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Abstract: Motivated by the existence of complex spectrum in T T̄ -deformed CFTs, in

this paper we revisit the broadly studied topic of (holographic) entanglement entropy in

the deformed theory to investigate its complex behaviour. As a concrete example, we show

that in case of a 1+1 dimensional holographic CFT at finite temperature β−1 and chemical

potential Ω, the holographic entanglement entropy in the deformed theory remains to be

real only within the range − β2

8π2
(1−Ω2)2

Ω2 < µ < β2

8π2 (1 − Ω2) of the deformation parameter.

While the upper bound overlaps with the familiar Hagedorn bound in the deformed theory,

the novel lower bound on the negative values of the deformation parameter does not show

up in thermodynamic quantities. However, from a holographic perspective we show that

this intriguing lower bound is related to a spacelike to null transition of the associated

Ryu-Takayanagi surface in the deformed geometry. We also investigate the Quantum Null

Energy Condition in the deformed theory, within its regime of validity.
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1 Introduction

Irrelevant deformations of local quantum field theories are in general poorly understood,

in the sense that they typically destroy the existence of a UV fixed point and also spoil

locality at scales set by the deformation parameter. In this context, the T T̄ deformation

of two-dimensional quantum field theories stands out as special. Firstly, this deformation

is known to preserve integrability along the flow [1]. Using integrability techniques, the

S-matrix in the deformed theory can be computed exactly [2] and it appears to be well-

defined at all energies. Also, due to the remarkable factorization property of the expectation

value of the deforming operator [3], the finite size spectrum in the deformed theory can be

exactly computed as well. Given the exact knowledge of the finite size spectrum, the torus

partition function in the deformed theory has also been studied [4] and it has been further

shown that the torus partition function of a T T̄ -deformed CFT is modular invariant despite

the absence of conformal symmetry in the deformed theory [5]. Furthermore, it has been

shown that in any two-dimensional quantum field theory with a dimensionful parameter

t, demanding that the torus partition function is modular invariant and that its spectrum

depends on the spectrum of t = 0 theory in a universal way, uniquely fixes the finite t

theory to be a T T̄ deformed CFT [6].

Besides the remarkable field theoretic aspects, the T T̄ deformation has gained a sig-

nificant amount of attention in the context of string theory and holography. The deformed

CFT has numerous stringy/gravity realizations, in terms of non-critical string theory [7, 8],

CFT coupled to a 2D dilaton gravity theory [9, 10], AdS3 gravity with finite radial cut-off
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[11–13] (and its refinement [14]), and finally AdS3 gravity with mixed boundary conditions

[15]. The last two realizations have rendered the deformation as a tractable irrelevant defor-

mation of AdS3/CFT2 and triggered an extensive study of various aspects of the deformed

theory using holographic techniques. For a pedagogical review of the history, developments,

and modern aspects of the T T̄ deformation, we refer to [16, 17] and references therein.

One of the most investigated aspects of the deformed theory has been its entanglement

properties [18–32]. In this paper, we are primarily interested in studying the holographic

entanglement entropy (HEE) [33, 34] in the deformed theory to investigate its reality as

the deformation parameter is varied. It is well known that given a finite deformation, the

T T̄ -deformed CFT on a cylinder possesses a complex spectrum depending on the size of

the cylinder and the scaling dimensions of the operators in the undeformed CFT. For such

states, the von Neumann entropy will correspondingly be complex. In the discussions to

follow, we shall consider the deformed theory to live on R1,1, where the spectrum is real.

However, we will show that the HEE in a certain class of states can still become complex,

and demanding its reality can put non-trivial bounds on the deformation parameter.

Building on the developments from the study of holographic entanglement entropy, [35]

proposed a generalization of the classical focusing theorem called the quantum focusing

conjecture (QFC). The quantum null energy condition (QNEC), a non-gravitational limit

of the QFC, states that the expectation value of the stress-energy tensor is bounded below

by the second null variation of entanglement entropy. QNEC has been proven in various

settings and to various degrees of generality [36–41].1 In [45], non-violation of QNEC

was shown to impose non-trivial constraints on the amount of growth of entropy and

temperature upon a global homogeneous quench in a thermal two-dimensional CFT. [46]

extended this study to global inhomogeneous quenches, and using QNEC found evidence

that two-dimensional holographic CFTs can be used to create erasure tolerant quantum

memory. Motivated by these studies, we investigate if QNEC remains valid in the deformed

theory as well and, in particular, whether its non-violation imposes non-trivial constraints

on the flow.

However, a potential issue in the study of QNEC in the deformed theory is related to

the non-locality. While QNEC is valid for local QFTs, the deformed theory is known to

be non-local at high energies, with the scale of non-locality being set by the deformation

parameter to be
√
µ. To circumvent this, we shall restrict our discussion of QNEC to

scales much greater than
√
µ, so that the theory can be treated quasi-locally. In particular,

we shall assume that there exists a stress-tensor in the deformed theory and that the

entanglement entropy of a region of length l ≫ √
µ is well-defined. Since these quantities

have been rigorously studied, we believe that these underlying assumptions for studying

QNEC in the deformed theory are mild and justifiable.

1A generalization of QNEC [42], termed the Renyi QNEC, has also been proven to hold at least for free

field theories [43, 44].
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Our main results are as follows. Working within the holographic mixed boundary con-

dition interpretation of the deformation, we show that in a T T̄ -deformed 1+1 dimensional

holographic CFT at temperature T−1 = β and chemical potential Ω due to a boost, the re-

ality of holographic entanglement entropy puts sharp bounds on the deformation parameter

for both signs, confining it to lie within the range

−β2(1− Ω2)2

8π2Ω2
< µ <

β2(1− Ω2)

8π2
.

In the case of vanishing Ω, the lower bound disappears while the upper bound coincides

with the familiar Hagedorn bound in the deformed theory. The non-trivial lower bound in

the presence of a finite chemical potential is typically not perceived by the thermodynamic

quantities. However, holographic computation reveals that this lower bound follows from

a spacelike to null transition of the Ryu-Takayanagi surface in the deformed geometry.

Within this allowed regime, we find no violations of QNEC in the deformed theory.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review the

variational principle approach to derive the deformed metric and the stress-tensor one-

point function along the flow, which eventually leads to the two holographic descriptions

of the deformation. In Section 3, we compute the HEE in the deformed theory, both in

the absence and presence of a chemical potential associated with a boost, and derive our

bounds on µ based on the reality of HEE. In Section 4, we study the QNEC inequality in

the deformed theory. Finally, we end with a discussion in Section 5. A couple of appendices

are also provided for computational details.

2 T T̄ deformation and its holographic descriptions

In this section, we briefly review the variational principle approach of [15] to obtain the de-

formed metric and the stress-tensor one-point function in the T T̄ -deformed two-dimensional

conformal field theories. For a detailed discussion on this approach, we refer to [47], and

to [48] for a more general discussion.

The T T̄ deformation is a universal irrelevant deformation of any local two-dimensional

(conformal) quantum field theory, defined by the differential relation

∂µS
[µ] = −1

2

∫
d2x

√
γ
(
TαβTαβ − T 2

)
µ
, (2.1)

where the quantities appearing on the right-hand side correspond to the deformed theory

and we are working in the Euclidean signature following [15]. The deformation generates

an integrable flow in the space of field theories where at any arbitrary point, the stress

tensor T
[µ]
αβ (and hence the deforming operator) is to be computed from the response of S[µ]

to an arbitrary variation in the metric. This assertion in turn restricts our discussions to

scales much greater than
√
µ, where the theory can be treated as quasi-local.

Given the fact that T T̄ is a double-trace deformation where the deforming operator also

depends on the source, it is natural to expect the holographic dictionary for the deformed

theory to be modified. In fact, such deformations are known to lead to mixed boundary
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conditions [49]. In the context of T T̄ deformation, the deformed dictionary can be most

efficiently worked out, at least for large N CFTs, using the variational principle approach

[15]. Taking a variation of the defining relation (2.1) with respect to the metric and after

some simple algebra, one arrives at

∂µ (
√
γTαβ) δγ

αβ +
√
γTαβ∂µ

(
δγαβ

)
(2.2)

=
√
γ

[(
−1

2
γαβOT T̄ − 2TαγT

γ
β + 2TTαβ

)
δγαβ + 2Tαβδ

(
Tαβ − γαβT

)]
,

where we have used

δS[µ] =

(
1

2

∫
d2x

√
γ Tαβδγ

αβ

)[µ]

,

and Tαβ stands for its expectation value for the rest of the paper. Comparing the quantity

being varied and the coefficient of the variation in (2.2), one arrives at the flow equations

∂µγ
αβ = 2

(
Tαβ − γαβT

)
, ∂µ (

√
γTαβ) =

√
γ(2TTαβ − 2TαγT

γ
β − 1

2
γαβOT T̄ ), (2.3)

where OTT = TαβTαβ −T 2. Using the notation T̂αβ = Tαβ − γαβT , these equations can be

written in a more compact form as

∂µγαβ = − 2T̂αβ, (2.4)

∂µT̂αβ = − T̂αγ T̂
γ
β , (2.5)

Note that we have used the relations ∂µ
√
γ =

√
γT , TTαβ − TαγT

γ
β = −1

2γαβOT T̄ , and

∂µT = −TαβTαβ to get to (2.5). Differentiating (2.4) twice and using (2.5), we arrive at

the final form of the flow equations

∂3
µγαβ = 0, (2.6)

∂µT̂αβ = − T̂αγ T̂
γ
β , (2.7)

where to arrive at (2.6), we have used2

∂µ(T̂αγ T̂
γ
β ) = 0. (2.8)

Since T̂αγ T̂
γ
β is µ independent, the flow equations (2.6)-(2.7) can now be easily solved to

get the deformed metric and stress-tensor expectation value as

γ
[µ]
αβ = γ

[0]
αβ − 2µT̂

[0]
αβ + µ2T̂ [0]

αργ
[0]ρσT̂

[0]
σβ , (2.9)

T̂
[µ]
αβ = T̂

[0]
αβ − µT̂ [0]

αργ
[0]ρσT̂

[0]
σβ , (2.10)

where the quantities with superscript [0] refer to the undeformed theory. Note that these

solutions are exact in the deformation parameter, not perturbative. Let us now plug back

the undeformed dictionary in (2.9). In the case of pure gravity, identifying

γ
[0]
αβ ≡ g

(0)
αβ , T̂

[0]
αβ ≡ 1

8πGlAdS
g
(2)
αβ , T̂ [0]

αργ
[0]ρσT̂

[0]
σβ ≡ 1

(4πGlAdS)2
g
(4)
αβ , (2.11)

2See Appendix A for brief proofs of various identities.
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as coefficients of the Fefferman-Graham expansion for the solution of Einstein’s equations

with Λ = −2/l2AdS ,

ds2 = l2AdS

dρ2

4ρ2
+

g
(0)
αβ

ρ
+ g

(0)
αβ + ρ g

(4)
αβ

 dxαdxβ,

we readily note that fixing the deformed metric in (2.9) now amounts to imposing Dirichlet

boundary condition at a finite radial slice ρc = − µ
4πGlAdS

. In this case, one can further

show [15] that the deformed stress-tensor3 now has the identification

T
[µ]
αβ = TBY

αβ (ρc)−
gαβ(ρc)

8πGlAdS
.

where TBY
αβ (ρc) and gαβ(ρc) are the Brown-York stress-tensor and the induced metric eval-

uated at ρ = ρc, respectively. The second term ensures that when ρc → 0 (and hence

µ → 0), the CFT stress-tensor precisely agrees with the Krauss-Balasubramanian proposal

[50].

However, these identifications of both the deformed metric and stress-tensor expecta-

tion value are true only for the negative sign of the deformation parameter and in the case

of pure gravity. In the presence of matter, the last of the identifications made in (2.11)

does not hold, rendering the finite cut-off prescription ambiguous. Nevertheless, just from

the first two identifications in (2.11), which still remain valid in the presence of matter,

we can infer that fixing γ[µ] can alternatively be thought as a mixed boundary condition

involving both g(0) and g(2) at the original boundary as compared to a Dirichlet boundary

condition on g(0) in the undeformed case.

2.1 The deformed spacetime

In what follows, we shall compute holographic entanglement entropy and evaluate the

QNEC inequality in the deformed theory primarily within the mixed boundary condition

(MBC hereafter) interpretation, which gives access to both signs of the deformation. Since

the computations will be holographic, in this section, we work out the relevant deformed

spacetime subject to a fixed deformed boundary metric4, say γ
[µ]
αβ = ηαβ, in some null

coordinates (U, V ). Since
√
−γR is invariant along the flow [15], for a Ricci flat deformed

metric, the undeformed metric must also be Ricci flat. We can again choose this Ricci

flat undeformed metric to be ηαβ in some different null coordinates, say (u, v). For the

undeformed case, for a flat boundary metric g
[0]
αβ = ηαβ, the most general solution of

Einstein’s equations with a negative cosmological constant Λ = −2/l2AdS is given by the

Banados spacetime,

ds2 = l2AdS

dρ2

4ρ2
+

dudv

ρ
+
(
L(u)du2 + L̄(v)dv2

)
+ ρL(u)L̄(v) dudv, (2.12)

3The physical stress-tensor is T
[µ]
αβ , not T̂

[µ]
αβ .

4In what follows, we shall assume the deformed theory to live on R1,1.
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which is characterized by two chiral functions L(u) and L̄(v). The induced metric at a slice

ρ = ρc is simply given by

ρcds
2
ρc =

(
du+ ρcL̄(v)dv

)
(dv + ρcL(u)du) . (2.13)

In the finite cut-off picture, the deformed metric lives on this ρ = ρc hypersurface. Note that

the induced metric (2.13) can be cast into the desired (deformed) flat metric ds2[µ] = dUdV

with the help of the state-dependent coordinate transformations [15]

U = u+ ρc

∫ v

L̄(v′)dv′ , V = v + ρc

∫ u

L(u′)du′. (2.14)

In general, this map is not invertible. However, in the discussions to follow, we shall

consider the chiral functions to be constants, L(u) = L and L̄(v) = L̄, allowing us to invert

the map to get

u =
U − ρcL̄ V

1− ρ2cLL̄
, v =

V − ρcL U

1− ρ2cLL̄
. (2.15)

Then the Fefferman-Graham expansion for the spacetime with a flat metric at ρ = ρc
is simply obtained by using the map (2.15) in the Fefferman-Graham expansion of the

undeformed spacetime (2.12), giving

ds2def = l2AdS

dρ2

4ρ2
+

ds
(0)2
def

ρ
+ ds

(2)2
def + ρ ds

(4)2
def , (2.16)

where,

ds
(0)2
def =

(
dU − ρcL̄ dV

)
(dV − ρcL dU)

(1− ρ2cLL̄)
2

,

ds
(2)2
def =

(
1 + ρ2cLL̄

) (
L dU2 + L̄ dV 2

)
− 4ρcLL̄ dUdV

(1− ρ2cLL̄)
2

,

ds
(4)2
def = LL̄ds

(0)2
def . (2.17)

with ρ ≥ ρc. To obtain the relevant spacetime for the MBC interpretation, all we need to

do is make the identification

ρc = − µ

4πGlAdS
= −2µ (2.18)

in (2.17) and then allow for both signs of µ. Note that here and in the rest of the paper,

we set 8πG = 1 and the AdS radius lAdS = 1.5 The deformed spacetime is again given by

(2.17), but this time with ρ ≥ 0 and the coefficients of FG expansion explicitly given by

ds
(0)2
def =

(
dU + 2µL̄ dV

)
(dV + 2µL dU)

(1− 4µ2LL̄)2
,

ds
(2)2
def =

(
1 + 4µ2LL̄

) (
LdU2 + L̄dV 2

)
+ 8µLL̄ dUdV

(1− 4µ2LL̄)2
,

ds
(4)2
def = LL̄ds

(0)2
def . (2.19)

5These two choices also fix c = 12π.
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Note that in (2.19) and in the discussions to follow, L and L̄ will stand for the deformed

quantities Lµ and L̄µ respectively. One can now easily check that

ds
(0)2
[µ] − 2µds

(2)2
[µ] + 4µ2ds

(4)2
[µ] = dUdV.

Finally, we conclude the section by reporting the expectation value of the deformed stress

tensor which will be relevant for the QNEC computation. In (U, V ) coordinates, the

components are given by6

T
[µ]
αβ =

1(
1− 4µ2LL̄

) ( L −2µLL̄

−2µLL̄ L̄

)
. (2.20)

Note that the deformed stress tensor now has an off-diagonal component, which is however

not independent.

3 Holographic Entanglement Entropy in the deformed theory

In this section, we will work out the HEE of a region of length l at finite temperature

T = β−1 in the deformed theory, both in the absence and presence of a chemical potential

Ω associated with a boost. In both cases, we shall use the MBC interpretation for the

holographic description and compute geodesic lengths in the relevant deformed spacetimes.

3.1 Vanishing chemical potential

To illustrate the effect of the chemical potential, let us begin with the case when it is

absent. In this case, the dual spacetime is the deformed non-rotating planar BTZ, and

from (2.16) and (2.17) with L̄ = L, it is given by

ds2 =
dρ2

4ρ2
+
L(ρ+ 2µ)(1 + 2µL2 ρ)

ρ(1− 4µ2L2)2
(
dU2 + dV 2

)
+
1 + 4µ2L2 + L2ρ

(
ρ+ 8µ+ 4µ2L2ρ

)
ρ(1− 4µ2L2)2

dUdV.

(3.1)

With the transformations

ρ =
r2 − 2L− r

√
r2 − 4L

2L2
, dU = dX + dT, dV = dX − dT,

this metric can be recast into the standard non-rotating BTZ form,

ds2 =
dr2

r2 − 4L
− (r2 − 4L)

dT 2

(1 + 2µL)2
+ r2

dX2

(1− 2µL)2
, (3.2)

which has a horizon at rh = 2
√
L. Note that this horizon is now µ dependent. Thus the

coordinate transformations (2.15) have the effect of rescaling both time and space, with

different scale factors. Here we emphasize that the Fefferman-Graham radial coordinate ρ

ranges between 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1/L, and consequently the BTZ radial coordinate r has the range

∞ > r ≥ rh.

6Recall we have set 8πG = 1 and lAdS = 1.
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To compute HEE, we use the method developed in [45]. Consider an interval on the

boundary of (3.2) delimited by the points p1 = (rc, 0, 0) and p2 = (rc, 0, l), where rc → ∞.

In order to compute HEE in the deformed geometry (3.2), we perform a series of coordinate

transformations (detailed in Appendix B) that maps (3.2) to the Poincare patch of AdS3,

ds2 =
−2dZdW − dW 2 + dY 2

Z2
. (3.3)

In the Poincare patch, a closed-form expression is known for the length of geodesics between

two arbitrary points. Let P1 = (Z1,W1, Y1) and P2 = (Z2,W2, Y2) be the final image of p1
and p2 respectively in (3.3). The geodesic length connecting these two points is then given

by

L = log
(
ζ +

√
ζ2 − 1

)
, (3.4)

where ζ is the unique conformal invariant associated with any two points in the Poincare

patch of AdS3 [51]. This invariant is given by

ζ =
1

2Z1Z2

(
Z2
1 + Z2

2 − (Z1 +W1 − Z2 −W2)
2 + (Y1 − Y2)

2
)
. (3.5)

For spacelike geodesics, ζ > 1, whereas ζ = 1 corresponds to null geodesics. Using the

maps (B.1)-(B.6), it can be calculated to be

ζ =
2 sinh2 l

√
L

1−2µL + 4z2cL

4z2cL
, (3.6)

with zc = 1/rc. Now in the MBC picture, the geodesic endpoints are at zc → 0. In this

limit, ζ ∼ O(1/z2c ) from (3.6), and we can approximate
√
ζ2 − 1 in (3.4) by ζ. Then, from

(3.4) the geodesic length is given by

L = log

(
2
ζ̃

z2c

)
, ζ̃ =

2 sinh2 l
√
L

1−2µL

4L
. (3.7)

Note that in terms of ζ̃, spacelike geodesics will correspond to ζ̃ > z2c/2, whereas ζ̃ → z2c/2

is the null limit, with zc → 0. So to a good approximation, we will consider ζ̃ → 0 as the

null limit.

In the finite cut-off picture, neither of these approximations would have been valid with

zc being finite7. In that case, one needs to use (3.4) along with (3.6) exactly to compute the

geodesic length. It is then natural to expect that the qualitative features of the resulting

geodesic lengths and therefore of the HEE will be quite different. For example, for finite

zc, if we take the limit l → 0, then from (3.6) ζ → 1 and hence L → 0. However, in the

MBC picture, the l → 0 limit of L is zc dependent.

Finally, the HEE in the deformed theory is given by

Sent =
c

6
L =

c

3
log


(
β +

√
β2 − 8π2µ

)
sinh

(
πl√

β2−8π2µ

)
2πzc

 , (3.8)

7zc is related to the Fefferman-Graham radial cut-off ρc as zc =
√
ρc

1+ρcL
.
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Figure 1: Plot for HEE as a function of the deformation parameter µ. Here l = 5, β =
√
8π, zc =

0.01. HEE becomes complex beyond µ = µu(= 1), but continues to be real for arbitrary large

negative µ.

where we have used

L =
β2 − 4π2µ− β

√
β2 − 8π2µ

8π2µ2
. (3.9)

The last relation follows from inverting β = π√
L
(1 + 2µL), which in turn follows from

computing the Hawking temperature from (3.2) and identifying the same with the temper-

ature β of the undeformed theory. Note that the HEE computed by this method agrees

exactly with the non-perturbative result obtained in [32] using the gravitational Wilson

line technique, with µ replaced by −µ/2. In particular, the reality of HEE puts a sharp

upper-bound8

µ < µu =
β2

8π2
. (3.10)

Note that this upper bound is analogous to what follows from the reality of the ground

state energy in the deformed CFT on a cylinder, with β replaced by the size of the cylinder

R and c = 12π. In fact, this upper bound is simply the Hagedorn bound written in terms

of µ. Thermal equilibrium at temperature T = β−1 ceases to make sense for µ > µu.

Note that for µ < µu, the argument of the logarithm in (3.8) is always greater than

zero. Since this argument is proportional to ζ̃, in this case, the geodesic always remains

spacelike. Figure 1 shows the variation of HEE with the deformation parameter µ for

fixed l and β. Clearly, HEE continues to be real for arbitrarily large negative values of µ.

However, in the next subsection, we will see that the presence of a chemical potential puts

a sharp lower bound on negative values of µ as well.

8Due to the relative sign between the deformation parameter used in this paper and the one used in [32],

our upper bound on the positive values of the deformation parameter (3.10) translates to a lower bound on

the negative values of the deformation parameter in [32].

– 9 –



Finally, for small µ, we have

Sent =
c

3
log

(
β sinh (πl/β)

πzc

)
+

2cπ2

3β2

(
2

(
πl

β

)
coth

(
πl

β

)
− 1

)
µ+O(µ2). (3.11)

The first term gives the entanglement entropy in the undeformed CFT if we identify ϵ = zc
as the UV cut-off. The second term gives the leading correction due to the T T̄ defor-

mation. This correction term precisely agrees9 with the replica trick result [19] in the

high-temperature limit β ≪ l.

Before moving on to the next section, it is worth comparing the results to the ones

obtained in the finite cut-off prescription. In the finite cut-off approach, one should use

(3.4) exactly, with ζ given by (3.6). As expected, the resulting expression for HEE does

not agree with (3.8). However, in the small ρc limit, we have

SFC
ent =

c

3
log

[
β sinh (πl/β)

π
√
ρc

]
− cπ2

3β2

(
2

(
πl

β

)
coth

(
πl

β

)
−
(
1 + coth2

(
πl

β

)))
ρc +O(ρ2c).

(3.12)

The leading term agrees with its counterpart in the MBC prescription upon identifying
√
ρc = ϵ as the UV cutoff. However, there is a clear mismatch in the subleading term after

identifying ρc = −2µ. So, even in the absence of matter and for negative values of the

deformation parameter, the two prescriptions do not agree when one considers non-local

quantities like entanglement entropy. However, if we consider the high-temperature limit

l ≫ β, then the subleading term agrees precisely.

3.2 Finite chemical potential

Next we consider the effect of a finite chemical potential by boosting the thermal state. In

this case, the dual spacetime is a deformed boosted (planar) BTZ black hole with L ̸= L̄.

In Fefferman-Graham gauge, the deformed spacetime takes the following form,

ds2 =
dρ2

4ρ2
+

1 + 4µ2LL̄+ LL̄ρ
(
ρ+ 8µ+ 4µ2LL̄ ρ

)
ρ(1− 4µ2LL̄)2

dUdV +
(ρ+ 2µ)(1 + 2µLL̄ ρ)

ρ(1− 4µ2LL̄)2
(
LdU2 + L̄dV 2

)
.

(3.13)

Writing

L =
1

4
(r+ − r−)

2, L̄ =
1

4
(r+ + r−)

2, r2h = r2+ − r2−, (3.14)

and defining new coordinates

ρ =
r2 − (L+ L̄)−

√(
r2 − (L+ L̄)

)2 − 4LL̄

2LL̄
, U = X + T, V = X − T, (3.15)

this metric can be recast into the following form,

ds2 =
r2dr2

(r2 − r2+)(r
2 − r2−)

−
4(r2 − r2+)(r+dT − r−dX)2

r2h(2− r2hµ)
2

+
4(r2 − r2−)(r−dT − r+dX)2

r2h(2 + r2hµ)
2

.

(3.16)

9To check this, one must replace µ → −µπc
12

in (3.11) because of the difference in conventions.
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This geometry is dual to a T T̄ -deformed 1+1 dimensional CFT at a finite temperature β

and chemical potential Ω given by

β =
π

2

(
1√
L

+
1√
L̄

)(
1 + 2µ

√
LL̄
)
, Ω =

√
L̄−

√
L√

L̄+
√
L
. (3.17)

To compute HEE in this geometry, we again choose a region on the boundary of (3.16)

delimited by the points p1 = (rc, 0, 0) and p2 = (rc, 0, l). To use the working formulae (3.4)-

(3.5), we again need to put (3.16) into the form (3.3) as detailed in Appendix B. Then

computing the invariant, ζ, and ignoring terms as described in the previous subsection, we

arrive at the following non-perturbative expression for HEE,

Sent =
c

6
log

8π2µ2

cosh

 πl(β++β−)

β+β−

√
1− 8π2µ

β+β−

− cosh
(
πl(β+−β−)

β+β−

)
z2cβ+β−

(
1−

√
1− 8π2µ

β+β−

)2
 , (3.18)

where β± = β(1±Ω). Let us now analyze the reality conditions of Sent. Firstly, the upper

bound which follows from the vanishing of the expression appearing under the square roots

now gets modified to

µu =
β+β−
8π2

. (3.19)

Now for µ < µu, when β− ̸= β+, the argument of the logarithm has a zero when the two

terms in the numerator become equal. This happens precisely when µ equals

µl = −
β2
+β

2
−

2π2(β+ − β−)2
. (3.20)

This is the value of µ at which the spacelike RT surface connecting the two endpoints

becomes null. We emphasize here that in the case of a vanishing µ, the numerator is

always greater than zero for finite β+ ̸= β− (finite Ω). Even in the presence of a finite

µ < µu, the numerators would have always been greater than zero for β+ = β− > 0. So the

spacelike to null transition happens only in the presence of a finite µ along with β+ ̸= β−.

Finally, expressing both the bounds in terms of β and Ω, the reality of HEE confines the

allowed values of the deformation to be within the window

−β2(1− Ω2)2

8π2Ω2
< µ <

β2(1− Ω2)

8π2
. (3.21)

In the limit Ω → 0, the upper bound reduces to (3.10) while the lower bound becomes

trivial. Figure 2 shows the plot for HEE against µ for various values of Ω. Note that, µl

corresponds to the value of µ where Sent diverges to −∞, eventually becoming complex

thereafter. However, before that, there exists a small window where the geodesic length

remains negative, which is also unphysical. So one can alternately propose a lower bound

µ∗
l corresponding to the vanishing of the HEE. However, in the limit zc → 0, the difference

– 11 –



between µl and µ∗
l becomes vanishingly small. This is illustrated in Figure 2, where the

plot of Sent is almost vertical from the point where it vanishes to where it diverges to −∞.

So to a good approximation, the positivity of geodesic length in the deformed geometry is

synonymous with the reality of HEE in the deformed theory.

-0.10 -0.08 -0.06 -0.04 -0.02
μ

50

100

150

200

250
Sent

Figure 2: Plot for HEE as a function of the deformation parameter µ for various values of

Ω. The blue curve corresponds to Ω = 0.3, orange curve corresponds to Ω = 0.4, green curve

corresponds to Ω = 0.5, and the red curve corresponds to Ω = 0.7. For all the plots, we have

used l = 2, β = 1, zc = 0.01. The lower bound on negative µ becomes monotonically stricter as Ω

increases.

Since the lower bound puts a cut-off on the negative values of µ, one should expect

this feature to show up in the finite cut-off picture as well. Figure 3 shows the plot for

HEE computed in the finite cut-off picture as a function of the cut-off radius ρc for various

sizes of the entangling region.

The plots clearly show that, given a fixed temperature and a chemical potential, the

cut-off surface can not be put arbitrarily deep inside the bulk while also retaining geodesics

between boundary points on a fixed-time slice spacelike. Beyond this upper bound on the

cut-off radius, one cannot use the standard definitions of HEE. Also note that when l ∼ β,

the maximum allowed value for the cut-off radius seems to be l dependent. However, as we

take larger l, the upper bound on ρc tends to become insensitive to l and is in agreement

with the lower bound on (negative) µ, as expected. Note that, here also Sent is negative

in a negligible range of ρc before diverging to −∞ at ρc,max. For all the plots in Figure 3,

ρc,max < ρh = (LL̄)−1/2, so the cut-off remains always outside the horizon10.

Finally, one might wonder if the lower bound is also reflected in the thermodynamic

quantities, like the upper bound. For example, one can compute the thermal entropy

10To check this, one needs to invert (3.17) with µ = −ρc/2, to express L and L̄ in terms of β, Ω, and ρc.
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Figure 3: Plot for HEE as obtained from the finite cut-off prescription as a function of the cut-off

radius ρc, for various l. Here we have set β = 1,Ω = 0.4. The blue curve corresponds to l = 5,

the orange curve corresponds to l = 10, and the green curve corresponds to l = 20. Note that, as

l increases, the maximum allowed value of ρc tends to saturate to ρc,max = −2µl, corresponding to

this choice of β and Ω.

(density) from (3.18) in the high-temperature limit l ≫ β±. This gives,

Sthermal =
2π2(β+ + β−)

β+β−

√
1− 8π2µ

β+β−

. (3.22)

Clearly, Sthermal remains finite for any µ < µu. This conclusion remains true if one computes

the internal energy or free energy densities as well. It would be rather interesting to look

for the imprints of this lower bound on the negative values of the deformation parameter

in other contexts of the deformed theory, which we leave for future investigations.

4 QNEC in deformed theory

In this section, we will study the Quantum Null Energy Condition (QNEC) in the deformed

theory. In two dimensions, the QNEC has the following versions depending on whether the

theory is conformally invariant or not:

QFT : Q± ≡ 2π⟨T±±⟩ − S′′
ent ≥ 0, (4.1a)

CFT : Q± ≡ 2π⟨T±±⟩ − S′′
ent −

6

c
S′2
ent ≥ 0. (4.1b)

where T±± are the null components of the stress-tensor and ′ denotes derivative w.r.t ∂±
for Q±, obtained from infinitesimal variations of the entanglement entropy of the interval

ending at the point of observation, under shifts along the respective null directions. We are

interested in a situation where the undeformed theory is a 1+1 dimensional holographic

CFT with an irrelevant deformation breaking the conformal invariance. So in principle, we
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should consider a QNEC inequality that smoothly interpolates between the two versions

(4.1b) and (4.1a). However, to the best of our knowledge, such an interpolating version of

QNEC does not exist in the literature. At least for small deformations, a naive guess is to

propose the following slightly modified version of QNEC:

Q̃± ≡ 2π⟨T±±⟩ − S′′
ent −

6

c
S
(0)′2
ent ≥ 0, (4.2)

where S
(0)
ent is the entanglement entropy in the undeformed theory. The last term ensures

that at leading order in the deformation, Q̃± exactly correspond to the CFT version (4.1b);

in particular, it is saturated when the state under consideration is dual to a Banados

spacetime [52]. Then for the first correction due to the T T̄ deformation, only the first

two terms would contribute. However, we do not have any supporting arguments for this

modified version of QNEC. Furthermore, we are interested in the non-perturbative regime

of the deformation. So we will simply proceed with the QFT version of the QNEC (4.1a)

and investigate the inequality as we change the deformation parameter.

As in the case of entanglement entropy, let us begin with the case of vanishing chem-

ical potential. To evaluate Q+(−), we deform the end-point p1 = (rc, 0, 0) (in coor-

dinates (r, T,X) with metric given by (3.2)) along ∂U(V ) infinitesimally by δ, keeping

the other endpoint fixed. Then we compute the geodesic distance between the points

p′1 = (rc,+(−)δ/2, δ/2) and p2 = (rc, 0, l) using the method discussed previously, eventu-

ally identifying it with the HEE, which is now a function of δ. Finally, we take derivatives

of this HEE w.r.t δ followed by setting δ = 0 to get S′′
ent. The stress-tensor components

can be read off from (2.20) as T++ = TUU , T−− = TV V , with L̄ = L and L being given by

(3.9). Putting all these together, Q± is evaluated to be

Q+ = Q− =

cπ2

(
β
√

β2 − 8π2µ+ (β2 − 4π2µ) csch2
(

πl√
β2−8π2µ

))
6β2 (β2 − 8π2µ)

. (4.3)

The expression for Q± evaluated at the other endpoint p2 is exactly the same as (4.3).

A small µ expansion of (4.3) gives

Q± =
cπ2

6β2
coth2

(
πl

β

)
+

cπ4

3β4
coth

(
πl

β

)
csch2

(
πl

β

)(
−4

(
πl

β

)
+ sinh

(
2πl

β

))
µ+O(µ2).

(4.4)

The leading term is simply equal to 6
cS

(0)′2
ent , which is expected as we are working with the

QFT version of QNEC (4.1a). Said differently, Q± = 0 in the state dual to the undeformed

non-rotating planar BTZ, for which the CFT version (4.1b) must be considered. From (4.3),

it is also clear that Q± become complex beyond the same upper bound (3.10). However,

for negative µ, Q± > 0. Figure 4a shows the variation of Q± (along with Sent) with the

deformation for fixed values of β and l. Clearly, QNEC is never violated in the deformed

theory as long as µ < µu.

Next, we consider the case of a finite chemical potential Ω. We shall proceed similarly

by shifting the endpoint p1 = (rc, 0, 0) in the (r, T,X) coordinates (in which the metric
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(b) l = 2, β = 1,Ω = 0.4.

Figure 4: Left: Q± (orange curve) plotted along with Sent (blue curve) as a function of the

deformation parameter µ for vanishing Ω, with the other parameters specified in the subcaption.

The upper bound is at µu = β2/8π2 = 1, beyond which Sent and Q± all become complex. Below

this bound, they remain to be real and non-negative. Right: Plot for Q+ (orange curve), Q− (green

curve) along with Sent (blue curve) as a function of the deformation parameter in the presence of

a finite chemical potential, with the values of various parameters specified in the subcaption. Note

that, in this case as well, for µ > µu, all three quantities become complex. But now there is also a

lower bound at µl ≃ −0.055, where these quantities become complex again. However, for µ < µl,

Sent remains to be complex whereas Q± become real and non-negative.

is given by(3.16)) to p′1 = (rc,±δ/2, δ/2) while keeping the other endpoint fixed at p2 =

(rc, 0, l). In this case, L̄ ̸= L, leading to Q+ ̸= Q−. The exact expressions for Q± are not

very illuminating so we refrain from reporting them. In the small µ limit, we have

Q+ =
cπ2

6β2
+

coth2
(
πl

β+

)
+

cπ4

3β3
+β−

coth

(
πl

β+

)
csch2

(
πl

β+

)(
−2πl

(
1

β+
+

1

β−

)
+ sinh

(
2πl

β+

))
µ+O(µ2),

Q− =
cπ2

6β2
−
coth2

(
πl

β−

)
+

cπ4

3β+β3
−
coth

(
πl

β−

)
csch2

(
πl

β−

)(
−2πl

(
1

β+
+

1

β−

)
+ sinh

(
2πl

β−

))
µ+O(µ2).

Clearly, they agree with (4.4) in the limit β− → β+ = β.

Figure 4b shows the variation of the non-perturbative Q± (along with Sent) with the

deformation parameter for fixed values of β,Ω and l. Note that there is a qualitative

difference in the behaviour of Sent and Q± across the two bounds. In case of the upper

bound, all the three quantities become complex when µ > µu. However, in case of the lower

bound, when µ < µl, Sent becomes complex whereas Q± remains real and non-negative

in the range −∞ < µ < µl. This behaviour is not difficult to understand if we recall

how the two bounds were derived. The upper bound corresponds to the value of µ when

the expression appearing under the square roots in (3.18) vanishes. The derivatives of Sent

involved in Q± do not change the expression under the square root. So Q±, Sent all become

complex beyond this upper bound. However, the lower bound was derived from the zero of

the argument of the logarithmic function in (3.18). Clearly, while taking derivatives, new

terms are expected to appear, and there is a priori no reason for S
′′
ent to respect the same

lower bound which Sent does. However, quite surprisingly, the lower bound still appears to
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be a special (isolated) point where S
′′
ent and hence Q± become complex. Below this bound,

it again becomes real and non-negative, but since Sent remains to be complex, reality or

positivity of Q± do not seem to make much sense. However, within the allowed range of

the deformation parameter, QNEC continues to be satisfied even in the deformed theory.

5 Conclusions and Discussion

In this paper, we have studied the holographic entanglement entropy and quantum null en-

ergy condition in finite temperature states of a T T̄ deformed 1+1-dimensional holographic

CFT, both in the presence and absence of a chemical potential for boost. Our holographic

computations are based on the mixed boundary condition interpretation of the deformation.

First, we obtained the relevant deformed spacetimes from the corresponding undeformed

ones using the state-dependent coordinate transformations (2.15). These deformed space-

times are locally AdS3, so they can be mapped to the Poincare patch where a closed-form

expression is known for geodesic distances between arbitrary points. Using this algorithm,

we computed the HEE and evaluated the QNEC inequality in the deformed theory.

In the case of a vanishing chemical potential, our (non-perturbative) result for the

HEE agrees with various known results in the literature, including the upper bound on

the deformation parameter which follows from the the reality of the HEE in the deformed

theory. This upper bound is analogous to the one that follows from the reality of the ground

state energy in a deformed CFT on a cylinder, with the size of the cylinder R replacing the

size of the thermal circle β. In fact, this upper bound is nothing but the Hagedorn bound,

beyond which thermal equilibrium fails to make sense in the deformed theory.

In the presence of a finite chemical potential associated with a boost, our analysis

reveals a new lower bound on the negative values of the deformation parameter, thus

confining its allowed values within the window (3.21) for the sake of reality of HEE in

the deformed theory or equivalently, the positivity of geodesic lengths in the deformed

geometry. However, this lower bound does not show up in the thermal entropy or any other

thermodynamic quantities, so its physical interpretation is not very clear to us otherwise.

From a holographic perspective, this lower bound turns out to be related to a spacelike

to null transition of the associated RT surface in the deformed geometry and this requires

the presence of a finite chemical potential along with the deformation. Like the upper

bound, this lower bound is also independent of the size of the entangling region, being

completely fixed by the temperature and the chemical potential. During the course of our

computations, we have also demonstrated that our results agree with the ones obtained in

the finite cut-off approach only in the high-temperature limit.

We have also explored the QNEC inequality in these states, based on the minimal

assumption of the existence of a stress-tensor and entanglement entropy in the deformed

theory. Our computations show that the QNEC inequality remains satisfied in the deformed

theory for both positive as well as negative values of the deformation parameter, within

the allowed regime.

Let us comment on the significance of our lower bound. The transition from spacelike

to null RT surfaces at the lower bound seems to suggest that the holographic prescription
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for calculating entanglement entropy in the deformed theory becomes ill-defined at the

lower bound, at least for finite entangling regions. A more severe possibility is that en-

tanglement entropy itself is not well-defined at finite length scales in the deformed theory

for µ ≤ µl. A non-perturbative field-theoretic computation of the entanglement entropy in

boosted thermal states of the deformed theory will be essential to clarify this. In contrast,

the thermal entropy obtained from the l ≫ β± limit of the holographic entanglement en-

tropy (3.18) remains real below this lower bound. These two observations together perhaps

indicate the non-local nature of the deformed theory. However, this lower bound is quali-

tatively different from the Hagedorn bound, in the sense that it exists for the negative sign

of the deformation parameter, and also the thermodynamic quantities are not sensitive to

it.

It will be interesting to further investigate if this lower bound shows up in other aspects

of the deformed theory, for a deeper understanding of its significance. For instance, one

can calculate Renyi entropies for states dual to the deformed boosted BTZ geometries

and check its reality properties at the bounds that follow from the reality of HEE. Also,

our study should be extended to generic states of the deformed theory which are dual to

the deformed spacetimes with non-constant L and L̄. However, in that case, the state-

dependent transformations (2.14) may not be invertible, and hence analytic computations

are beyond the scope of this paper. Nevertheless, it would be interesting to numerically

explore if there are further constraints on the deformation parameter based on the reality

of the HEE in such states. Also, given that QNEC remains satisfied in the deformed

theory, one can further study the Quantum Dominant Energy Condition (QDEC) [53] in

these states, which involves the entire stress-tensor rather than just the null components.

However, since QDEC is not well-established at this point even in the undeformed CFT,

we postpone this for future work.
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A Some relevant identities

In this Appendix we explicitly work out certain relations that lead to (2.9)-(2.10) starting

from (2.3). With the redefinition T̂αβ = Tαβ − γαβT , (2.4) follows trivially whereas to get

(2.5) we first note that

∂µ
√
γ =

1

2

√
γγαβ∂µγαβ = −√

γγαβ (Tαβ − γαβT ) =
√
γT. (A.1)

With this identity the second equation of (2.3) now leads to

∂µTαβ = −γαβOT T̄ − TαγT
γ
β . (A.2)

This gives

∂µT̂αβ =∂µ (Tαβ − γαβT ) = −γαβOT T̄ − TαγT
γ
β + 2T (Tαβ − γαβT )− γαβ∂µT. (A.3)

Now,

∂µT =
(
∂µγ

αβ
)
Tαβ + γαβ∂µTαβ

=2
(
Tαβ − γαβT

)
Tαβ + γαβ

(
−γαβOT T̄ − TαγT

γ
β

)
=2TαβTαβ − 2T 2 − 2OT T̄ − TαβTαβ

=− T δσTδσ. (A.4)

Putting this back in (A.3) and using the definition of OT T̄ we have

∂µT̂αβ = −TαγT
γ
β + 2TTαβ − γαβT

2 = −T̂αγ T̂
γ
β , (A.5)

which is (2.5). Finally note that,

∂µ

(
T̂αγ T̂

γ
β

)
=
(
∂µT̂αγ

)
T̂ γ
β + T̂αγ

(
∂µT̂βδ

)
γδγ + T̂αγ T̂βδ∂µγ

δγ

=− 2T̂αγ T̂βδT̂
γδ + 2T̂αγ T̂βδ

(
T γδ − γγδT

)
= 0. (A.6)

So T̂αγT
γ
β is invariant along the flow. Eqns (2.6-2.7) supplemented with this identity finally

lead to (2.9-2.10).

B Coordinate transformations

In this Appendix, we provide the details of the coordinate transformations that take the

deformed Banados spacetimes (3.2) and (3.16) to the Poincare patch (3.3).

First, consider the case of deformed non-rotating BTZ. Starting from (3.2) we first

absorb the deformation dependent factors to define the scaled time and spatial coordinates

T̃ =
T

1 + 2µL
, X =

X

1− 2µL
. (B.1)
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Note that in (r, T̃ ,X ) coordinates, (3.2) exactly takes the form of an undeformed BTZ,

ds2 =
dr2

r2 − r2h
− (r2 − r2h)dT̃ 2 + r2 dX 2. (B.2)

Next we define

dT = dT̃ + dr∗ , dr∗ =
dr

r2 − r2h
, r = 1/z,

to put (B.2) to the ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein (EF) form,

ds2 = − 2

z2
dT dz −

(
1

z2
− r2h

)
dT 2 +

1

z2
dX 2. (B.3)

The finite coordinate transformations are

T = T̃ + r∗, r∗ = − 1

rh
arctanh

(rh
r

)
, (B.4)

and the range of the radial coordinate z is now zc ≤ z ≤ zh, with zc = 1/rc → 0 and

zh = 1/rh. Finally we put this metric to the Poincare EF form

ds2 =
−2dZdW − dW 2 + dY 2

Z2
(B.5)

with the transformation

Z = erhT
rhz

1− rhz
, W = erhT

cosh(rhX )− rhz

1− rhz
, Y = erhT

sinh rhX
1− rhz

. (B.6)

The inverse map is given by

z =
1

rh

Z√
(Z +W )2 − Y 2

,

T =
1

rh
log
[√

(Z +W )2 − Y 2 − Z
]
, (B.7)

X =
1

2rh
log

[
Z +W + Y

Z +W − Y

]
.

In the case of the deformed boosted BTZ, the set of coordinate transformations is analogous.

Starting from (3.16), we first define the coordinates (R, T̃ ,X ) via

R =
√

r2 − r2−, T̃ =
2(r+T − r−X)

rh(2 + r2hµ)
, X =

2(r+X − r−T )

rh(2− r2hµ)
, (B.8)

so that (3.16) takes the form of (B.2) with r replaced by R and r2h = r2+−r2−. The remaining

steps to put this metric to the Poincare patch are exactly the same as in the non-rotating

case.

In order to compute Sent and Q±, we first choose the endpoints of the geodesic in

the (r, T,X) coordinates of (3.2) or (3.16) and use the transformations mentioned above

to map the endpoints to the Poincare patch (Z,W, Y ). Then we use (3.5) and (3.4) to

compute the geodesic length.

– 19 –
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