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We examine the deSitter entropy in the braneworld model with the Gauss-
Bonnet/Lovelock terms. Then, we can see that the deSitter entropy computed through
the Euclidean action exactly coincides with the holographic entanglement entropy.
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1. Introduction

In the development of adS/CFT correspondence [1-3], a remarkable one is the Ryu-
Takayanagi proposal for the holographic entanglement entropy [4]. This is regarded as a
natural extension of the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy for the black hole to general cases
based on the holographic aspect.

On the other hand, the braneworld model inspired by string theory also has the holographic
feature [5, 6]. Therefore, it is natural to consider the holographic entanglement entropy in
the braneworld context too. Recent hybrid formulation of adS/CFT(or adS/BCFT [7]) and
braneworld, say Island formula, may be able to offer the solution to the information loss
paradox in black hole evapolation [8] (See also Refs [9-11]). In this sense, the braneworld
setup contributes to understanding the quantum gravity.

In this paper, we revisit the holographic entanglement entropy of the deSitter braneworld
(See Ref. [12] for black hole). In Ref. [13], the authors showed the exact agreement between
the deSitter entropy computed from the Eucliedan path integral [14] and the Ryu-Takayanagi
formula for holographic entanglement entropy (See also [15]). However, they also founds a
disagreement between them in the braneworld model with the Gauss-Bonnet term. This
is not surprising result because the Ryu-Tayakanagi formula should be improved for the
higher derivative theories. Indeed, motivated by the formula for the black hole entropy in
the Lovelock gravity theory [16], the authors in Ref. [17] proposed the new formula which
has the correction terms to the Ryu-Takayanagi formula. Then, our purpose is to confirm
that the formula given in Ref. [17] coincides with the deSitter entropy in braneworld with
the Gauss-Bonnet/Lovelock terms.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we describe the
braneworld model with the Gauss-Bonnet term and deSitter brane in the n-dimensional anti-
deSitter spacetime. We give the detail of the calculation for the deSitter entropy through the
Euclidean path integral and the holographic entanglement entropy. In Sect. 3, the analysis
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and results in the braneworld model with the Lovelock gravity are shown. Finally, in Sect. 4,
we give short summary.

2. Braneworld with Gauss-Bonnet

In this paper, we consider the Zs-symmetric braneworld model in the anti-deSitter bulk. The
bulk Gauss-Bonnet term [18] is analysed first. The system is composed of the n-dimensional
bulk (M;f, gmn) and the brane (M,_1,q,,) (Ref. [13] focused on the n = 5 case. Here, we
consider any dimensions with n > 5). The action is given by

1
N 167TGn MuM,;

d"a;\/—_g(R oA+ %ﬂcGB) + /

M,

oy (< + e 1Q).
- )

where G, is the n-dimensional Newton constant, R is the n-dimensional Ricci scalar, A is a
negative cosmlogical constant, ¢ is supposed to be the anti-deSitter curvature length and
is a dimensionless constant. Here, the Gauss-Bonnet Lagrangian Lgp is given as

Lo = R? — 4RABRAB + RABCDRABCD (2)
and the gravitational surface term @) is written in
Q = 2K + B*(J — 2" VG,, KM, (3)
where "~Y@,, is the (n — 1)-dimensional Einstein tensor, .J is the trace of .J,,, defined by
1
T = —g(QKWKZ,gKO‘B —2KK,0KS — KuKag K + KK ) (4)

and K, is the extrinsic curvature of M,,_; (whose the normal direction is taken to outward
for M,"). Supposing that the locus of the brane is y = 0 in the Gaussian normal coordinate
(y,x*) around the brane, [F]~ is defined by

[F]” := lim F — lim F. (5)
y—+0 y——0
Then, the bulk field equation is
B2
Gun + Agun + THMN =0, (6)
where
1
Hyn = RRyn — 2Ry RN — 2R*'Ryne + RukrpRy M — ZQMNEGB- (7)
The junction condition is
7 i dm pe I 7 K aBf)— K
[KV _51/K] +7[3J1, _5VJ_2PQVBK ] :87TGnTV, (8)
where
Puavp = (n_l)RuamB - 2(n_1)Ru[VqB}a + 2(n_1)Ra[Vq/5}u + (n_l)un[VqB}a (9)

and 7, is the energy-momentum tensor on the brane. Since we focus on the vacuum brane,
Tuvy = —0Qquy, Where o is the brane tension.
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Hereafter we consider the deSitter brane in the n-dimensional anti-deSitter spacetime
(adS,,) which is the solution to the current model. The bulk metric is given by [19]

ds?> = dr?+ (CH)?sinh?(r/0)[—dt* + H=% cosh?(Ht)dQ? )]
= dr®+ (CH)?sinh?(r/0)[— (1 — H?p*)dT? + (1 — H?*p*)"'dp® + p*dQ? 5], (10)

where £ is the curvature length of adS,, and H is the Hubble constant on the brane. Then,
supposing that the brane is located at r = ry, we see

H~! = ¢sinh(ro/0). (11)

The bulk field equation and junction condition imply us

A= _W <1 _ ﬁw> (1)
and
(n—2) (n—3)(n—4) 2
7 cosh(rg /) [1 - ﬁ# < - W)] = 47G,o0, (13)
respectively.

2.1. deSitter entropy with Gauss-Bonnet

In this subsection, we will give the deSitter entropy in the braneworld with the Gauss-Bonnet
term. One can compute the deSitter entropy through the Euclidean action

_ 1 n /862 n—1 [Q]_
I = o /M:UM; d x\/§<2A ~R- TEGB) + /M d m\/a(a . 167an>
_ (n=D2-B(n—2)(n—3)] n
- 167Gl /M,TUMH eV
_ coth(ro/f)

872G, 0 [2 —B(n—2)(n—3) <1 - mﬂ /M 2/
0

4G, 2
+B(n — 3) sinh™ 4 (rg/¢) cosh(r0/€)> , (14)
where we used
Q" = w coth(ro /() [1 - 5% <1 - mﬂ . (15)
and §2,,_1 is the surface area of the n dimensional unit sphere,
Q= % (16)
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Then, we see that the deSitter entropy in the braneworld with the Gauss-Bonnet term is
given by

Sas = —Igp
_ (n—2)n? _ (n—=2)(n—3) /“M -3
= G, Q| [1-7 5 ; dxsinh" 2 x

+B(n — 3) sinh™ 4 (rg /¢) cosh(r0/£)> . (17)

2.2.  Holographic entanglement entropy with Gauss-Bonnet

For the current setup, following Ref. [ ] we consider
1 1 B2
S = dn— 2 \/_<1 + = (n 2)R> + n—3 (n—3) -, 18
M 4G7’L r+ur- QGn \/_ [ ] ( )
where h;; is the induced metric of (n — 2)—dimensional surface I'* with 8F+ =0I'"” =0T,
("=2) B is the Ricci scalar of hij, pap is the induced metric of OI' and (n=3)[ is the extrinsic

curvature of OT'. We suppose I'" C M7, T~ C M, and dT' C M,,_; in the braneworld setup.
When 3 = 0, Eq. (18) becomes to be proportional to the volume of I'" UT~.

Then, one takes the variation of I' for Sy and the minimum value gives us the holographic
entanglement entropy. From the variation, one obtains

(n—2)k. _ 552(n—2)Gij("_2)kij =0 (19)
in the bulk and
B[ IpAB — BB |2 — (20)

on the brane, where (”_2)1%- and ("3, are the extrinsic curvatures of T' and of 9T in
I'. These equations determine the geometry of I'. When 8 = 0, Eq. (19) becomes (n=2)f — 0
and Eq. (20) becomes trivial.

For the deSitter braneworld, it is easy to see that the 3-surface I'y with T" =const. and
p=H"! in Eq. (10) satisfies Eq. (19). This is because T', is the hyperboloid with the
curvature length ¢, that is, the induced metric is h = dr? + (2 sinh?(r/£)dQ?_5, and then

q. (10) implies [1 — B(n — 3)(n — 4)/2]*=2 k=0. In Ref. [13], it was shown that T, satisfies
Eq. (19). Moreover, since ("~ Q)kz = 0 is satisfied on 'y, we also see that Eq. (20) is trivially
satisfied.

Since 2R = —(n — 2)(n — 3)/£2, "3k = [(n — 3)/{] coth(ry/{), the holographic entan-
glement entropy is computed as

Sim = 4(1;n <1 - 5%) /1“ d*=avh

+w coth(rg/l) d"3x\/p
2Gn ar',
— en_zg 1— 5W /TOM dr sinh™3
~ oq, 2 , e *
+B(n — 3) sinh™ 4 (rq /¢) cosh(r0/£)> , (21)
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where ,,_3 is the surface area of the (n — 2) dimensional unit sphere. Since €),,_3 is expressed
with Qn—la

(n—2)

Qp_3 =)
3 -

(22)
we can find that

holds exactly!

3. Braneworld with Lovelock

We will consider more generic setting, the braneworld model with the Lovelock terms. The
analysis can be proceeded in the same way as in the case with the Gauss-Bonnet term. We
follow the definitions of geometrical quantities and objects given in the previous section. The
action with boundary is given in Ref. [18],

- ! ay=g(-20+ Y el

167TGn M?TUM;

+ /Mn1 d"—lx\/—_q<—a + ; cm%>, (24)

where ¢,,’s are coefficients of Lovelock terms,

,Cm = %gﬁilﬁlﬁf}\}l RK1L1 My N o RKmLm M’”N’", (25)
dm 1 _
Qn = g || Ay (7D Ras " - 20 KK )
o ((n_l)Ram71/8m7l,um—1Vm—1 - 282K5:::11KE:::1) Kg:
-1
4m — [m—1\ (=2)F
— 6 O — 6771— m 3 m
= S ST D ( ! )% T RAEG . KK KL
k=0
("—1)Rak+1ﬁk+1#k+11’k+1 L (”—1)Ra By Hmmet

(26)
and (mk_ 1) is the binomial coefficients. The tensors gﬁljvllij\(/}"%\"f and qﬁjff,’,’,ﬁ‘ﬁ_’ffj_’lfﬁ are
defined as

KlLl---K7an pp— Kl Ll Km Lm
g R = 2m)tels ok ook (27)

Gt = (2m = 1)l qpl ait - apn iy (28)

The brackets [M;...Np,] in index indicate antisymmetrization, for instance, TNy =
(1/2)(Tyn — Tvar)- The sum in Eq. (24) is taken from m = 0 to [n/2], where [...] is the
floor function.
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The equation of motion and the junction condition are obtained by taking the variation
of Eq. (24). The equation of motion becomes

Agun + Y emEyfa =0, (29)
m
where
pm _ M KiLi.KnLm Ry, MiNip M2N2 R M., N, 1£ 30
MN = o IM,N, M, N, 9K M BN L, KsLo ... Rk,.L.. — 5 Lmgun. (30)
This gives us
1
A== cm(n—2m)Lm, (31)
m
The junction condition is
167Gnoqu + Y eml I3 =0, (32)
m
where
-1
J00) i B N (M 1) (22
nv 2m iVt b —1Vm—1Mm k: 2k + 1
k=0
X ((2k + UK(/)ZKE . Kg:KZ:K;quamy
<« =R tiraiviesr - (n=1) p Hom —1Vm —1

Olk+16k+1 U —1Bm—1

+2(m — k — KM KY . KB KK

(n—l) HE+1VE+1 (n—l) ,um—QVm—Q(TL—l) Mo —1 Vm—1
X Rak+15k+1 ctt ROlM72Bm72 Ramflﬁnzfl M ql/

_qulﬂ" (33)

Then, the brane tension is expressed as

n—2m

167G, 0 = Z Cm, Q] - (34)

n—1

3.1.  deSitter entropy with Lovelock
Let us calculate the deSitter entropy through the Euclidean action. Substituting Eqs. (31)
and (34) to the Euclidean action, we have

_ L n r— [Qm]™
Is = uhGnAﬁwhdaW@@A_é;%ﬁm)+%éld %Vﬂ?_é;%ﬁ&m%)

1 m 1 om — 1
- = d" m—Lm — a1t m ml .
8w Gy, \/MIUMH x\/gzm:c n 167G, /Mn1 x\/a%: Cm= @]
(35)

Since the Riemann curvature of bulk is

Rixrmn = L 2(grM9LN — 9KNILM ), (36)
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L,, is calculated as

n!

"= -1 m7€—2m.

£ (=1) (n —2m)! (37)

On the other hand, the Riemann curvature and the extrinsic curvature of the brane are
"D Rapp = €72 sinh™(r0/0)(dapdss — doavdsp); (38)
K, = " coth(ro/0)qu (39)

Then, we have

Qum = QmME_QmH cosh(ro/¢) ) /1 ds (1 - s (3osh2(1"0/€))m_1 . (40)

(n —2m)! sinh®™~L(ry/0) Jo
With Egs. (37) and (40), the deSitter entropy Sqs = —Ig is calculated as

0, - 2)! ro/¢
4WG; > mcmen—QmL)) ((_1)m(n — 1)/0 dzsinh™ !z

(n —2m)!

Sas

1
+(2m — 1) cosh(rg/¢) sinh”_2m(r0/€)/0 ds (1— s cosh2(r0/€))m_l> . (41)

3.2.  Holographic entanglement entropy with Lovelock

The holographic entanglement entropy is also given in Ref. [16]. Then, as subSect. 2.2, we
first consider

1 1 -

Sim = A" 2zvVh Lo dn3 - 42

g LD 3L 1 | B enl@uls )
where
B moo - -
Lm = 2m-1h;cll]zl{.'.ﬂléfﬁlfsz:(n DRy b AR, et (43)
A dm(m — 1 ! A1 By Ao 2 1 — — —
Q= T [t BB (ORAR O - 220G D)

. ((n—2)RAm_2Bm_2Cm_2Dm_2 _ 282(71_3)]6‘3"172(n_3)k‘gM72) (TL—3)]{:§77;71' (44)

" - m—t
Here, hzﬂlll Z’:ﬂ 1131:1 ' and pglgi é:‘jg::zg:: are defined by
W s = m = 2R B R )
PeiDy e Dl ey = 2m = D Pl e e e (46)

Then the minimum value of Sy for the variation of I' gives us the holographic
entanglement entropy which is evaluated on a surface satisfying

}:cmlﬂm'" i = 0 (47)
in the bulk and

}:%ﬂuB (n=2)AB — ¢ (48)
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on the brane, where

m

1 -~
Eﬂm‘—zm b Z;ﬂﬁﬂguﬁ%ﬁlhRup“b~-Rnhmm4k””“*“—§£mhma (49)
)
j(m) o 4m(m - 1) A1Bi..Ap 2By 2A 1 g m—2 (_2)l
AB — 2m—l pClDl---Cm72Dm72C7n71 ; l 21 + 1
x ((21 + 1) =Sl Q=8 D= ety
X("—3)RAL+1BL+101+1D1+1 o (n_g)RAm_2Bm_ Crm—2Dpms

+2(m — 1= 2k kD kSRR G

m—1
-3 Ci41D -3 Crie3Dpm—3(n—3 Chrn— Dy, -
X(n )RAH—IBH—I PR (n )RAm—3Bm—3 ? 3(YL )RAm 2B 2 2ApB 2)
—QmPAB- (50)

As is the case in Sect. 2, on T' =const. hypersurface, p = H~', which is a minimal surface
(n=2); = 0, satisfies Eqs. (47) and (48). On this surface, we have

A (n—2)! —1p—2m+2
Ly, = m————(=1)"" "=, 51
mor s (<) (51)
Qm = 2m(m— 1)M€ 2mE3 inh =2™F3 (1 /£) cosh (rg /€)
(n —2m)!
1
X / ds(1 — s cosh2(r0/€))m_2. (52)
0
Then, the holographic entanglement entropy is calculated in
Q-3 (n=3)! -1 /To/e : -3
_ =Sz [ pyme1y g b
Sim 26, 2 mce (n—2m)!£ (=)™ (n—-2) ; dx sin x
! —2
+2(m — 1) sinh™ 2™ (1 /¢) cosh(ro /¢) / ds(1 — % cosh?(ro/€))™
0
_ n—2m TL - 2) m ro/t . n—1
= 47TG chm€ = 2m)i ((—1) (n— 1)/0 dxsinh" "z
! m—1
+(2m — 1) cosh(rg/¢) sinh”_2m(r0/€)/ ds (1— s cosh2(r0/€)) .
0
(53)

8/10



where, in the second equality, we used Eq. (22) and

T‘g/e
(n—2) / dz sinh" 3z
0

To/e
=—(n—-1) / dz sinh™ ! z + sinh™2(ro /¢) cosh(rg /£), (54)
0

1
2(m — 1)/0 ds(1 — s* cosh2(r0/€))m_2

1
= (—1)™sinh®™~2(ry /{) + (2m — 1)/ ds(1—s° coshz(ro/é))m_l. (55)
0
As a summary, we can see that
Sim = Sds (56)

holds exactly in the braneworld with Lovelock terms.

4. Summary

In this paper, we revisited the comparison between the holographic entanglement entropy
and deSitter entropy in the braneworld model with higher-curvature corrections, that is, the
Gauss-Bonnet /Lovelock terms. Employing the Jacobson-Myers formula for the holographic
entanglement entropy, we could show the exact agreement of both. These results may encour-
age to have the general formulation for holographic entanglement entropy in the braneworld
context.
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