. This is the generalization of the 2 dimensional entropic ¢ function defined
in [52, 53]. The entropic ¢ function shows degrees of freedom at an energy scale 1/I. For

the pure AdS, the ¢ function becomes

Lé-12dr  Tgrtgy) a1
Cl) = Co = - (r @ ) . (35)
K (z@=1)
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Figure 4: The entropic ¢ function as a function of [My at small ag. C(l) decreases with
increase of [My. At the critical point [ = I., it jumps and becomes zero. This figure explains
the confinement/deconfinement phase transition. Finally, this figure implies that DOF of

entangling states are frozen in the confined phase.

G(/)

0.650;

— a¢=5 Iy
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0.625;

01 02 03 04 05 0%

Figure 5:  The entropic ¢ function as a function of IMy with some fixed ay. C(I) can
increase until the middle when ag = a.. It decreases after passing the peak. The green line
is a critical line due to the analytical calculation. Lines above the green line increase at

first, and line below the green line decreases.
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The entropic c function is plotted as a function of /My in Fig. 4 and 5. When a4 is small or
an imaginary number, the entropic ¢ function decreases with increase of [My. The entropic
¢ function suddenly becomes 0 at the critical point [ = [.. The figure 4 implies that there
are no DOF in the confined phase. In Fig. 5, the entropic ¢ function increases until the
middle of the horizontal line. After passing the peak, it decreases.

There is a characteristic length of the system 1/Mj which is the radius of the spacial
cycle denoted by S' in the soliton background, the entanglement entropy counts the degrees
of freedom (DOF) of the entangled states at the energy scale of the subsystem size | (E ~
1/1) between the subsystem and the complement. Once the subsystem size | chosen here
is smaller than the characteristic length (E 2 Mj), the entanglement entropy can detect
the effective degree of freedom encoding on the S'. While these DOF can not be detected
by entanglement entropy once the subsystem size is much larger than the characteristic
length (E < Mj), the DOF will be smeared and the entanglement entropy can not identify
such kinds of DOF hidden in S'. In this sense, then entanglement c function in the small
subsystem can monotonically increase vs the length of the subsystem. However, once the
subsystem size is comparable with the characteristic length of the system (E ~ M), the
DOF can not be detectable which leads to the entropy ¢ function monotonically decrease
with respect to the size of the subsystem. That is a one interpretation of the non-monotonic
behavior of entropy c¢ function with respect to subsystem size. The other interpretation of
the non-monotonic behavior of the entropy ¢ function is that the Lorentz symmetry on the
boundary of the AdS soliton background has been explicitly broken [53]. In this sense, the

monotonic behavior of the entropy ¢ function can not be protected.

4.2 HEE in a small region (d = 3)

Since we are interested in a small subregion, we expand the action and [ in terms of small z,.
Near the AdS-soliton boundary neglecting the information of the infrared region, z, < z4.
The leading order contribution of the surface comes from the AdS boundary and is the zero
temperature entanglement entropy in the infinite volume. Since the background gauge field
and the Kaluza-Klein (KK) mass (or finite volume corrections) are small, one can use the
perturbation in terms of z,: Myz, ~ Myl < 1 and agl < 1.

We compute small deviations in d = 3. The size of the interval [ is expanded in a

power series as follows:

apzy (3E(—1) — 3K(-1)— %)

I =22, (BE(~1) — K(~1)) +
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2(ay — VA(E(-1) - K(-1) | @z (ECD — 5 K(-1) — §)

+ 4 + 6
525 z3
+(a¢ — 1)ayz? (%(E(—71) - K(-1)) — &n) N (36)
ot

2+ a4

where a4 =1+ €( T)Q' E(k) and K (k) are elliptic integrals. The action is expanded in a

power series as follows:

LI* ¢ o
+@¢23 (3B(-1) - 3K(-1) - §) n 2 (@ — 1) (B(-1) - K(-1))
23 24
a2l (5E(-1) — 5K(=1) = 5) 28 (ag—1)ay (12B(—1) — 12K(—1) — )
+ 28 * 1627
+ +
3(dy — )21 (B(-1) — K(~1)) @25 (GE(-1) + £K(-1) — 5
. ( ¢ ) é[)z(i ) (1)) + ¢ (64 2348 32) + . (37)

Note that z; = ﬁ + O(ai) when a4 < M. The above expansion is in terms of the KK
mass when ag = 0. For non-zero a4, the above result also shows corrections of background
gauge fields.

HEE is written up to order {° as follows:

2 2 3 2
Koo gz Mal?  BrLL
2 ¢ r(3)
ar ()'ag2  3r (D (a, -1

2.3 3.4
TEZY 807TZ+

+LIL2< . ) +O(P). (38)

For very small [, the increased amount of HEE becomes

2L, LT (2)%a4l*

2.3 ’
KRemzy

AS = (39)

27 Mo~y

7—1 - DBecause quarks can not be isolated in

where AS becomes negative when ag <
confinement, confinement decreases degrees of freedom. The O(I®) contribution coming
from the real Wilson line ag is also negative and similar to HEE of the Reissner Nordstrom
AdS black hole [38].

The energy difference in the dual field theory is defined as
 LylL%ay

_ Oy
AE =T Ll = 2

, (40)

where Tt(to) is defined in (26) and AFE is proportional to the small volume [L, = [/Mj.
The relation like the first law of thermodynamics is as follows:

AE = T.,;AS, (41)
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where entanglement temperature [21, 23] is defined as

Tt = (42)

7
16T(5)*
Entanglement temperature is inversely proportional to the length [. Its coefficient is known
to be universal in asymptotic AdS black holes [47]. However, it is different from AdS
solitons by a factor 2 because the increased amount of HEE AS generally includes T,
in a striped subregion [33]. Note that the expansion (36) and (37) can be computed until
higher orders. HEE becomes of O(&il‘r’ /2%) at the next order.

In appendix, we computed entanglement temperature in other dimensions (d > 5).
Both the increased amount of HEE become negative as in the energy difference when ay <
21 M,

d_i”. That is, confinement decreases degrees of freedom.

Our results including 3-dimensional ones (d > 3) are summarized as follows:

AS =Tt = VT (%)F(%)Z

The above formula shows that the amount of information inside an interval [ is proportional

A (d+1)T (&)1 (322
7E <2d 2> <2d 2) % (43)

to the energy inside the region surrounded by the entangling surface.
We also evaluate the entropic ¢ function for small [. The entropic ¢ function is

sensitive to the DOF at the energy scale E ~ 1/l. Making use of (34), it becomes

QTt(to)ldfl

C(l) - CO + Tent

+0(1%). (44)

The energy density I}(to) is negative when a4 < 27;{4%7. Moreover, C(l) decreases with

increase of [ (Myl < 1). On the other hand, the energy density Tt(to) becomes positive when

27;%{”: Wilson lines are of the same order as the KK mass (agl/y ~ Mol S 1). The

ag >
entropic ¢ function C([) increases with increase of I. Here it is not necessary that the c
theorem C’(l) < 0 has monotonic behavior in a theory with breaking Lorentz symmetry
explicitly. Note that results (43) and (44) do not apply to a 3 dimensional soliton with

Wilson lines.

5 Second order correction to HEE

The Fefferman-Graham (FG) expansion is convenient when we consider the asymptotic

expansion of the AdS geometric. In this section, we compute the second order correction
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to HEE with a spherical entangling surface in terms of the FG expansion. A general metric

in FG gauge is
o L*
ds® = 22 (dz* + g (z, 2*)datda”) (45)

where the AdS boundary is located at z ~ 0. We approximate that the circle of the
¢ direction is large enough (MyL < 1). Therefore, the boundary metric at z — 0 is
almost flat. Note that small My limit is consistent with assumptions of the asymptotic AdS

geometry MyL < 1 and agL < 1. The metric is
g;w(Z, zh) = Nuv + 59;811/) (z,21) + 59;(3/) (z,2"). (46)

We assume that the metric is static. The bulk surface stays at a constant time slice. The

embedding scalar is z = z(z') only. With the induced metric h;; = é—;(gij + 0;20;z), the

A= /dd_lx\/ﬁ = /cld_lrvL;l_l1 Vdet gij\/1+ g9;20;2 (47)
To evaluate the leading order correction, we use the solution of the zero-th order z(9) =
VR - Y @,
The first order is
SAM = 2 [ dt-1a, [det 4° (\/1+g )i 9,209, 2O tr(g(O~15¢(1))
59(1)’38iz(0)6jz( ) )’
\/1 + g(0779,2(0)9;2(0)

area is then

where the term linear to 9;2()) vanishes due to the EOM. The second order is
92 0)ij 9. »(2) 9. »(0) o2 (O)ij (1) g, (1)
5A® = pi- 1/dd Ly det g0 { a’g000:200;z -+ Oz 0y
2\/1 g0 9;2(0)9, 20 2\/1 g7 9;2(0)9,2(0)

y 0)ij g, (1) 9. »(0) 2 Wijy, (1) g,
B (gég(l)”@-zgﬁjzo) ( 2ayg “alz 0;z i ) af( 20914 9;2(1)9;20 )
2 2(1+ g(O)uaiz(O)ajz(O))a \/1 + g(O)ijaiz(O)ajz(O)

o 59(2)1'1'32.2(0)3],2(0) o (5g(l)ijaiz(0)ajz(0))2
2 \/1 + i1 9;2(0)9,20) 8 (14 g(0ii9,2(09,2(0)2

(o )_159(1))( 20,901 9;2(19;2(0) a §gM19;200;2° )
2 (0)

o 0
+—tr g 2
2\/1—1—9(0@382'( )62 \/1+go)”82’(0)82

2 o?
+<%tr(g(0)_1ég(2)) — Ztr(g(o)_lég(l))2+§tr2(g(o)_lég(l))) \/1 + g(O)ij&-z(U)@jz(O)},
(49)

where the profile of the minimal surface is corrected due to the change of the bulk metric.

Since the remaining computation is lengthy, it is placed in appendix B.
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6 Discussion

We analyzed the confinement/deconfinement phase transition and thermodynamic proper-
ties of the holographic entanglement entropy in a soliton background with the current. The
phase transition occurs due to the competition of two minimal surfaces as analogous to [8].
The phase transition happens at the scale [My ~ 1 (see Fig. 2). We also computed the
entropic ¢ function C(1). It probes a phase transition and counts degrees of freedom at an
energy scale F ~ 1/l. When E 2 My, HEE can detect the effective degrees of freedom

of entangling states inside the circle. When ag > 27;]141”, C(l) increases with increase of

I and doesn’t comply with the ¢ theorem. When E < My, it can not detect degrees of
freedom inside the circle and decrease. Note that the 2-dimensional entropic ¢ function
Cy—o(= 1dS/dl) satisfies dCy—o/dl < 0 by applying the strong subadditivity to quantum
field theories [52, 53]. Since the entropic ¢ function C(I) (d # 2) is a generalized version,

however, it does not need to satisfy the analogous condition.

We derived the relation as in the first law of thermodynamics. The entanglement
temperature is defined in (43) and becomes an inverse function of I. We find that both the
boundary energy and the increased amount of HEE become negative in the field theory side
when a4 < %. That is, confinement decreases degrees of freedom. On the other hand,

ags can increase degrees of freedom and makes both quantities positive.

Finally, the generic formula for the second order correction to the holographic entan-
glement entropy with contributions from the deformation of the entangling surface has been
given. We apply this formula to a spherical entangling surface and reproduce the resulting

second order corrections are the same as ones given in [33].
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A The first law in 5 and 6 dimensional QFTs

In this section, we analyze the deviation from the infinite volume and d = 5. [ and the

action are expanded in a power series as follows:

WA () agl (VAT (R) VAT (D)) | avar (B) (@, 1) 2
T e \ar ) () 457 (3) 4
L (VAT () 9vaD (R)  TyAT (¥)
210 16 (3) = 3200 (%)  704T (&)
Magay—1) (VAT (3) VAT (2)
= (‘w(f)* or(y) ) )

and

A2 2ﬁF(§’)+<\FF(§’) VAT

L3LY 363 150 (2) 23 20T (2)
VL) B - ) (VA(R) A () VA e
sr(2) A4 6a0 (3) 160 (3) 64l (&) ) 210

The above expansion is able to be used to compute corrections in terms of Kaluza-Klein
mass and the background gauge field.

HEE is rewritten up to order {° as follows:

K, 2L3LY 16eT () I
2 3¢ 18751 (2)" 13
9\21 (5 7.2 9
2L4<_ 25T (%) F(4)a¢2,l +3125r(8) (ap — 1)I° ) (52)
2yal (T ()22 2sser ()'a8

The increased amount of HEE becomes

5 273714
A52_25\/7?() (S) agl Lyl

12 (§) T (38)" r2}

(53)

AS becomes negative when ag < 27TM°7 Because quarks can not be isolated in confinement,
confinement decreases degrees of freedom of entangled states.
The increased amount of energy in the dual field theory is defined as
47
lLiL ag

AFE = —
2%22i

(54)

Using the relation like the first law AE = T.,;AS, entanglement temperature is
defined as

(55)



We analyze the deviation in 6 dimensions. The size [ and the action are expanded in

a power series as follows:

[ =

1352 6 8 0
zhag (/ar(3)  11VAl(§) 4yl (3)
* 2} (_25P(17z) " 600F(%5) 3250 (%E:’))) (56)
and
A1 yar(§) | Afag (VAL (5) VAL (§)
LALS T 24 19T (1—0) 24 2_6’_ 30T (%) 50 (%)
vag g 8 9 8 _
23 ((VAT(§) | VAT(R) VAT () | VAT (3) (@ - 1)
i 2§ <_25F (1—72) - 1001“@) 500 (ﬁ)) * 615’(%1) a0 (57)

The above expansion can be used to compute corrections in terms of Kaluza-Klein mass

and the background gauge field.

HEE is rewritten up to order 1% as follows:

2 475 5/21 (8)° 145
K S—A—in T (5 5m
2m 2e 9721 (H)° 4
praps(- AT W e | ()’ @ -ty )
AT ()T e ()

TVl (f5) T (8)" 28
The increased amount of energy in the dual field theory is defined as

 LilLlay

AE = )
2r228

(60)

Using the relation like the first law AFE = T, AS, the entanglement temperature is
defined as

BNre? o



B Second Order Correction in Spherical case

This appendix is a brief review of second order corrections in [33]. In section 5, we have not
considered the deformation of profile which is described by z(z;). We take the deformation

into account and we expand
2(wi) = 20(wi) + azi(mi) + P za(wi) + ...y (62)

where zg = / R? — Zf 11 :z2 Note that since we are only interested in quadratic corrections
to the entanglement entropy, zs will not make contributions since it appears linearly in the
area functional. By performing the variation of the action, we will obtain the equation of
motion for spherical case.

From formula (49) we can divide the second order contribution to three category by

the power of z;. In the zero-th order of 21,

Asg = /dd—led—lzg[O;tr(g(O)—l(sg(Q)) _ Oftr(g(o)‘lég(l))erOéztrQ(g(O)‘lég(l))]ZRo
— / dilp i1yl %(n” x;zj)(lﬂaTﬁ -~ %Taﬂ‘w )
- ﬁ;ijmk(n’“m s+ Mo )
/dd Lppd-t.d R[ Ty T — % 116T 5T + wR;("Z_l)TagTaﬁ
= /dd—lde—lzf{R[—fG(l - R2(;2_1))(1})20 + T3 TY) + T7’08TZO(1 + d _Tj)m)
where we have made use of \/1 + (019,209,200 = R/2() and
T=T, T,= fR”ZJ (64)

The power of z; appears in the second index of Ay ,. Ao does not contribute to EOM of

z1. Next is the power one of z; as follows:
L= (d— 1) R Tr( ) 7
_ d—1,. 117(g0. ‘91 -1 o, 9.
A2’1 = /d Zg 1 [ 220 + R ( )”8 218 21+ RT (90 gl)go 8Z208J21]
2xikaIZ 2rah Ty atad RTz Rleij:Ui:Uj

R2 R4 ) 220 2z ]
2 ’L
0

/dd Lprd- 1[R821x3(T”

2

R 252,197 1. J ka
— [ @ aL I T - o) + T (U - BT - RO

R? R? R4

)l
(65)
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The power two of z; becomes

WD Epl a2

2 20 <0 20 R ]

B /dd_l Ld 1 [d(d— Dzf  23(021)? B 22 (2%0;21)* n (d—-1) x’@zz%]
N N EE 2R? 2R > R

The EOM of z; is obtained from the variation of A1 + Ag .

Mt An) _ pior [ Loy ¢ B2 4oLy e

L L0,
A2’2 :/dd 1 [2R (0)1]8 218 2+ 21 X°0;21

01 220 z§ 22 R?
and A o
5(14271 +A272) _ Ldil /dd 1 { ( ngggk n 2]"#2(2):3’ B Zgﬂjzlxﬂl’ )
8kz1 220 R2 R2 R4
R (68)
+ 8 21 22210; 212 kI
ZO( RZ 0 R% + (d - 1) R2 )
so that the equation of motion becomes
2—d 20(-2-A)T, (1—d)zn (22 -2R)X*0z1  OO*xn
2o + + a P )
2R 2R R- 2§ R3 . 2§ 2472R
Q(HZkakZl (.TZ(?ZZ())) xixk(‘)iakzl
R3zg_1 B R3zg—2 (69)
_ _9 _ _ k k ik,
_ 2 don—i— 20(—=2 = d)T, n (1—-d)z oz Opz1 OOz _z'z 0;0r21 —0,
2R 2R 23R R3:072  Rz$?  R3.202

where zg = \/Wf12 T = TZ is constant and T, = T; ]xRIQJ. One can set Tz-i =T for

convenience. We just want to solve the z;.
We consider an ansatz for z; of the form z1 = Tf(r) + Ti,ja:ixjfg(r). If we substitute

this ansatz, we will have following equation

T(d—2 72 AT, f5 R?
gf +Tf] - V2T fo + — 2 et T + RT, f}
2 2) RT, ) 28 (70)
+ (_)—xfé — 2T fo — ATor fy — T for 2_ 20 [(d —2)T + (d+2)T,]
r
Comparing modes T and T, , we have following equation
d2f2 9 dfo (d — 1)R2 + 4u? ud(d + 2)
R? - —2fg = —— 2 71
du? (R —u’) du u f2 2 ’ (71)
and
(R =) 2y (d—1) o wl(d = 2)
_ +9 el S 72
R2 du? u +2f= 2 (72)
We have let u = zp , this two equation have followmg solution
R22d Zd
- = 73
hi 2(d+1) f2 2(d+ 1) (73)

The final answer is to coincide with the second order correction [33] to HEE for spherical

entanglement surface.
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