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Abstract

We present a JT gravity set up that reveals the evidence of (Euclidean) wormhole
to black hole phase transition at finite charge density and/or chemical potential. We
identify the low temperature phase of the system as the charged wormhole solution.
As the temperature of the system is increased, it undergoes a first order phase
transition to a two black hole system at finite charge density. At the critical point
(T = Tp) of the phase transition, both the Free energy (density) and the charge
undergoes a discontinuous change. Finally, we conjectured that the field theory
dual to this gravitational set up is a two-site (uncoupled) complex SYK model at a
finite chemical potential.

1 Introduction and summary

Wormbholes are the geometrical bridges that connect the asymptotic regions of space-
time [I]-[2]. These are the solutions of Einstein’s equation in the classical limit.

Wormbhole solutions [3]-[10] are studied extensively in the context of Jackiw-
Teitelboim (JT) gravity models [I1]-[I3] those are conjectured to be dual to Sachdev-
Ye-Kitaev (SYK) like models [I4]-]23] in one dimension. In particular, the authors in
[3] investigate a two site coupled SYK model, which for small values of the coupling,
is found to exhibit a gapped phase at sufficiently low energies.

This gapped phase in the coupled SYK model is identified with the traversable
wormhole solution of the nearly-AdSs [13], [24] gravity interacting with the mat-
ter fields. However, as the temperature is increased, the SYK model exhibits a
phase transition which in the language of the dual gravity picture, corresponds to
a Hawking-Page transition into a black hole phase at high temperatures.

The authors in [4] further extend these results to explore a two site uncoupled
Majorana SYK model which also exhibits a gapped phase at low temperatures. The
gravitational analogue of this phenomenon is proposed to be an Euclidean wormhole
solution of JT gravity in the presence of matter couplings.

These results were further generalised in [6], where the authors consider a weak
coupling between the two site complex SYK whose gravitational dual corresponds
to a traversable wormhole solution [3] at zero charge density. Using the Schwinger-
Dyson equation, they further establish the onset of a first order phase transition in
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which the wormhole phase transits into a two black hole system at high tempera-
turedl

Recently, the complex SYK model has been further investigated in the presence
of different chemical potentials [7]. At low energies, the authors in [7] identify the
ground state of the system as an eternal traversable wormhole that connects the two
sides at low (averaged) chemical potential. Interestingly, these wormhole solutions
transit into a two black hole system at high chemical potential.

Given the above review on the literature, the purpose of the present work is
to initiate a systematic investigation of the Euclidean wormhole solutions at finite
(charge) density and in particular, to explore the associated phase stability of the
solution at low temperatures.

Below, we outline the key findings of our analysis.

In the present work, we cook up a theory of Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton (EMD)
gravity within the JT gravity framework that exhibits a first order phase transition
between the charged wormhole solutions at low temperatures and black hole solu-
tions at high temperatures and fixed chemical potential. In particular, we explore
the thermal properties of both of these solutions. We observe that the regularised

Free energy density (]—"{5}%)) of the wormhole configuration is almost constant at

sufficiently low temperatures (7' < Tp) indicating the presence of “gapped” phase
in the dual (conjectured) two site complex SYK model [4], [6].

The organization for the rest of the paper is as follows.

e In Section 2, we emphasize on the role of the Maxwell-Chern-Simons (MCS)
term [29]-[30] that appears in topological gauge theories. When coupled to AdSs
gravity, following a suitable dimensional reduction (see Appendix , this results
into a dynamical JT gravity model which exhibits a wormhole to black hole phase
transition at fixed chemical potential.

We also carry out a first principle derivation of the quantum stress-energy ten-
sor for the U(1) gauge fields (A,,) that takes into account the double trumpet back-
ground. Since gauge fields in 2D are non conformal, therefore the present derivation
is significantly different from those of the earlier results reported in [4].

e In Section[3] we carry out a detailed analysis on various thermodynamic entities
pertaining to the wormhole as well as the black hole phase. These include computing
entities like the “boundary” Free energy density (F), total charge (@), temperature
(T') and the chemical potential (x). In particular, we express these quantities as,
F = F(T,pn) and Q = Q(T, ), where both T" and p are treated as independent
parameters of the system.

e In section |4, We explore the variations of F and @ with temperature (7')
while keeping the chemical potential (u = pg) fixed. Our analysis reveals that
the wormhole phase at low temperature (7' < Tp) undergoes a first order phase
transition (at T' = Tp) into a two black hole system at finite charge (Q).

eln Section we qualitatively discuss the structure of dual field theory (complex
SYK model) associated with the 2D Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton gravity.

Finally, we conclude in Section [6] and discuss future extensions of the present
work.

'For higher dimensional wormholes and the associated phase structure see [25]-[28].



2 JT gravity set up in 2D

We begin by considering the following Einstein-Maxwell-dilation (EMD) gravityﬂ in
2D

Syr :/ d%\/fg[cb(R +2) + a1 ®*F? + a2<I>e“”FW} + / d*z\/=g(9x)*+
M M

dT\/TWCI)QK + Set, (1)
oM
where a1, as are some arbitrary coupling constants of the theory, ® is the dilaton
and y is a scalar field. Here, S, is the counter term that is introduced in order to
keep the on-shell action finite. Finally, here e*” = \/%796‘”’ and K is the trace of the
extrinsic curvature.

Here, we introduce Lgg = Pt F),, as the Chern-Simons density (CSd) term
associated with the 2D gravity model . As our analysis reveals, the CSd term for
the wormhole phase is non-zero as one approaches the boundary of the space time.
On the other hand, it vanishes asymptotically for the black hole phase.

This altogether makes a crucial difference between the boundary Free energy
densities of these two phases. It is noteworthy to mention that the above is an
“on-shell” result and does not depend on the choice of the coupling constant as.

The variation of the action yields the following set of equations

®: (R+2)+2a0;PF? + ape'” F,, =0,
x :Ux =0,
Ayt V201 @PFM + as®e] = 0,
G 0P =0 Vo @ — 9@+ < T, >=0,

where < T}, > is the full stress-energy tensorﬂ combining gauge fields and the scalar

field
< T > =< TP > + < T >, (6)
1
< T > — g, [2gaﬂFwaﬁ - 5F2gw], (7)
1
<TR > = (90(00X) — 59(0X)" (8)

2.1 Euclidean wormholes

We begin by considering the possibilities for a charged Euclidean wormhole solution
of (1) whose geometry is described by a double trumpet [4] having two asymptotics.
The corresponding space-time metric is expressed as

ds® =

_ ~T b, 9
woZp , T~T (9)

(dr® +dp?) ; fg <p<

|y

where b is the periodicity of the Euclidean time (7).

’In the Appendix we show how the first integral on the R.H.S. of appears as a result of
dimensional reduction. The second term (~ [(dx)?), on the other hand, has been added by hand
following the same spirit as that of [4].

3We define the stress tensor as Th = \/%79 83

Sghv




Given @D, we solve the equations of the motion — using the static gauge
A =E(p). 4, =0, @ = (), x = X(p). (10)
Using @ and , it is now trivial to find the solution for the scalar field
x =Cip+ Co, (11)

where C7 and Cy are the integration constants.
On the other hand, the equations of motion for the dilaton and the gauge
field can be reduced down to a single equation of the form

a2
2a1 ’

® cos? p(0,€) = (12)
where we set the integration constant to zero for the consistency of the wormhole

solution.

2.1.1 Stress-energy tensor

Our next task would be to compute the full stress-energy tensor < 7}, > combining
both the U(1) gauge fields (A,) as well as the scalar field (x)

<Thw > =< TP > + < T >, (13)

where < T, ,S’,f) > denotes the stress-energy tensor for the scalar field (x) and <
Tﬁia“ge) > corresponds to the stress-energy tensor for the U(1) gauge fields (A,).
The general strategy would be to break the stress-energy tensor into classical

and quantum pieces as follows

<Thw >aq =< T >q + < TP >,

< TFW >gm =< TlS)VC) >em T < Tlilgjauge) >qm (14)

where ‘cl’stands for the classical and ‘gm’ stands for the quantum stress-energy
tensor.

The classical part of the stress-energy tensor can be computed directly substi-
tuting @D— into —. On the other hand, we use the point-splitting method
of [31] in order to fix the quantum stress-energy tensor (< Ty, >qm)-

The classical and the quantum part of the scalar stress-energy tensor (< Tl(jf) >qm)
is quite straightforward to obtain. These results can be summarised as follows [4]

Ct

<TW >y =—<TW >y = = (15)
1 1
oS, — L Ly
< T’ Za 247 2477(3052,0+ polb),
pr
pr(b) = = B) B) > (16)
= b2 tanh(272p/b)
TTooam 24w 24mcos?p T
X-(b) = il (17)

- 2 2 :
= b? tanh(272p/b)



The major part of the present computation therefore involves estimating the
quantum stress-energy tensor for the U(1) gauge fields. The classical part of the
stress-energy tensor can be obtained using and @

< T > ) = < T > = a1®% cos? p(9,€)*. (18)

The derivation of the quantum stress-energy tensor (< Tﬁgauge) >qm) for the
U(1) gauge fields is discussed in detail in the Appendix |B| These results are
obtained in a straightforward way by considering a double trumpet geometry @D

Below, we summarise these results as

1
Aa(p)

(gauge) (gauge) _
<THMY > =<T >om =

- ot [al exp (po(m — 2p)/2) cos? p®? <4A1(p)+

(r — 2p) (A2(p) — A3<p>))], (19)

< Tl9auge) on =< 7l9auge) >qm =

Tr— p— a1 exp(pop) cos” p®” <B1 (p)+

Bs(p)

(m + 2p>62<p>)] , (20)

where the details of the functions A;(p), ..A4(p), Bi(p),..Bs(p) are given in the Ap-
pendix |[B| and the subscripts ‘+’ denote the expectation values near the boundary
limits, p = £3.

Substltutmg . . and into one finally obtains the full
stress-energy tensor combining the U(1) gauge ﬁeld and the scalar field (x). The
complete stress-energy tensor is then used in the next section to calculate the
dilaton (®) profile in the asymptotic limits (p — +75) of the wormhole space time.

2.1.2 Solving for ¢ and ¢

Before we proceed further, let us first calculate the boundary stress-energy tensorﬁ
using the Gibbons-Hawking-York term

1 0Sauy

boundary Vo 5’)/ T

which plays a crucial role in obtaining the near boundary profile for the dilaton (®).
On solving using the double trumpet geometry @D one finds

TTT

, where Sgpy = /dn/—y@ZK, (21)

T = P secptanp, (22)

=adbsecptanp and T,
+ —

where the subscripts 4+ denote the stress-energy tensors near the asymptotic limits
pL,R ~ *5 with a, 8 being constants.

Given the double trumpet geometry @, the equation of motion for the
metric turns out to be

2P — tan p0,® — ——+ < Trr >=0, (23)

cos? p

4A similar calculation is also discussed in [32].



where < T, > =< Tf(ia“ge) >4 < T(Scal‘”’) > 4 < T;?_oundary) >.

Upon solving (2 , one finds the following “asymptotic” profiles for the dllatorﬂ
F_

+ arg and <I>‘ :é_:i———ﬂso,
p——7% (p+3) 24n

—F,

1
Y S
T (5-p) ur

|
P75

(24)

where the details are given in the Appendix [C| where the subscripts ‘+’ denote the
leading order terms in .
Using and , the asymptotic profiles for the gauge field turn out to be

£r = log (77 F 2;)) + p, (25)

2a1F

where ;14 denote the chemical potentials near the boundaries pp g ~ £75

az 1 192F% 2
=——| —1— —+"—— | log(—48F 2
as 1 192F2 72
_=——| —-1— ———— | log(—48F_). 2
2a1 F_ ( (14 247spf3)? op(—48F-m) (27)

At this stage, it is important to notice that the associated Chern-Simons density
(CSd) takes a finite value in the asymptotic limits

h a2
Lg”s)’pﬁii = —2cos? p®d,¢ = —o (28)

where the on-shell condition is imposed. Therefore, it plays a significant role
while estimating the Free energy (density) for the boundary theory.

2.2 Euclidean black holes

We now move on towards constructing the Euclidean black hole solution of . We
further use these solutions to discuss the thermal properties of the 2D black hole.
We solve these equations — “perturbatively” treating the couplings a; and
as as expansion parameters. We express these background fields using the static
gauge
d52 2w (z )(dT +dz?),
= (4,(2),0), @ = B(2) , x = x(2). (29)

Next, we expand these background fields schematically as [33]

H="Ho+arHi+axHa, |ai| << 1, |ag] << 1, (30)

®The functions F play crucial role while determining the Free energy (density) near the boundary
of the wormhole space time. This is due to the fact these functions appear explicitly in the asymptotic
profiles for the dilaton (®1) which in turn carry information about the Free energy (density) near the
asymptotic boundary of the wormhole spacetime. These constants in F. are further constrained by the
fact that the left and the right temperatures (Tiwh)) of the wormhole solution must be identified. This
further reduces the number of independent constants to ry and « which finally appear in the expression
for the Free energy . These constants can be further replaced in terms of the chemical potential (u)
(see ) and the coupling constant(s) which eventually removes all the ambiguities in the expression

of the Free energy .



where H stands for any of the fields w, ®, A, and .

Here, the subscript ‘0’ stands for the pure JT gravity solution while the other
two subscripts ‘1’and ‘2’ denote the associated corrections due to the U(1) gauge
fields [33]. We discuss all these in detail in the Appendix [D]

A straightforward computation the on-shell Chern-Simons density (CSd) for the
black hole phase shows

Lol = 272030, A, = —Absz| =0, (31)

z—0 z—

z—0

where r = /ryg coth(2,/rgz). Therefore, unlike the wormhole phase, its contri-

bution can be ignored while obtaining various thermodynamic entities (like Free

energy density for example) near the boundary of the black hole spacetime.
Finally, the space-time metric for the Euclidean black hole turns out to be

dr?
2 g2 2
ds” =~ 4(1" - ’I“H)(l + 2&1&.}1) <d7’ + 4(7“]{—7"2)2> , (32)

where w; is given in Appendix @ and the black hole horizon is located at r = \/ry.

3 Thermodynamics

We now examine the thermal properties of the wormhole and the black hole solutions
those were obtained previously in Section [2} From the periodicity of the Fuclidean
time (7), one can identify the temperature (T) associated with these solutions.

Finally, we estimate the Free energy density (F) and the total charge (@) and
express them as a function of temperature (7') and the chemical potential (x). In
other words, we treat both the temperature (7') and the chemical potential (u)
as independent thermodynamic variables where one of them can be tuned while
keeping the other fixed.

3.1 Wormbholes

3.1.1 Temperature

In order to determine the temperature of the wormhole, we impose the following
boundary conditionsﬁ [3]-4] on @ and g,

d 2
O ~ ¢ and d82‘ ~ k, (33)

€ potT €2

where u4 are identical to 7 and with the periodicity conditions u+ ~ u+ + ¢f+.
Here, 84+ correspond to the inverse temperatures near the asymptotics pr r = +5.
Finally, using @D, and , we identify the temperature associated with
the wormhole solution near the asymptotics as
h Fy
Tj(:w ) = + B (34)

where the functions Fy are given in the Appendix [C]

5These boundary conditions simply follow from the asymptotic structures of the dilaton (®) and
the space-time metric (g,.) , where € is the UV cutoff.

7



Notice that, the right temperature (TJ(FML)) of the wormhole near pr ~ 7 is

different from that of its left temperature (wah)) near p;, = —5. However, setting
B =—-a, C3 =Cy =mn,q = —po, B(—7/2,m) = —B(w/2,m), D(—7/2,m) =
D(m/2,m), so = ro, $1 = —r1, So = 12, s3 = —7r3, and py = —pu— = p, we find
that T8 = 7" = 7).
The identification of the chemical potentials (u+) reveals an useful identity of
the form

as . 1920*7°T¢
(1 — 247ro)?

_ (wh)
2016 () ) logtientiu), o

which is further used in order to remove ambiguities in the Free energy density.

3.1.2 Free energy

The Free energy is defined using the Euclidean path integraﬂ
(os)

Fluny = —B M log 28", 78" = ¢ 5wm, (36)
where Zp is the Euclidean partition function and S (Os) stands for the Euclidean
on-shell action corresponding to the wormhole solutlons and .

Recall that, in Section we determine asymptotic proﬁle for the dilaton
(®). These asymptotic data are used to calculate the boundary Free energy density
associated with the wormhole phase.

The regularised Free energy density (f((;ehg))) of the boundary theory is defined
through the following integral

Fire / dry/=yF il (37)

p—E7

where the “regularised” Free energy density is expressed a&ﬁ

272 4,2
reg) _ - 2a1b T(wh)(l — 24mroa)* B L—i—?roa '
(wh) = *(w (192627217, ) + (1 — 24mroa) )2 log(48bm T(yy)? 127
(38)

Using , the above expression further simplifies as

(reg) T( : ( CL% 1 192a2ﬂ2b2T(2wh) 10g(487TbT(wh)) )
) wh

‘/—_—7’6

(wh (39)

2a; 127 2a1bT(wh)M — a 10g(487TbT(wh))

TAn exact computation of the Free energy would indeed require the computation of the full bulk
integral first and thereby taking its asymptotic limits (p — +7) for some fixed radial coordinate that
approaches the boundary. Taking the boundary limit is important because the dual field theory we
conjecture about is supposed live on this boundary. Ideally, this should be conjectured as the Free energy
density of the dual field theory. However, as far as the present computation is concerned, this turns out
to be a quite non-trivial task due to the complicated profile of the dilaton (®) which appears to be an
important element of the bulk integral. Therefore, to deal with the situation, one has to approzximate
the integral by considering its limiting value near the boundary of the spacetime. In other words, the
“boundary” Free energy that is estimated in this paper, is defined as the integral that is evaluated using
the asymptotic data of the bulk fields where we ignore some of the IR degrees of freedom those might
come from the interior of the bulk.

8Here the divergent piece is absorbed using the following counter term S.; = [drv/=y (2%), where
& being the UV cutoff.



3.1.3 Charge
The derivation of the U(1) charge (@) follows from the definition of the U (1) currentﬂ

[34]
1 0Syr
b= — . (40)
V=g 0A,
The variation of with respect to the gauge field (A4,) yields
58 = / d%\/—gvu( ~ 40, M — 2a2<I>8’“’) A,
+ / dr/=n,, (4a1q>2FﬂT —|—2a2<1>5”7>(5AT, (41)

where 7, is the unit normal vector to the boundary (p = £7). Notice that, the first
term on the R.H.S. in (41]) vanishes on-shell. In other words, one is only left with
an integral that is evaluated in the asymptotic limit(s) where the dual field theory
is living.

Using the on-shell condition in , we finally obtain the boundary current as

Jiay = 1o (401 B F77 + 20,077, (42)

where the subscript “bdy” denotes the current evaluated near the boundary.
Finally, the U(1) charge associated with the wormhole phase is define a@

Quwh) = /dT\ﬁ’YJdey- (43)

Using the asymptotic data and together with , we finally obtain

as 192a27r2b2T(2wh) log (487bT (1))

120 Ty \| 20107 (ppy it — a2 10g (48T (1))

Qun) = (44)

Like Free energy density , the boundary U(1) charge is also free from
ambiguities and is fixed by the coupling constant (a2) and the periodicity (b) in the
Euclidean time. Here, it is noteworthy to mention that both the regularised Free
energy density (.F((;ehg))) and the total charge (Q(,n)) of the wormhole solution are
equal on both the boundaries pr g. This follows using the relations between the

constants as mentioned in Section B.1.11

3.2 Black holes

We now compute the Free energy density and the total charge associated with
the black hole solution those are obtained previously in Section 2.2 The basic
philosophy and the physical considerations behind these derivations are the same
as those for the wormholes which we therefore prefer not to repeat here.

90ur analysis follows closely the algorithm developed by authors in [34].
0We conjecture this as the global U(1) charge associated with the dual field theory living on the
boundary of the wormhole spacetime.



To begin with, we compute the Hawking temperaturﬂ (Ty) of the 2D black
hole [32]

_ @ (45)

1 1
TH = % \/49TT9TT (87“97'7)2
r—=/TH

The regularised Free energy density (F, (reg )) for the boundary theory is defined

(bh)
through the following integral

(reg)
Fyny

- / dry = FG, (46)

T—00

where the “regularised” Free energy density is expressed aﬁ

(reg) @1 dy
‘F(bh) = —?TH (TH + E + d2>- (47)
Here, we rescale the Free energy density by a constant dy = —72bs + 27 (bs + bs)
and the other constants can be expressed in terms of dy as di = — b1bs  and do =

m2dp
_ 4bs
dg
The (regularised) boundary charge for the black hole phase can be obtained in
a similar way as in the case for wormholes. After a suitable rescaling by bs, this
yields

4&1

=1 48
)= T (18)

Q(oh) -

which finally depends only on the coupling constant a;(> 0) of the theory.

4 Phase transition

Finally, with all these solutions in hand, we are now in a position to explore the
thermal stability of our solutions with respect to the temperature (T"). The key
observables in this regard are the regularised Free energy densities , and
the global charges , those were obtained previously in Section

The variations of the “boundary” Free energy densities ( and ) are shown
in the figures[Ifa) and[L(b). As these figures reveal, for sufficiently low temperatures
(T << Tp), the regularised Free energy (.7:{5%)) of the charged wormhole solution
remains as a constant indicating the presence of a “gapped” phase in the dual
(conjectured) two-site complex SYK model at finite chemical potential (@ = o).

As the temperature of the system is further increased, we observe a “discontin-
uous” change (see figure (a)) at T' = Tj, characterising the onset of a first order
phase transition. On increasing the temperature beyond T = T, the wormhole
phase becomes unstable and passes over to an Euclidean (two) black hole system
as shown in figure b). The dual counterpart of this phase is conjectured to be a
“hot” complex SYK model at finite chemical potential (u).

1 One can obtain the same expression using the periodicity arguments of the Euclidean time (7)
in an expansion near the horizon.

12Here the divergences are absorbed using the counter term, Sy = — deﬁ(Z + 4aybs + 2a1bg)r.
The origin of these integration constants are shown in detail in the Appendix E

10
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Figure 1: Figures (a) and (b) represent the variations of the boundary Free energy densities
(F) with temperature (7) and at a fixed chemical potential (x). On the other hand, the
figures (c) and (d) illustrate the variation of the total charge (Q)) with temperature (7).
Here we denote both the wormhole and the black hole temperatures as 7. We identify
the critical temperature as Ty = @, where b is the periodicity of the Fuclidean time.
Here, we set the basic parameters of the theory as b = 6.63145,a; = 0.009, a; = 0.0009.
These parameters are chosen in order to achieve a best fit for the plot. The choices for
the coupling constants (a;, a; < 1) are always less than one in a perturbative expansion
(see ) Finally, we set the remaining constants as, d; = 1 and dy = 1.
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We also plot the total charge (@) of the system as a function of temperature (7')
(see figures[1fc) and[1[d)). Notice that, as we move towards the critical temperature
(T = Tp), we observe a discontinuous jump in the total charge (Q) of the system
which is quite reminiscent to that of [6]. However, unlike in [6], here one should
conjecture about a two-site “uncoupled” complex SYK rather than a coupled one.

5 A qualitative discussion on the conjectured
SYK dual

In this Section, we qualitatively argue the structure of the dual field theory corre-
sponding to the JT gravity set up ([I)). The notable features of this set up is two fold
(i) the presence of U(1) gauge field (which sources a chemical potential (u) for the
dual SYK) and (ii) the boundary contributions coming from the bulk Chern-Simons
term. The Chern-Simons term plays a significant role while obtaining the wormhole
phase in the dual gravity description which is therefore expected to play a vital role
while constructing the low temperature phase of the dual SYK model.

Notice that, the present work corresponds to the phase stability of (charged)
Euclidean wormhole solutions and not “traversable wormhole” solutions of [3],[6].
Therefore, it is expected that the field theory (that is dual to the gravitational set
up ) should represent a two-site uncoupled complex SYK model in the presence
of a global U(1) symmetry [6],[7],[21]-[23].

However, unlike the previous examples [6],[7],[21]-[23], the conjectured dual
Hamiltonian must contain an additional contribution (Hcg) due to the bulk Chern-
Simons term in . The dual Hamiltonian could be schematically expressed as

Hsyx = Z Hg;)K + Hcs, (49)

m=1,2

where H g}%{ , (m =1,2) is the usual complex (uncoupled) Hamiltonian where the

superscript m denotes the number of copies of the SYK model [6],[7],[21]-[23].
Given the above facts, we conjecture that there exists an Euclidean action cor-
responding to the dual Hamiltonian which can be schematically expressed as

S = /dT [;@ZJJ(& — ) — f{SYK] , (50)

and should be thought of as a straightforward generalization of [22] in the presence
of Chern-Simons contributions.

The boundary contribution due to the bulk Chern-Simons term can be estimated
by expanding the bulk action in the near boundary limit which turns out to be

Scs ~ GQ/dT,U«(I)ba (51)

where ®; stands for the boundary value of the bulk dilaton (®) that acts as a
coupling constant for the dual SYK model under consideration.

Notice that, here we perform the bulk calculations using a static gauge and
therefore ®;, does not explicitly depend on the Euclidean time (7). This suggests
that, for the present model, the Chern-Simons contribution acts as a constant
shift to the boundary Hamiltonian .

12



Now, one can further investigate various thermodynamic properties and in par-
ticular the Free energy associated with the (two-site) complex SYK model and
compare it with the Free energy calculations in the dual gravitational description.
For this purpose, one requires to define the statistical average of the path integral
and the Green’s function in the Large N limit associated with the complex SYK
model . The next step would be to solve the corresponding Schwinger—DysonlE
(SD) equations for Green’s function and calculate the grand canonical potential of
the system [6],[35]-[37]. Using the grand potential, one can further estimate the
Free energy pertinent to the dual model .

It is expected that the above Free energy calculation in its infrared limit (or
low energy regime) would match with the Free energy of the 2D Einstein-Maxwell-
dilaton gravity system in the regime of small temperature (7' << 1) and charge
(Q << 1) where the chemical potential (x) is held fixed and set to be small (see
Figures[Ifa) and [fj(c)). In other words, the bulk wormhole solutions at low temper-
ature (7' << 1) and low charge densities (@) << 1) should represent the low energy
phase of the dual SYK model .

In connection to the above, it is also expected that the Free energy computed
on the dual SYK side should exhibit a zero slope (flat region) in its infrared which
is similar to that of the JT gravity set up in the regime of small temperature (7")
and chemical potential (p) (see Figure [[[a)). This would indicate the possibilities
for finding a “wormhole phase” on the SYK counterpart of the duality. It would be
indeed an interesting project to explore all the above directions in the near future.

6 Concluding remarks

We conclude by highlighting the key results of the paper and add some further
remarks on various interesting future extensions of the present work.

The present paper is an attempt to understand the phases of Euclidean wormhole
solutions in the presence of an abelian one form. In other words, the current analysis
is a generalisation of the gravitational sector of [4] in the presence of a finite charge
density and/or chemical potential (1). The presence of the chemical potential (u)
eventually reveals a richer phase structure which we summarise below.

At low temperatures, the gravitational sector of the system turns out to be a
charged wormhole solution. As the temperature is increased beyond T = Ty, the
wormhole phase undergoes a first order phase transition and transits into a two
black hole system at finite charge density. Like boundary Free energy (density), the
boundary U(1) charge (@) also undergoes a discontinuous change [6] at T = Tp.

Below we outline several interesting future extensions of the present work.

e It would be indeed an interesting project to look for the boundary 1D theory
for our model and identify the corresponding Schwarzian degrees of freedom. The
Schwarzian action can be obtained following a standard procedure in which one
integrates out the dilaton (®). In the process, one is left with the boundary term
which is regarded as the low energy effective theory living on the boundary. Clearly,
this theory should contain an additional parameter in it, which is the chemical
potential (u) of the boundary field theory.

13 Alternatively, one can also compute the Free energy of the system by exact diagonalization technique
of the Hamiltonian [4]. This method is quite useful over the Schwinger-Dyson approach whenever there
is no inter-site coupling between the two copies of the SYK model.
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Below, we outline a toy model calculation, in which we show schematically how
does this extra term is generated due to the presence of the chemical potential (u).
To begin with, we consider an AdSs metric of the form

1
ds® = ;(dtz + dz?), (52)

where the boundary is located at, z ~ ¢ ~ 0.

Taking the first term on the R.H.S. of into account, one can show that the
boundary action typically looks like (here we absorb the coupling constants of the
bulk theory into u)

2(u
Sp ~ /du @, (u)Sch{t(u), u} —l—,u/duq)rg(), (53)

where we parameterize the coordinates (¢, z) in terms of the boundary time coor-
dinate (u) and ®,(u) is the coupling constant of the boundary field theory which
is defined in terms of the boundary data of the form ®[pq, = % [38]. It would
be indeed an interesting project to explore this action in detail an extract Green’s
functions etc. out of it. We leave all these issues for future investigations.

e Recall that, in Section we compute the “annealed” Free energy [4] of
the wormhole solution and explore the associated phase stability (see Section .
However, one can further refine the computation by including the corrections due
to replica wormholes [39) [40] and compute the “quenched” Free energy [4]. Our
next goal would be to explore the properties of “quenched” Free energy and study
the corresponding phase stability of the configuration at finite chemical potential
[41].

e It would be interesting to generalise the present calculation in the presence of
SU(2) Yang-Mills fields and study the phase stability of the configuration. How-
ever, it has been found in [33] that SU(2) Yang-Mills fields are responsible for the
Hawking-Page transition in 2D gravity models. Therefore, we expect a much richer
phase structure in this model.

e Finally, one can further generalise the present model in the presence of the
higher derivative interactions [32] and look for their imprints on the corresponding
phase stability.
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A 3D to 2D reduction

We begin by considering AdS3 gravity coupled to Maxwell Chern-Simons term of
topological gauge theories [29]-[30]

5(3) = d3$1 /=9(3) <R(3) + 2+ alFMNFMN + (LQGMNPAMaNAp + 2(8Mf)2> ,

(54)
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where R3) is the 3D Ricci scalar, f is the scalar field and MNP — “—— is the

Levi-Civita tensor. Here (M, N) represent the 3 dimensional indices.
In order to obtain the desired JT gravity model , we propose a reduction
ansatz of the following form

ds%f%) - (I)(‘T#)ildsé) + ®(at)?dz?, dsé) = Guv(x”)datdz"”,
Ay = Au(a”), As = w(ah), = f(ah), (55)

where (u,v) are the 2 dimensional indices and z is the compact dimension.
Substituting into and integrating over compact dimension, we find

S) Z/dQQJ\/T(m(‘I’R(z) +2(1 4 (9,1)%®) — & 1(9,9)% + a1 B F2+

201 1(9,k)? + age’g)Fwﬁ> . (56)
Next, we redefine the fields as

) = g 1) = [/ BT, 57

where p is the radial direction of AdS,.
Finally, substituting into , we obtain the 2D gravity model

5(2) = /dQCL‘\/T(Q)((I) (R(g) + 2) + al(I>2F2 + aQGQLZGFqu)) y (58)

where we define ay = \/‘;271

B Quantum stress-energy tensor for gauge fields

In this Appendix, we compute the expectation value for the quantum stress-energy
tensor [4] in the double trumpet background @D We use the point-splitting method
of [3I]. As mentioned previously, the following derivation is technically different
from that of the scalar field (x) [4]. The reason for this stems from the fact that
gauge fields in 2D are non-conformal. Therefore, one has to carry out a first princi-
ple derivation of the quantum stress-energy tensor considering the double trumpet
geometry as the background.

The equation of motion for the gauge field, 4, in the double trumpet back-
ground @D turns out to be

PA, = J(p), (59)

where F = 92+ (f(p) — 2tan(p))d, is the corresponding differential operator.
Furthermore, here we define

0,P
— 219 d . J(p) = 2 _%%
f(p) L@, J(p) 20y B2 cos?

In order to proceed further, we segregate out gauge field components from

Sgauge = a1 /(I) d%a\/—gP?’F? + ay o dgx\/—gq)e“”FW. (60)
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Notice that, the variation of the second integral (I7) with respect to the metric
g vanishes. Therefore, only the first integral (I) contributes to the expectation
value of the quantum stress-energy tensor for gauge fields .

In order to take the variation of (60)), we decompose the (first) integral (I) into
the bulk and the boundary pieces as follows

Sgauge = 2a1 /deAyaﬂ [\/—g@gK“o‘”BﬁﬁAa] + as / dzx\/—gfbs“”FW + Sboundary
KHovh = ghagrB g gre, (61)

The variation of with respect to the bulk metric ¢"* yields the following

expression
5Sgauge 2 1 5(8Mg>\a) pavf
G 2a1 /d x| A, [‘I’ { - i(au(gnﬁ\/jg) + \/jgg/\”(ng>K B

1 5(0pg"®) 5(8,9"") 5(8,9"") 5(8ug” )\
L= pavB ——( vp%\% pa Y\Yp _va%\Yu _ geBIATRI

(0pAa) + ‘PZ{AV(&N —9)9" 08 A + Ap(0/=9)9" " OnAe — A(0yv/=9)9" 0 Ap—
Ay (8/—9)g"P 05 A, + \ﬁ—g(Ayan(gVB)aﬁA,i + Ap0,(g"*) 0 A — AyOn(g¥™) 0 Aa—

1
4091054, ) b+ V=] Aug 00y (D205 A) — 5 Ay K00, (8205 An)+

Ay g0, (920, Ag) — Ayg”® 0y (920, An) — Anguﬁau((DQ@ﬂAn)} . (62)

In the double trumpet background @, the above expression further sim-

plifies as
5Sgauge 5Sgauge 2 r
Sg  dg —ay /d x/—gA;LA., (63)
where we ignore all the derivatives of the metric variation i.e. 8”52:&)‘ << 1 and

L is the differential operator such that LA, = cos? pOp(D29,A,).
Using as well as the point splitting method [4], the expectation value for
the quantum stress-energy teHSOIE turns out to be

< Tlwge) > = < T,Sgawe) >om = %[ lim cos? pd, (@2(p')8p/G(p,7';p',T')>—|—

' —x

: 2/ 2 RN

lim cos™p'dy <‘I’ (P)0,G(p, 7507 ))}
(64)

where = = (p, 1), ' = (p/, 7).
Here G(p, 7;p/,7') is the Green’s function which satisfies the following equation

FG(p,m;p,7) = —8(p—p)o(r — '), (65)

where the operator F is given by .

4 Notice that, there are two possible ways in which the differential operator L can act on the Green’s
function G(p,T;p’,7’). However, both the possibilities give the same result. Therefore, we consider the
average of both the possibilities in the definition of the expectation value of the stress tensor.
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In order to solve , we consider the following Fourier decomposition of G(p, 7; o', 7")
and 0(1 — 1)

Glp, 0. 7) = Y Glp,m;p ,m!)emilmrm=/b, (66)
m,m/€Z
6(7_ - Tl) - % Z €27ri(m7—+ml7/)/b(strm’- (67)
m,m/€Z

Plugging and into , we obtain

|02+ (F(p) = 2tan(p))0, | G(p, s g/, ) = —%5(1) = )omim. (68)

Now, we solve using the following properties:

e G is continuous in the limit p — p’ : G(p) = G(p
e The derivative of G is dlscontmuous in the limit!'® e — 0 namely,
e dG 1
— - — =——. (69)
dp lp+e  dplp—e b
Notice that, f(p) in is an unknown function of p. Therefore one cannot solve
exactly for all values of p. However, we are interested in the near boundary
analysis, therefore we solve in the near boundary limits, p — +7.

eCasel: Nearp~pr~Fand -5 <p <p<3%
Setting m’ = —m and upon solving equation near p ~ Z. we obtain

2 exp(po(m — 2p)/2)
m™—2p

Gilp,p',m) = iA(p', m) < — poEi(po(m — 20)/2)>
+ B(p',m), (70)

where pg = f (g) and the subscript ‘4’ denotes the value of Green’s function near
the right boundary pg ~ +7.

eCase2: Near p~pp~—Fand -5 <p<p <%

On setting m’ = —m and solving equation near p ~ —g, we obtain

G- (o) = C(F ) ( - 2RI bl + 2p>/2>>

+ D(p',m), (71)

where qo = f ( — E) and the subscript ‘—’ denotes the value of Green’s function

near the left boundary pr ~ —3.

Notice that, the differential equation contains the derivative of G (p,m;p',m’)
with respect to the quantity “p”. Therefore, the entities A(p’,m), B(p',m), C(p',m)
and D(p’,m) in and appears as an integration constants. However, one

can compute the functions A(p’ ,m) and C(p’, m) using the properties of the Green’s

5Here, we integrate with respect to p from p = p’ — e to p = p’ + € and take the limit € — 0.
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function those were mentioned in but the functions B(p’,m) and D(p’, m) still
remain undetermined. Therefore, we perform all the analysis keeping the general
form of the functions B(p’, m) and D(p’,m) and finally impose a suitable condition
on these functions using the fact that the left temperature of the wormhole
near pr, ~ —4 must be identified with the right temperature near pr ~ 3.

Finally, can be systematically expressed as

S Gilp,p/ym)emilr=mIm/b 2 << p<
G ol A — mez _ _ , 72
(p77_7p 77-) Z G_(p, p’,m)eQm(T_T )ym/b _% <p< p/ < % ’ ( )

meEZL
where the function A(p’,m) and C(p’,m) could be expressed as
1
Aplm) = =5 (x = 202 (46B(/,m) — 6D (p',m) + (x + 24 (2+

exp(go(m + 20') /2)q0(m + 2p')Ei(—qo( + 2¢') /2))) ( — po(m — 20')?x
Ei(po(m — 20")/2) + exp(po(m — 2p")/2) (47 + exp(qo(7 + 2p") /2)qo (7 + 20')* %

Ei(~ao(m +27)/2))) . (73)
Cp',m) = % exp(mqo/2 + (po + q0)p') (2 exp(po(m — 2¢)/2)(m + 2p')*(m — 2p'—

20B(pf,m) + 26D(/,m)) = po(w? — 4p”)*Ei(po (7 — 2¢/)/2) ) (4exp(pom/2)m
exp(pop)po(m — 20')*Ei(po(m — 20')/2) + exp(m(po + q0)/2 + q0p’)qo( + 2¢')*x
Bi(—ao(r +27)/2)) (74

Finally, plugging into , we obtain

auge auge 1
< TT(er ge) >qm = < T/Eer ge) >qm = m [al exp (p(](ﬂ' — 2,0)/2) cos? pd? <4A1(p)+

(m—2p) (A2(p) — As(p)))] : (75)

1
< Tr(gciuge) Zqm = < ngziuge) >gm = m [CLI exp(pop) cos” p®? (Bl (p)+

(m+ 2/))5’2(0)) ; (76)
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where the functions A;(p), .. A4(p), Bi(p),..Bs(p) are given by

Ai(p) = <4bB (p,m) — 4bD(p,m) + (7 + 2p) (2 + exp(qo(m + 2p) /2)qo (T + 2p) %
Ei(—qo(m + 2/))/2))) ( — po(m = 2p)*Ei(po(m — 2p)/2) + exp(po(m — 2p)/2) x

(47r + exp(go(m + 2p) /2)qo(m + 2p)*Ei(—qo (7w + 2p)/2))> ; (77)
As(p) = <4bB (p,m) —4bD(p,m) + (7 + 2p) (2 + exp(qo(m + 2p)/2)qo(m + 2p) X

Ei(—qo(r + 2[))/2)>> (2 exp(po(m — 2p)/2)po(m — 2p) + 4po(T — 2p) ¥

Ei(po(m — 2p)/2) — exp(po(m — 2p)/2)po (477 + exp(qo(7 + 2p)/2)qo (7 + 2p)*x

Bi(~ao(m +20)/2) ) + exp(po(r — 2p)/2)a0(x + 29) (2 + explao(r +29)/2) x

(4 + mqo + 2qop)Ei(—qo(m + 2p)/2))> : (78)
As(p) = < — po(m — 2p)*Ei(po(m — 2p)/2) + exp(po(m — 2p)/2) (47T+

exp(qo(m + 2p)/2)qo( + 2p)*Ei(—qo (7 + QP)/2)>> <4 + 2exp(qo(m + 2p)/2) %
a0 + 20)Bi(—go(m +20)/2) + qol(m + 29) (2 + exp(ao(m + 20)/2)(2 + w0+

2q0p)Ei(—qo(m + 2p)/ 2)) +4b0,B(p,m) — 4b0,D(p, m)> 7 (79)
As(p) = b(m —2p) (po(7T — 2p)*Ei(po(m — 2p)/2) — exp(po(m — 2p)/2) (47T+

2
expgo(m +2p)/2)do(m + 20)Bi(~ao(m + 2p>/2>)) , (50)
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Bi(p) = (po + qo) (2 exp(po(m — 2p)/2)(m + 2p)* (1 — 2p — 20B(p,m) + 20D(p,m))
— po(m? — 4p*)*Ei(po(m — QP)/2)> [(4 exp(por/2)m — exp(pop)po(m — 2p)*x
Ei(po(m — 2p)/2) + exp (7(po + q0)/2 + qop) qo(m + 2p)*Ei(—qo (7 + 2p)/2)>

1
_ m (2 exp(po7/2)po(m — 2p) + 2 exp(pom/2)qo(m + 2p) + 4 exp(pop)po X

(m — 2p)Ei(po(m — 2p)/2) — exp(pop)pi(m — 2p)*Ei(po(m — 2p)/2) + qo(m + 2p)x
4 exp ((po + qo)7/2 + qop)Ei(—qo(w +2p)/2) + exp ((po + qo)m/2 + qop)qg(w + 2p)2

x Ei(—qo(m + 2p) /2))] , (81)
By(p) =2 (4 exp(po/2)m — exp(pop)po(m — 2p) Eilpo(m — 2p)/2) + go(m + 2p)*

exp ((po + qo)7/2 + qop) Bi(—qo(r + 2/))/2)> (exp(po(ﬁ —2p)/2)po(m — 2p) (7 + 2p)

+4dexp(po(m — 2p)/2)(m — 2p — 2bB(p, m) 4 2bD(p,m)) — exp(po(m — 2p)/2)pox
(m 4 2p)(m — 2p — 2bB(p, m) + 2bD(p, m)) + 8pop(m — 2p)Ei(po(m — 2p) /2)—

2exp(po(m — 2p)/2)(m + 2p)(1 + b9, B(p, m) — bI,D(p, m))) ; (82)
Bs(p) = b(m +2p)? (4 exp(pom/2)m — exp(pop)po(m — 2p)*Ei(po(m — 2p)/2)+

2
exp ((po + 40)7/2 + qop) qo( + 2p)*Ei(—qo(m + 2/))/2)) : (83)

Here the subscript ‘+’ denotes the expectation value of the quantum stress-energy
tensor near the boundary p = +7.

The leading order terms in the quantum stress-energy tensor could be expressed
as follows

— < loauge) >am ‘ = ﬂ(7T —2p) <7T + bB(mw/2,m)—

< T(gauge
p—Z br

) ‘
>qm
TT+ q p—>§
—1

bD(7m/2,m) + exp(wqo)WquEi(—ﬂqo)>@(g>2 <1 + exp(ﬂqo)ﬂqui(—wqo)> , (84)

=< TFS;’“_“”) >qm ‘p_>_£ = Z—l(ﬂ +2p) (bexp(pmr)x

< lomee) 5 !

TT— ’ -
p——3g

B(—m/2,m) = bexp(pom) D(=/2,m) + ( — exp(por) +po7rEi(7Tpo)))(I)< B g>2x

( — exp(pom) + FpoEi(T('po)) _1. (85)

Before we conclude, it is noteworthy to mention that one can also evaluate the
expectation value of the quantum stress-energy tensor for the scalar field y following
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the method as described above. In the flat space-time limit (p — 0), these results
boil down into an expression in the cylindrical coordinates [4] as given below

th(27?m/b)  tanh(mn?/b)

T(X) A _ mm _ m7 CO _ 2

< tep Za mze:z b2 tanh(272m /b) + b2 dmm P
= Toy + O(p?). (86)

C Detailed expressions of F.

The functions F4, are given by

1
F, = < - C3+ ZS(W(—ZLTO +12ry + 7(r1 — 73)) — 8((=1 4 67)r1 +13) )t

9a1(8 + 71'2)

- (7r—|—bB(7r/2,m)

2 1
rialog (;) + %er(b) + 6 < —1-9C%n +

—bD(r/2,m) + exp(mao) a0 Bi(~ma0) ) 8( 5 ) (1 + explrao)an<

2
-1
Ei(—WQO)) )), (87)
= i+C +Ci7r+i(8((—1+6 )1+ s3) + w(—4so + 1252 + w(—s1 + 53))) 8
-~ 136 4 4 18 7Y)S1 3 0 2 1 3

+ 518 log (g) — gXTT(b) + 57171_(8 + 7T2) (bexp(pmr)B(—w/Z m) — bexp(pom) X

: T2
D(=n/2,m) +7( — exp(por) + porEi(mpo)) ) @( — 7 ) ((explpom)-
' -1

WpoEl(vrpo)) : (88)

where we denote rg = <I>’ , =@ , T = @ , r3 = @ ,

=% =% =% =%
sp = <I>‘ , 81 = (ID/) , §9 =@ , 53 =" (89)

="z p==3 p==3 p==3

Here ~ is the Euler’s constant and C'5, Cy are the integration constants.

D Black hole solution

In the following section, we evaluate the black hole solution by substituting into
the equations of motion — and solve them at different orders in the coupling.
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D.1 Zeroth order solutions

Zeroth order solutions are obtained by setting the expansion parameters as a; =
az = 0. The corresponding equations of motion — turn out to be

B — 2e*0D) = 0, (90)
wg — 20 — , (91)
Xo = 0. (92)

On solving — , we find the zeroth order solutions as
wo = ! lo ar &g = \/ru coth(2y/rgz) =biz+b (93)
- 5 . 1974 — N ) - ) - )
0=75"08 sinh2 (2/72) 0 H HZ)s X0 1 2

where 77, b1 and be are integration constants.

D.2 First order solutions

We now estimate the leading order Contributions due to U(1) gauge fields. The
corresponding equations of motion . ) turn out to be

DY — 2(w) Py + wp®7) — 2x0xh = 0, (
W — 2whw — 2@06_2“’0A’2 =0, (95

D, (P2 20 A" ) =0, (

X1 - 2X6/W1 = 0. (

In order to solve —, we adopt the following change in coordinates

1 1 T
2\/@coth (\/@), (98)

where rg denotes the location of the black hole horizon.
Upon solving — we find first order corrections to the background fields
as

z =

2bs

Ann=—+ Hoh, (99)
b2
wy = — ﬁ (rH +r?(—2log(r) + log(—+/rm + 1) + log(\/ra + 7’))) — b5+
H
r r
h™! 1
= <b4 + tan < rH>b5)’ (100)
be T
= nh! 101
X1 =t (ﬂ>+b7, (101)

b2
- 73 —ry +12)(2logr — log(—+v/rg + 1) — log(\/ra + r))) +— <8rH1~2b4~|—
TH

( 8y
(2rr + 2r2 tanh™! <\/:7H> + rlog(—/rg + 1) —rulog(y/ru + 7")) bs
+ T‘( log(—+/ru + 1)+ log(\/ru + T))blb(;) + bg + pby, (102)
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where b3, by, ., bg are the integration constants and gy, is the chemical potential for
the black hole phase.
The black hole solution up to leading order in a; can be summarised as

1 b3
Won = 5 log(—4ry + 4r%) + ay ( - ﬁ <T‘H + r2(=2log(r) + log(—/ra + 1)+

H
log(y/7 +7))) = b5 + —— by + tanh ™" | = |b (103)
g H 5 \/@ 4 \/@ 5 )
b2
Oy, =7+ aq (75’ ((—TH +r?)(2logr — log(—+/rg + 1) — log(/ra + 1“))>+
H
5 8rpr2by + 4dry 2y/rur+ 2r2 tanh ™! 77‘ + rlog(—/rg +71)—
87“?{ vIH
rilog(\/ro + r)) bs + r( —log(—+/rg + 1) +log(\/ra + r)>b1b6> + bg + pbg) ,
(104)
by coth™ 1 (r// b
Xoh = 120 > %;/ rir) +ba + a1< er tanh™! (771}1) + b7>, (105)
2
Al :% + Hbh- (106)
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