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Abstract

We present a JT gravity set up in the presence of projected ModMax corrections
in two dimensions. Our starting point is the Einstein’s gravity in four dimensions
accompanied by the ModMax Lagrangian. The 2D gravity action is obtained follow-
ing a suitable dimensional reduction which contains a 2D image of the 4D ModMax
Lagrangian. We carry out a perturbative analysis to find out the vacuum struc-
ture of the theory which asymptotes to AdSs in the absence of U(1) gauge fields.
We calculate the holographic central charge and obtain the bound on the ModMax
parameter by demanding the positivity of the central charge. We also find out
ModMax corrected 2D black hole solutions and discuss their extremal limits.

1 Overview and motivation

The non-linear generalisations of Maxwell electrodynamics [1]-]2] in four dimensions
play a pivotal role in understanding the dynamics of charged particles in the strong
field regime. For example, the Born-Infeld (BI) theory [1] was proposed in order to
obtain the finite self energy corrections for a charged particle in an electromagnetic
field. On the other hand, the Heisenberg-Euler-Kockel (HEK) model [2] describes
the vacuum polarization effects of Quantum Electrodynamicsﬂ However, both of
these (non-linear) theories meet the standard Maxwell electrodynamics in the limit
of “weak” field approximations.

Generally, the non-linear generalizations of Maxwell electrodynamics (NLE) is
characterised by an action that contains a Lorentz scalar and a pseudo scalar those
are quadratic in the field strength (F*") [3]-[4]

1 1 .
S = §F“VFMV 5 P = §FNVFMV, (1)

where F* is the Hodge dual of F*.
For instance, the BI electrodynamics is described by the following Lagrangian
density [I]

T 1 -9
»CBI:T_\/T2+2FuuF‘uV_16(F,uuF’uV) ) (2)
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where T is the coupling parameter having the dimension of energy density. Clearly,
in the weak field limit (7" — o0), the Lagrangian density reduces to the standard
Maxwell electrodynamics.

Unlike the standard Maxwell electrodynamics, its non-linear modifications are
generally not invariant under the SO(2) duality transformations and infact break
the conformal symmetry in four dimensions. For instance, the HEK theory [2]
is not invariant under the electromagnetic duality and does not have a conformal
symmetry. However, the BI electrodynamics is invariant under the SO(2) duality
[5] although it is not conformal invariant due to the presence of the dimensionful
coupling (T") in the theory .

Recently, there has been a radical proposal [6]-[7] to (non-linear) generalize the
Maxwell electrodynamics which retains its conformal invariance (in four dimensions)
as well as preserves the SO(2) duality symmetry. This goes under the name of the
“ModMax” electrodynamics?]

The ModMax electrodynamics is a 1-parameter deformation of the Maxwell
electrodynamics in four dimensions that is described by the following Lagrangian

densityﬂ [6]-17]
Ly = %(Scosh*y— \/5’2+P281nh7>, (3)

where ~ is the dimensionless coupling constant that measures the strength of the
electromagnetic self interaction.

The physical requirements that the theory must be unitary and preserves the
causality restrict the ModMax parameter () to take only positive Valueﬁ (v >0)
[6]. The above restriction guarantees that the Lagrangian density is a convex
function of the electric field strength E°.

There have been some further modifications of the ModMax electrodynamics
in the literature which include the 1-parameter generalisation of the BI theoryﬂ
(vBI) [8] and N/ = 1 supersymmetric extension of the ModMax electrodynamicsﬁ
[9]. The supersymmetric version of the ModMax electrodynamics is invariant under
the electromagnetic duality as well as posses the superconformal symmetry [9].

The ModMax electrodynamics finds an extensive application in theories of grav-
ity [12]-[16] as well. Infact, a large number of solutions have been obtained down
the line. For instance, accelerated black holes [12], the Taub-NUT [14]-[15] and
Reissner-Nordstorm solutions [I6] in diverse spacetime dimensions have been con-
structed in the presence of ModMax interactions and the effects of non-linearity were
explored on their thermal properties. Recently, the non-linear models of electrody-
namics have also found applications in the context of strongly correlated systems
[17]-[19] by means of the celebrated AdSy.1/CFTy correspondence [20]-[22].

Inspite of several notable applications those are alluded to the above, ModMax
theories are least explored in AdSs holography and in particular in the context of
the JT/SYK correspondence [23]-[45]. The purpose of the present paper is to fill up
some of these gaps in the literature and find out an interpretation for the projected
ModMax interactions within the realm of 2D gravity theories.

2For details, see the recent review [3].

3In the limit v — 0, the ModMax electrodynamics reduces to the standard Maxwell electrodynamics.

4From the perspective of the AdSs holography, we show that the ModMax parameter (vy) is bounded
within a small range.

°In the weak field limit, the (yBI) theory reduces to the standard ModMax electrodynamics .

6See [10])-[11] for further details.



The pure Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity [23]-[24] is the two dimensional theory
of Einstein-dilaton gravity in the presence of a negative cosmological constant. This
theory is conjectured to be the dual description of the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK)
model [25]-[45] which is a quantum mechanical theory of N interacting (Majorana)
fermions in one dimension. Interestingly, this model can be solved exactly at strong
coupling and in the Large N limit. The generalisation of the JT/SYK correspon-
dence in the presence of U(1) gauge fields and SU(2) Yang-Mills fields have been
carried out in a series of papers [46]-[52].

In the present paper, we cook up a theory of JT gravity in the presence of 2D
“projected” ModMax interactions and compute various physical entities associated
with the boundary theory. For instance, we construct the holographic stress-energy
tensor [47], [50], [53]-[54] and compute the associated central charge [47], [50], [53],
[55] for the boundary theory. Finally, we construct black hole solutions in two di-
mensions and explore the effects of projected ModMax interactions on their thermal
behaviour.

The organisation for the rest of the paper is as follows :

e In Section 2| we follow suitable dimensional reduction procedure [46]-[47],
[52] to construct a model for JT gravity in the presence of 2D projected ModMax
interactions. We also clarify the meaning of projected ModMax interactions in 2D
and in particular present a detail comparison with the 4D ModMax interactions.

e In Section[3] we explore the vacuum structure of the theory using the Fefferman-
Graham gauge [47], [56] by treating the non-linear U(1) gauge interactions as “per-
turbations” over the pure JT gravity solutions.

e In Section 4l we construct the “renormalised” boundary stress tensor and
investigate its transformation properties under the combined action of the diffeo-
morphism and the U(1) gauge transformations [50]. We compute the central charge
(car) associated with the boundary theory [50] and estimate the bound on the
ModMax parameter () by imposing the positivity condition on the central charge
(CM > 0) .

e In Section |5, we construct the black hole solutions in two dimensions treating
the non-linear U(1) gauge interactions as “perturbations”. We observe that the
non-linear interactions (or the projected ModMax interactions) play a crucial role
in obtaining a finite value for the background fields at the horizon.

Furthermore, we compute the Hawking temperature for 2D black holes [57] and
calculate the associated Wald entropy [58]-[60]. We also investigate the “extremal”
limit associated with these 2D black holes and estimate the bound on the Wald
entropy which is a direct consequence of the bound on the ModMax parameter ()
of the 2D projected theory.

e We draw our conclusion in Section [6] along with some future remarks.

2 JT gravity and 2D projected ModMax

The ModMax theory coupled to Einstein gravity in four dimensions is defined as
[6]-[7, [12]

4 1 4 4 (4)
10 = — G | v (R< ) oA — 4/@EMM>, (4)



where R is the Ricci scalar in 4 dimensions, A = —3 is the cosmological constan

(G4 is the Newton’s constant in four dimensions, k is the coupling constant and ‘Cl(\i%\/[

is the ModMax Lagrangian density in four dimensions [6]-[7], [12]

El(\jﬂvl = %(Scosh*y — V52 + P2 sinh*y)7

1 1 . . 1
S = §FMNFMN , P= 5FMNFMN , FMN = 5EMNUVFUV. (5)

Here 7 is the ModMax parameter and (M, N) are the 4 dimensional space-time
indices. Clearly, the standard Maxwell electrodynamics is recovered in the limit
v = 0 [6]-[7], [12].
The imprint of the ModMax theory in two dimensions can be obtained via
dimensional reduction [46]-[47], [52] of the following form
ds%4) = dsé) + ®(zM)da? dsé) = g (z”)da"da",
Ay =Au(2”), Ay = Ai(2h), (6)
where (1, ) are the two dimensional indices and (4, j) are the indices of the compact

dimensions.
Substituting @ into and integrating over the compact directions, one ﬁndsﬁ

_ 1 2 @) (2)
Tk = {5 /d */=9@) <<I>R —2AD — 4/~@<I>L‘(MM)), (7)

where R is the Ricci scalar in two dimensions, G is the Newton’s constant in two
dimensions and

51(\/21%\/[ = %(s coshy —/s%2 + p? sinh'y),

s = %FWFW + 07 (002 + (06)?), p = —207 1O xD¢ (8)

is what we define as the Lagrangian density of the projected ModMax theory in two

. . o _ . v _ _ gt
dimensions. Here, we denote Ay = x(z*), Az = £(«*) and introduce e"” = e
as the Levi-Civita tensor in two dimensions.

Notice that, in the limit v — 0, we do not recover the standard Maxwell elec-
trodynamics in two dimensions [47], [50]-[52]. On contrary, we do have additional
contributions coming from non-vanishing scalar fields £ and x which arise by virtue
of the dimensional reduction procedure. This turns out to be the unique feature of
the projected ModMax interactions in two dimensions. The v — 0 limit is what we
refer as the 2D Maxwell interaction in this paper.

e A comparative study of 4D ModMax and the 2D projected ModMax:

Below, we draw a comparative analysis between 4D ModMax [6]-[7] and its 2D
projection which plays the central role in what follows. 4D ModMax preserves
the conformal invariance in its usual sense which is also evident from the generic
structure of the associated stress-energy tensor

"Here, we set the AdS length [ = 1.
8The Newton’s constant in two and four dimensions are related by Gy = %, where V5 is the volume
of the compact space.



1
Ty ~ F() ( - §F29MN + 29QPFQMFPN)7 (9)

where we define the function

F2sinh
simn -y ) (10)

fly) = (cosh’y— 5 —
\/(FRSFRS) + (FRsFRS)

Clearly, the trace T]\J\//[[ @ Vanishes identically in four dimensions. On the other
hand, the trace of the projected ModMax in two dimensions turns out to be

9 .
T[j@) = g’“’Tﬁ) = (I)?F (coshfy — SS?}:E), (11)
VS p

which is a non-vanishing entity.

This reflects to the fact that the projected theory losses its conformal invariance
in two dimensions. Furthermore, the absence of the (Hodge) dual two form (F*)
in two dimensions spoils the electromagentic SO(2) duality invariance of the 2D
projected theory in comparison to its 4D cousin. However, it is noteworthy to
mention that the ModMax coupling () that appears in the 2D projected version is
same as that of the 4D parent theory.

The equations of motion corresponding to different field contents can be obtained
by varying the action

O yu = 167Gy /d2ZL‘\/ —g (H/W(Sg'wj + Heod + /HuéAu + H\Ox + H&(Sf), (12)

where we define individual entities as

(2) —1 2 2 s<(6£)2 + (8X)2>
Ho = R — 2N — 4Ly + 26D <(8§) + (9x) ) coshy — —
\/ 8% + p?
ny
JV_Vf}h “o 13
s“+p

HHV = D(I)gul/ — v#qu) + A(I)g,uz/ —2k®

sinh 1
Fouvcoshy — it (s]—"w, - 2529#,,>

— ggw cosh ’y] =0, (14)
i VY — pe 'V,
Hy =KV, | VFxcoshy — SVIX T Pe é‘sinhfy =0, (15)
I V8% + p?
i VHE 4 pet 'V,
He = KV, | VFE coshy — SVIE + pe X sinhvy| =0, (16)
I /8% + p?
| ssinhy u
Hy=kV,|P®| coshy - —= | F"| =0, (17)
I V8% + p?
along with the function
]:/u/ = F,uozFuBgaﬁ + ! (augaug + auXaVX)- (18)
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3 General solution with 2D projected Mod-
Max

The purpose of this Section is to obtain the most general solutions of — in
the Fefferman-Graham gaugeﬂ [47], [56]

ds? = dn® + hy(t,n)dt?, Audat = Ay(t,n)dt,

Clearly, these equations — are quite difficult to solve exactly in the
ModMax coupling ~y. Therefore, to proceed further, we simplify the fields as
O = d(n), hye = hue(n), Ar = Ai(n), £ = €&(n) and x = x(¢) and solve them “pertur-
batively” treating the 2D Maxwell coupling (k) and the 2D ModMax coupling ()
as expansion parameters.

One can systematically expand these fields using the expansion parameters (x
and ) as

A=Ay + kA +vkAs + K2A5 + ..., (20)
B=DBi+vyBy+kBs+ ..., |k <<1, |7| << 1, (21)

where A collectively denotes the fields (®, w = v/—hy) and B denotes the remaining
fields (A¢, x, &). Here, the subscript ‘0’ denotes the pure JT gravity solution. On the
other hand, subscripts ‘1’ and ‘2’ denote the leading order corrections due to the 2D
Maxwell term and the 2D projected ModMax interaction respectively. Furthermore,
the subscript ‘3’ stands for the quadratic order corrections due to the 2D Maxwell
term alone.

Notice that, the B fields are expanded differently from that of the A fields
(20). This is due to the fact that the B fields are coupled with an overall 2D Maxwell
coefficient, k in the Lagrangian . Therefore, one should think of the expansion
to be multiplied with an overall factor of k. On the other hand, the effects of
the 2D projected ModMax comes into the picture at the quadratic level (yx). To
summarise, we solve the equations of motion — up to quadratic (yk) order
in the couplings and ignore all the higher order correction

3.1 Zeroth order solution

In order to obtain the pure JT gravity solutions, one has to take the limits k — 0
and v — 0 in the equations —, which yields

wh + Awp =0, (22)
0+ APy =0, (23)
q)fj;"f’ + A®y = 0. (24)
On solving —, one finds
wo = are™ + age™™, (25)
dy = abll)\e_”)‘ <a162’7)‘ — a2> , (26)

9The explicit form of these equations — have been provided in the Appendix
0The equations of motion at order x2 are discussed in the Appendix [Bl However, we also consider x
to be sufficiently small such that one can ignore x? corrections as compared to the & corrections.
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where we define A = v/—A and a1, a2 and b; are the integration constants.

Equations - are the zeroth order solutions of the theory . In the
following Sections, we will be using these solutions to obtain the next to leading
order corrections for A and B.

3.2 Kk order solution

The leading order corrections to the fields A and B are due to the presence of the
Maxwell interactions in ,

1 1
Lntaxwen = 7 Fu B + 5071 (0202 + (99)?). (27)

On comparing the coefficients of k in the equations —, we obtain

.2
wo® + w1 B — ( oW + <I>’1w6) + 2w0< 24 >Z)12> =0, (28)
0
A/Q
wi + Awy — —L =0, (29)
wo
q)() / _
877 (LL)(] tl) - 07 (30)
Oy (w08t ) =0, (31)
x1 = 0. (32)

Using the zeroth order solutions —, one can solve the above set of equa-
tions to yield

A (4N
P = . ( (a3b16277>‘ + as log (ag — a162”)‘)> + 4\e2M (277/\—
ay

42
log (ag — ale2”)‘> > + tan ! (ﬁe > 3/2 - — 32 | | (33)
\/@ aq \/@ \/EGQ
2 1
wy = 46716_17)\ <2n>\6277)\ o <a16277)‘ + a2> 10g ((LQ — a16217)\>> + a3€/’7>\, (34)
as ay

Ay = llog <a2 — a1€277/\> —nNA| +ca, (35)

e _ ale™
‘fl = Xltan 1 <\/\:16T2 > + ea, (36)
X1 = dit + da, (37)

where ag, ¢;, d; and e;, (i = 1,2) are the integration constants.
Equations — represent the leading order corrections to the fields A and
B in the presence of the 2D Maxwell interactions .

3.3 7k order solution

Next, we take into account the projected ModMax interactions and their imprint

on the background fields A and B .
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A straight forward analysis reveals the following set of equations at order vk

4 .
wo Py + wa®j — Ppwh — Powy + dwo€ &y + g X1X2 = fo=0, (38)

12
Y SOAtl

2
wy — waA® — g e =0, (39)

wo/sg+ P
(I)O / S0 /

=0 — 0 x| =0, 40
WO( b= )| (40)

(8051000 - p0X1) |
Oy |woth — =0, (41)

/55 + 15

%

X'Q = 07 (42)
where we identify the above functions as
S0 = — Laze L[ - Xj +&7 ), po=— X1€ (43)
W% tl (I)O W(Q) 1 ’ (I)OWO 1
2woso X1°
fo=—FF— P+ ) (44)
V $6 +Po “o

The above set of equations — are difficult to solve for generic values of
7. However, for our present purpose, it will be sufficient to solve them near the
asymptotic limit (n — oo0) of the space-time which yields

1 b
Oy = X (bge")‘ — b3\ + 677])\) — Lpe, (45)
a

wy = e ™ (a46277>‘ + a5 + 77)\) , (46)
=T te, (47)
App = s + ca, (48)
X2 = dst + da. (49)

where a;, bj, ¢, di and ey, (i = 4,5, j = 2,3, k = 3,4) are the integration constants.

As we show below, not all of these integration constants are actually important
for our analysis. Infact, a few of them finally survive which can be fixed by making
use of the residual gauge freedom [50] in the Fefferman-Graham gauge . In par-
ticular, the re-scaling of the time coordinate ¢t — a1t preserves the gauge condition
gyt = 0 and gy, = 1. Therefore, we can use this freedom to fix the constanﬂ

a] = (50)

agbg '

4 Boundary stress tensor and central charge

In this Section, we work out the “renormalised” boundary stress tensor [47], [50],
[53]-[55] and study its transformation properties under both the diffeomorphism

Hnterestingly, with this particular choice of the integration constant a; , the final expression of
the central charge appears to be independent of all the remaining integration constants.
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and the U(1) gauge transformations. In particular, we examine the effects of the
projected ModMax interactions on the central charge of the boundary theory.

To begin with, we workout the boundary termﬁ for the action . This is
required in order to implement a consistent variational principle [47], [50]. System-
atically, one can decompose the boundary terms into following two pieces,

Iboundary = Igny + Icounten (51)

where Igpy is the standard Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary term and I.ounter
represents the boundary counter terms.

The Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary term [47], [50], [61] in 2D gravity is given
by

Iguy

B 1
— —h®K ., K ==-htt 2
- /0 AV REK | K = b0y b (52)

where K is the trace of extrinsic curvature, 8 is the inverse temperature and hy is
the induced metric on the boundary.

On the other hand, the counter term that is required to absorb all the near
boundary divergences of the on-shell action can be expressed as

Icounter = -
8 G2 C1

1 B
/ dtv=h <)\<I> + 2/@61\/—h“bAaAb> , (53)
0

where (a,b) are the one dimensional boundary indices.
Finally, the complete renormalised action is given by

Irenormalised - Ibulk + Iboundarya (54)

where I,y and Ihoundary are given in and respectively.
Notice that, the combination of the U(1) gauge field in the Icounter seems

to break the gauge invariance under the transformation
Ay — Ag + 0.2, (55)

which yields the following extra piece under the U(1) gauge

B B
Lo / AtV (v ~h A A) / dt(A, + 0,%). (56)

0 0

However, one can preserve the gauge invariance by imposing the condition that
% (see (71))) must vanish near the boundary, n — oo [50].

Using the renormalised action , it is now straightforward to calculate the
variation d/,oundary Under the combined action of the diffeomorphism and the U(1)
gauge, where d,oundary can be systematically expressed aﬁ

/ dtv/—h (gabahab + Gob® + G0 A, + Gy oy + gg(sg). (57)

5Iboundary = 16TC;2

2The boundary in the Ferrerman-Graham gauge is located near n — oo.
136 I oundary already incorporates the bulk contributions (6Ipu) near the asymptotic limit, 7 — oco.



Here, the boundary contributions can be expressed as

o
G = n VIORY 4 ' (9,/ =R ) A — ADR — on L b /el 4 A,

v —h C1
b, ATAb
bort o 58
e o
S . bl habAb
G = —4kn, P coshy — ———=sinh~v | FF + 4 — ———, 59
s ( \/m c1 \/—hTACAd (59)
oy _ peha
Gy = —4rn, | V¥xcoshy — SVIX — peVal sinh~y |, (60)
it pa
Ge = —4kn, | V#E coshy — SVIS +peVax sinh+y |, (61)
V82 + p?
Go = 2K — 2\, (62)

where n# = 4)) is the unit normal vector at the boundary.
With all these preliminaries, we now introduce the boundary stress tensor [47],
[50] corresponding to the action

2 5Iboundary . gab

Tab — —
vV—h Ohg 871Gy’

(63)

where G% is given in (58)).

Our next task is to explore the transformation properties of the background fields
— and hence the boundary stress tensor under the combined effects of
the diffeomorphism and the U(1) gauge transformation.

Under the diffeomorphism,

xt — ot + (), (64)

the background fields — transform as

d0eA, = €'V, A+ ANV €, (65)
deGuv = Vuew + Ve, (66)
5.8 = €'V,,S, (67)

where S collectively denotes the scalar fields ¢, £ and .
The diffeomorphism parameter, e#(x) can be obtained using and the space-
time metric , which yields the following

1+ a3b3
(o= M) + — BB (1), e =

2(1 + a3b3)

3\ 8tf(t)’ (68)

where f(t) is some functiorﬂ of time [50].

14In the Fefferman-Graham gauge [47], [56], the variation of the space-time metric (under diffeomor-
phism ) yields a set of coupled differential equations that contain the derivatives of the diffeomorphism
parameters ¢; and e, with respect to the variable “n”.
appears as an integration constant. However, one can further compute the function f(¢) using suitable

boundary conditions for the background fields A and B .

10
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It should be noted that, we perform all the analysis in a gauge in which one of
the components of the U(1) gauge field, A, is set to be zero . On the other
hand, under the diffeomorphism , A, transforms as

8 A, = AD, ( );Ao (69)

which breaks the gauge condition A, = 0.

In order to restore this gauge condition, we employ the U(1) gauge transfor-
mation, A, — A, + 0,X and compute the U(1) gauge parameter ¥ such that
(0c + dx:) A,y = 0, which yields the following

Y= / dn A0, ( - ) (70)

where we have used the variation .
Now, one can perform the above integration using the background fields
— and the diffeomorphism parameter , which yields

6_277)\ 2 3 2(1 + a%b%) " 3
%= 26%)\ cl’i/\f( ) <a‘21b§ + (’7 - 1)6177>‘) - Wf (t) & <a4’}//i<2’y?7/\

1 2 1
— 2log (azb3) + 1) + %(’y — 1)77/\) TR, <2a47/<a + > ))agbg. (71)

asbs

It is interesting to notice that the U(1) gauge parameter ¥ vanishes naturally in the
asymptotic limit (7 — oo), which is consistent with the gauge preserving condition
[6)-

Finally, we note down the transformation of the boundary stress tensor
under the combined action of the diffeomorphism and the U(1) gauge trans-
formation which yields

(0c + 52)Ttt =

(8 O —\P — 2/£b1A> (0chee) + 4f<ab—((5 + 0x;) Ay)

1
1G9 c1 w c1

+ %é?n(éehtt) - %(an& - 2)\w2) (6.D) — 0y (5. )w? (72)

The variations of the background fields hy, A; and ® can be obtained using
— and , which yields the following

(0c + dw) Ap = Ha (D, (1) + Ha(m) O} (1), (73)

Ocher = H3 ()0 f (t) + Ha(n)0; £ (1), (74)

6e® = Hs () f (1), (75)

where the explicit form of the functions H;(n), (¢ = 1,2...5) are given in the Ap-

pendix [C]
Using these variations —, the transformation of the boundary stress tensor

(72) can be expressed in a more elegant way

(55 + 5Z)Ttt = 2ﬁtatf(t) + f(t)@tf’tt - HCMagf(t) (76)

11



Here, we define the re-scaled stress tensor as

~ Ty
P — 77

7 by(1 + a2b3) ()
and identify the coefficient “cp;” (coefficient of k37 f(t)) as being the central charge
[47], [50] of the boundary theory,

1

= m(l —12), (78)

CM
where we substitute \ = /3.
It is interesting to notice that the positivity of the central charge requires
that the ModMax parameter () cannot be greater than %, rather it must lie
within the range 0 < v < % Furthermore, in the limit v — 0, the central charge
reduces to ~ G% which is consistent with the existing literature [50]. In the
next Section, we calculate the Wald entropy associated with 2D black holes and in
particular, discuss the effects of the above bound in the extremal limit.

5 Black holes and 2D projected ModMax

We now construct the 2D black hole solutions and investigate their thermal prop-
erties in the presence of 2D projected ModMax interactions . In particular, we
emphasise on the role played by the ModMax parameter, that is required to set all
the fields “finite” near the horizon. These solutions are further used to compute
the Wald entropy [58]-[60] associated with these 2D black holes. Finally, we also
comment on the possibilities for extremal black hole solutions in two dimensions.

5.1 Black hole solutions

We estimate 2D black hole solutions of ([7]) by means of perturbative techniques while
treating the ModMax parameter () and the Maxwell’s coupling (k) as expansion
coefficients. Technically speaking, it is not convenient to determine the black hole
horizon in the Ferrferman-Graham gauge due to the presence of the non-trivial
couplings in U(1) gauge fields . However, one can perform an elegant calculation
using the light cone gauge. In this gauge, the space-time metric can be expressed
as

ds* = 62“’(Z)( —dt? + dz2), Aydat = Ag(z)dt,
(I):(I)(Z)v X:X(t)a 525(2) (79)

Like before as in -, one can systematically expand the background fields
in the couplings x and ~ as

AR = 400 4 s AP 4 AP (80)
BU = B 4 4B K << 1, il <<, (81)

where A®") collectively represents the fields (®, w) and B(®h) represents the remain-
ing fields (A, x, &). Furthermore, the superscript “bh” in A®" and B®" denote
the black hole solution.
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5.1.1 Zeroth order solution

In order to calculate black hole solutions at zeroth order, we switch off the U(1)
gauge couplings (k — 0, v — 0) in the equations of motion (13))-(L7)), which yields
the following set of equations

D — wh @) + Ae* 0Py = 0, (82)
wy®) + Ae? 0Py = 0, (83)
Wl + e*ON =0, (84)

where / denotes the derivative with respect to z.
On solving the equations —, one finds
CONSS 4u

20— gl 85
¢ Asinh2(2\/ﬁz)7 0 %o, (85)

where ¢ is a constant.
It should be noted that we treat the dilaton (®) as constant while taking the
limits K — 0 and v — 0. However, it possesses a non-trivial profile in the presence

of U(1) gauge fields (see Section (5.1.2]) and (5.1.3)).

5.1.2 &k order solution

The leading order corrections to A®" and BOM)

equations of motion — at order k

could be estimated by solving the

O — 2(wp®) + w(®)) +2(XF + £7) =0, (86)
Wi 4 2Aw e?0 — gm0 A2 — (), (87)
az<<1>0e*2w0A;1) —0, (88)

| =0, (89)

X1 =0, (90)

where . and ’ denote the derivatives with respect to t and z respectively.
In order to solve the above differential equations —, we adopt the following
change in coordinates

p = Viicoth (2,/jiz). (91)
Using the zeroth order solutions (85)) together with (91)), one finds
2
(bh) _ Q2 -1( P q1p mi
w; = —=ptanh — |+ —=+ — q2, (92)
! N (ﬁ) VI 2A¢3
2 l2
(I)gbh) — (nl +31)p tanh_l L + g1p, (93)
duz Vi
on) _ b P
= coth — | + 19, 94
o (2) "
2mip
A(bh) _ 1 95
tl A¢0 + ma, ( )
X = it + no, (96)

where m;,n;, l;, ¢; and g1, (i = 1,2) are the integration constants.
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5.1.3 vk order solution

The contributions due to the projected ModMax interactions could be estimated by
solving the equations of motion - at order vk

280

O — 2(wp®h + wh®p) + 4(X1X2 + 165) — —m—=5 (Xi +&7) =0, (97)
S0 +p0

Wl 4 2Awee?0 — 26720 AL ALy — 2904 /82 + p2 4 f1 = 0, (98)

1 )
0.6~ — s (su —mr)| =0, (99

S0 +p0
A/

8. |e 20, [ AL, — 72'5180 | =o. (100)

V S0 +p0
X2 =0, (101)

where we define the above quantities as

1
fr = = (0 (= X+ €7) = 203181 ) po = —205 e 20N,
(I)O\/m ( 1 1) 1 0 1
so= —e A7 + dyle 0 (—xT +£P). (102)

Clearly, the above differential equations lj are quite non trivial to solve
exactly in the radial variable (z). However, for the purpose of our present analysis,
it is sufficient to solve them near the black hole horizon.

Using , the location of the horizon (pg) can be determined by noting the
spacetime metric ([79)

A(p = p?) (bh) (bh) dp?
ds?,\ ~ (1 + 2Kwy 7+ 27Kw ) —dt? 4+ ——— |, 103
(bh) A 1 2 4( w— ,02)2 ( )
which yields p = pg = /1.

Finally, the near horizon solutions of the equations of motion (97)-(101) could
be listed as

64H3/2

872
nyly

oy = P (64up (p—6/) + n%p<

T 1924572 (8\/17(”? — 11> (M + 1) (p—9vn)

— 3n‘1*z‘11> — 15y + 2p> + 2nangp (2p — 15y/1) + pla (ll (p—12y/p) +

p (13 + 2ngn1 + 11 (I + 213)) log (p — /1)

3l3(p— 9\//7)> + 19245/ 292) +

8N3/2 ’
(104)
gom — L 256mindlipp (p— 2yE)  32up (291 (nd —213) + Bp) .
Co Lo A2¢0% (n + 13)? nil
1
<l3+ll)(_QP(p—G\/ﬁ)—4ulog(p—\/ﬁ)>> + 1y, (105)
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32\/ﬁm3n2l2p (p — 2\//])
AL k] — m3p -+ ma, 106
° ST NeRemy ™ 1o
2 2
(bh) mi mi (TL1 — ll) N B
wy = —mgdo | + q3lo () + q4Ko (), (107)
2 2607 ( A(nd +13)
XM = gt + na, (108)

where we define p = 2, /ﬁ — 1 and mj, ni,l;, qi, g2, (i = 3,4) are the integration

constants. Furthermore, here Iy (p) and Ky (p) are respectively the modified Bessel
functions [62] of the first (I,,(p)) and the second kind (K, (p)).

Like before, one can further simplify the solutions — by making use
of the residual gauge freedom in the light cone gauge . In particular, the re-
scaling of the time coordinate, ¢ — nt does not affect the gauge condition g;, = 0.
Therefore, one can use this freedom to fix the constant ny = /1 — 3.

It is evident from and that the leading order (k) corrections diverge as
we move closer towards the black hole horizon (p ~ pg = /). Similar divergences
persist even at quadratic order (yk) (see and ) However, for a particular
choice of constants

(21f — (A +)

1
1-8B

the divergences at leading order cancel with those at the quadratic order thereby
resulting in a finite expression for £®" and ®(®" near the horizon (p ~ /m). This
turns out to be a unique feature of projected ModMax interactions in two dimen-
sions.

ng = =-L(1+v)/7 (109)

5.2 2D Black hole thermodynamics

With the above solutions at hand, we now explore the thermal properties of 2D
black holes in the presence of projected ModMax interactions. In particular, we
compute the Wald entropy [58]-[60] for 2D black holes. Finally, we also comment
on the Wald entropy associated with the extremal black holes in two dimensions.
To begin with, we compute the Hawking temperature [57] for the 2D black holes

1 1 2 VL

Ty = Gy —thtgpp(apgtt) - [1 - “(1 + 7)‘1 ) (110)

p=VI

where we set the constants, g4 = ¢ = q.
The Wald entropy [58]-[60] is defined as
oL

Sw = —27r——— , 111
L T ()

where R, is the Riemann curvature tensor, £ is the Lagrangian densitylﬂ in two
dimensions and €, is the anti-symmetric rank two tensor having the normalization
condition, Ve, = —2.

'"Here we used the convention, I = [ d*z\/—gL.
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Using , the Wald entropy (111)) for 2D black holes turns out to bﬂ

S L —1 112
LTeN pTer (¢o+/€¢1 +’m¢2), (112)
P/l
where we denote the above entities as
b1 = Vg — —— (1210g(4u) +o2 - 13) (113)
T 192p ! ’
64 (1 —21%)2 12 5
_ _2 114
2= 3 (zf-1)3+z§—1+\/’792 3 (114)

and ¢g is the usual constant dilaton solution in the limit x = 0 and v — 0 .

5.3 A special case : Extremal 2D black holes

As a special case, we study the extremal 2D black hole solutions and compute the
associated Wald entropy. Extremal black holes correspond to the vanishing of the
Hawking temperature (|110))

K(1+7)g=1, (115)

which we identify as the condition for extremal black holes in two dimensions. One

(1%

can further estimate the range of the constant “¢” using the extremality condition
(115) and bound on the ModMax parameter , which yields

12 <q< L (116)
13r 1=

Using 1) and 1) the Wald entropy for 2D extremal black holes (S‘(,;Xt))
turns out to be

(¢0+r61),
(117)

ext ext ext ext 1 Kl¢2 ext 1
S < 58t < sV, s = 4G2<¢0+H¢1+12>, Six) = Tex

where the entities ¢; and ¢y are given in (113 and ((114]) respectively. Furthermore,
the subscripts + denote the maximum and minimum values of the extremal black
hole entropy.

6 Concluding remarks

To summarise, in the present paper, we construct the 2D analogue of the four
dimensional ModMax electrodynamics (coupled with Einstein gravity) using the
notion of dimensional reduction. We investigate the effects of projected ModMax
interactions on various physical entities associated with the boundary theory in one
dimension. Finally, we construct the associated 2D black hole solutions and explore
their thermal properties.

Below, we outline some of the future extensions of the present work.

16Here, the entities ¢, and ¢o correspond to the values of @gbh) and q)gbh) (104)) at the horizon
p=pa = /It
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e In the literature, there exists an alternative way to derive the thermodynamic
entropy of 2D black holes by noting the asymptotic growth of the physical states of
a CFT by means of the Cardy formula (S¢) [50], [63]-]64]

e A

Se =2 :
C 7r 6

(118)

where A is the eigen value of the associated Virasoro generator L.

The authors in [50] establish a 2D/3D dictionary which by virtue of the Cardy
formula predicts the correct Bekenstein-Hawking entropy for 2D black holes.
Therefore, it would be indeed an interesting project to uplift the 2D black hole
solutions — into three dimensions and establish a suitable 2D /3D mapping
in the presence of 2D projected ModMax interactions.

e It would be an interesting project to add SU(2) Yang-Mills interactions and
investigate their imprints on various physical observables associated with the bound-
ary theory. In particular, the authors in [52] observe that the SU(2) Yang-Mills field
play an important role in obtaining the Hawking-Page transition in the context of
JT gravity. Therefore, one can investigate similar effects and/or possible deviations
in the presence of projected ModMax interactions in two dimensions.

e Finally, it would be nice to construct the 2D wormhole solutions [42], [51] and
explore their thermal stability for the ModMax corrected JT gravity models.

We would like to address some of the above issues in the near future.
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A Equations of motion

In this Appendix, we note down the most general form of the equations of motion
(13)-(17) in the Fefferman-Graham gauge (19),

=0, (119)

PR DA coshry — ssinhy
YV ohe |Vl V8?2 + p?
K sX + &'V —hu . K
X : ——0, ——=—cosh~vy + sinh~y | + On | V —hu X
V—=hy t( \/—htt V—hr/ 8% + p? ! .
$X'V—hu + pé _
" ginhy | =0,
V8% + p?

X' coshy —

e g - 5 coshny— —s€ +px'V= Mt inhy | + — 2
V=i vV —hg V—hi\/ 8% + p? —hyy

s&'/—hy — pX . ) B

————"sinhvy | =0,
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12

D /—hyu(\/—hy)" + —hyt 2N — KA cosh vy + ﬂ sinhy =0, 122
t /s2 + p2

inh
gt : D"+ AD + 26D (cosh'y - W) <<I>1(x’2 +E?) - s) =0, (123)

Vo= 2
1 o V=)@ i
875( ) +( ) +A<I>—2/€<I><cosh'y—881n}17>><

T R \VoRe ) T Ve Vit
e HE) s
Gnt = — (D) + SVha) 2k| coshy — _ssinhy (€€ 4+ xx') =0, (125)
! —hay 52 + p?

along with the functions

2
8:‘w%m”_l(‘<¢%>2<’<“52>“"2“'2)’ .
-1

where . and ' denote the derivatives with respect to ¢ and 7 respectively.

B Equations of motion at x> order

The purpose of this Appendix is to write down the equations of motion —
at quadratic order in k.
The coefficient of 2 in the equations — can be expressed as

Py A’ dgw Al oA Py A’
wo&7< 078 O g L “> —wlan( 0 ﬂ) —0, (128)
wo wo wo wo
wo®% + w1 P + wyd) — ( ows + P + @gwé) + fo =0, (129)
1
wy — Nwz — — <2A£1 t3 — MAﬁ) =0, (130)
wo wo
w
Oy (wols + wi&]) — w—;an (woh) =0, (131)
X3 =0, (132)
where
Y 12 2 .. Lo W1
f2 = 2(2wo&1&5 + wi&) + — | 2xaxs — XT— |- (133)
wo wo

Here . and ’ denotes the derivative with respect to ¢ and 7 respectively. Further,
these equations (128))-(132)) are quite complicated to solve, therefore we ignore the
k2 order corrections in the present analysis.

18



C Details of the functions H,’s

In this Appendix, we present the explicit details of the functions H;, (i = 1,2, ..5)

8azci A 2(a2b3 + 1) N
eQWA/(a2b3)<— a9 3\

1
Hi(n) = 1 [e_%)‘ (4k +2(y — 1)a§b§c§’nﬁ)\) +

asbs <(112< - ;21% (— log (ag - eQnA/(a2b3)> — log (agbs) + 27])\) )+

— 2log (azb3) —

1
2¢, <2a4’7/<3< — 2log (agbs) + 2ynA — v + 1) + ;b?)(

3a2b3 a2b§

2log <a2762m/(a2b3)) +2(7+1)77)\77+1> 74(’7—1) (1+21)>+

8 (2a4vk + 1/(agb3)) 1 [ 4 s
a%bécf - ;2 c1l€( — log (CLQ — e /(a2b3)) — log (agb3) +

e2nA
277)\) —2log | ag — —— | —2log (agb3) +2(y + I)nA — v+ 1 )
azbs

(134)

(a%bg + 1)6_277)‘
1222

( — 2log (agbs) — v — 2log (a2 - 62’7’\/(a2b3)> +2(y + DnA + 1>+

Ho(n) = — (C?I‘i (— log (ag - eQ"A/(a2b3)> — log (azgbs) + 277)\) X

2

% (2 log (a2bs) + v + 2log (ag - 62’7)‘/(a2b3)) —4n\ — 1)—1—
3

4K

174
asbs

a2 3
Hs(n) = e?” [2(2b3+1) (C%’{ (6277)\/( . + i<10g <a2 - ezn)\/(a253)) +

3asbs asbz) —az  as

( —log (ag - 62’7/\/(a2b3)) — log (agbs) + 2n)\>> a3b3, (135)

, (136)

2
log (a2bs) — 277)\)> — a2bg> +2
272
Ha(n) =2 <a2b3 . 1) : (137)

32
2p2 4+ 1 2] b 2b

Hs(n) = ™ (%3"‘) 4b1 + K <a25153 <_C10gaW?3) - 4a47> + a—l (277)\—
2 2

6

2ap 27\ Voy g [ e
—1 —e“N b — ¢t —
e21 [ (agbs) — as o8 <a2 e/ (e 3>) > azA o azv/b3

e
+ 4627>] . (138)

Ae21 [bs + a3\
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