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Abstract

The effect of gluon condensate on the holographic entanglement entropy is investigated in an

Einstein-Dilaton model at zero and finite temperature. There is a critical length for the difference

of entanglement entropy between the connected and disconnected surfaces in this model, which

is often regarded as a signal of phase transition. With the increase of gluon condensate, the

critical length becomes small, which means the confinement becomes strong at zero temperature.

Moreover, an entropic C-function suddenly jumps to zero at the critical length, where there are

expected to be no entangled states. At finite temperatures, results show that the effect of gluon

condensate on the critical length is qualitatively consistent with the case of zero temperature. We

find that the entropic C-function increases as a function of l at finite temperature, while it has

competitive behaviors with large gluon condensate.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum Chromodynamics(QCD) phase transition is an active research frontier of nu-

clear physics. Chiral symmetry of QCD is broken for finite quark mass and gradually restored

with the increase of temperature. It is the so-called chiral phase transition. On the other

hand, quarks are confined in hadrons at low temperature, while the quark-gluon plasma

(QGP) forms with the deconfined quarks from the hadronic matter at high temperature. It

is believed that the condensation of extended structures, such as gluon rings or vortices, is

relevant to the understanding of the confinement process [1]. The relation between gluon

condensate and deconfinement phase transition has been widely studied in various papers

[2–5].

Since the phase transition is believed to be a strongly coupled problem, the gauge/gravity

duality(holographic QCD) has become one of the powerful tools. Lots of phase structures

and strongly coupled problems have been discussed in holographic methods in recent decades

[6–38]. Dilaton field is essential to mimic the QCD properties in holographic models [39, 40].

In holography, the gluon condensate is dual to the dilaton field on the gravity side. The gluon

condensate was proposed in [41] as a measure for non-perturbative physics in QCD at zero

temperature and widely studied at finite temperature [4, 42–44]. Moreover, lattice results

show that the gluon condensate is non-zero at high temperature and its value drastically

changes near Tc (the critical temperature of the deconfinement transition) regardless of the

number of quark flavors. gluon condensate and its dual geometry have been proposed in

some early papers [45–47]. In recent years, Refs. [48–55] have investigated the effect of

gluon condensate on meson spectra, heavy quark potential, imaginary potential, entropic

destruction, Schwinger effect, energy loss, etc.

More than a decade ago, Shinsei Ryu and Tadashi Takayanagi proposed a holographic for-

mula for the entanglement entropy was proposed by Shinsei Ryu and Tadashi Takayanagi [56,

57](see Refs. [58–60] for a review). One of the applications of holographic entanglement en-

tropy is to employ entanglement entropy to detect the confinement/deconfinement transition

of gauge theories [61–73]. More recently, holographic entanglement has been applied to in-

vestigate the property of critical endpoint(CEP) and QCD phase transition [67, 74–83].

In [74, 75], the phase transition between 2 different connected surfaces was found to be in

a confinement-like phase (small black hole phase) at finite temperature in the dual QCD
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model. The entropic C-function of this model decreases under the RG-flow and has a sharp

drop. It is almost zero in large intervals, which is similar to the results of confining theories

[61, 84, 85].

In this paper, we mainly investigate the relations among the deconfinement phase tran-

sition, gluon condensate, and entanglement entropy in holographic framework. Because the

dilaton black hole solution, which has an analytic solution, describes the interaction be-

tween a hot quark-gluon plasma and a gluon condensate without a finite baryon density,

we show how the gluon condensate and temperature affect the holographic entanglement

entropy. We are interested in whether or not the gluon condensate decreases the degrees

of freedom of the entangled state. The holographic entanglement entropy has the phase

transition between connected and disconnected surfaces even at finite temperature, which is

different from [74, 75]. An entropic C-function is a logarithmic derivative of entanglement

entropy [61], which is useful to analyze physics at finite temperature. We argue that the

thermal excitation is captured by the entropic C-function at finite temperature. The rest

of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we give a review of the Einstein-Dilaton

model. In Sec. 3, the effect of gluon condensate on holographic entanglement entropy and

phase transition is discussed at vanishing temperature. We also introduce the generalized

entropic C-function to discuss degrees of freedom. In Sec. 4, we investigate the effect of

gluon condensate on holographic entanglement entropy, an entropic C-function, and phase

transition at non-vanishing temperature. At last, we make a summary in Sec. 5.

II. A SHORT REVIEW OF THE MODEL

We start from an Einstein-Dilaton action [39, 48–50, 54]

S =
1

2κ2

∫

d5x
√
G

(

−R+ 2Λ +
1

2
∂Mφ∂Mφ

)

, (1)

where κ2 is the five-dimensional Newton constant, Λ is a negative cosmological constant(Λ =

− 6
R2 ) and R is the curvature radius. The metric is in the Einstein frame and the Lagrangian

density includes the standard Hilbert form
√
GR/(2κ2). Unlike the usual holographic model

with a dilaton potential, we can investigate the toy model to obtain qualitative results of

QCD in this paper since it contains the back reaction of gluon with the background metric.
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The Einstein equation and the equation of motion(EoM) for the scalar field are

RMN − 1

2
GMNR+GMNΛ =

1

2

[

∂Mφ∂Nφ− 1

2
GMN∂Pφ∂

Pφ

]

,

0 =
1√
G
∂M

√
GGMN∂Nφ.

(2)

There exist two solutions for the EoM. One is a dilaton wall solution, i.e. a deformation of

AdS spacetime. It corresponds to the confining phase with gluon condensate at vanishing

temperature. The other one is a dilaton black hole solution, i.e. a deformation of the

Schwarzschild-type AdS black hole with dilaton background, which can describe the gluon

condensation at high temperature. The metric of dilaton wall solution has this form:

ds2 =
R2

z2

(√
1− c2z8δµνdx

µdxν + dz2
)

,

φ(z) = φ0 +

√

3

2
log

(

1 + cz4

1− cz4

)

.

(3)

Here φ0 and c are integration constants, and z is the radial direction. Near the UV boundary,

the perturbative expansion of the dilaton field becomes

φ(z) = φ0 +
√
6cz4 + . . . . (4)

We can defined c = 1
z4c
, where zc behaves as an IR cutoff. c can be fixed by the lightest

glueball mass or heavy quarkonium mass [49]. According to the AdS/CFT dictionary, the

solution of classical equation of motion for a scalar field φ corresponding to an operator O
with dimension ∆ has the following form near the 4D boundary z → 0,

φ(x, z) → z4−∆
[

φ0(x) +O
(

z2
)]

+ z∆
[ 〈O(x)〉
2∆− 4

+O
(

z2
)

]

, (5)

where φ0(x) acts as a source for O(x) and 〈O(x)〉 denotes the corresponding condensate [86–

88]. The constant term is a source for the gluon condensate operator TrG2 and the coefficient

of the normalizable mode gives the gluon condensate which comes from Ref. [39]

〈

TrG2
〉

=
8
√

3 (N2
c − 1)

π

1

z4c
, (6)

where we used 1
κ2 =

4(N2
c−1)

π2R3 and Nc is the color number. In this work, we take φ0 = 0 for

qualitative analysis. The next solution is the dilaton black hole background. We have

ds2 =
1

z2
(

Ad~x2 +Bdt2 + dz2
)

, (7)
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where

A =
(

1 + fz4
)(f+a)/2f (

1− fz4
)(f−a)/2f

,

B =
(

1 + fz4
)(f−3a)/2f (

1− fz4
)(f+3a)/2f

,

f 2 = a2 + c2.

(8)

We can observe that this dilaton black hole solution becomes the AdS black hole solution

when c = 0, and it reduces to the dilaton-wall background with a = 0. Following Ref. [49],

zf = f−1/4 is position of the IR cutoff. The temperature is related to a = (πT )4/4.

III. THE EFFECT OF GLUON CONDENSATE ON HOLOGRAPHIC ENTAN-

GLEMENT ENTROPY AT VANISHING TEMPERATURE

In this section, we investigate the effect of gluon condensate on holographic entanglement

entropy at vanishing temperature and show some numerical results. We consider a quan-

tum mechanical system which is described by the density operator ρtot and divided into a

subsystem A and its complement B. The entanglement entropy of A is defined as the Von

Neumann entropy

SEE := −TrA ρA ln ρA, (9)

where ρA = TrB ρtot is the reduced density matrix and the density matrix of the pure ground

state |Ψ〉 is ρtot = |Ψ〉〈Ψ|. According to original Refs. [56, 57], the holographic dual of this

quantity for a CFTd on R
1,d−1 is

SHEE =
Area (γA)

4G(d+1)

. (10)

Here γA is the static minimal surface in AdSd+1 with the boundary ∂γA = ∂A and G(d+1)

is the d+ 1 dimensional Newton constant. We assume a fixed strip shape on the boundary

for the entanglement region

A : x1 ∈ [−l/2, l/2], x2, x3 ∈ [−∞,+∞].

Then the minimal area of γA, which is proportional to entanglement entropy of subsystem

A, is obtained by minimizing the following area

S
(c)
A =

1

4G5

∫

d3x
√
gin, (11)
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where gin is induced metric on γA. A general form of the metric is assumed as

ds2 = −f1(z)dt
2 + f2(z)dz

2 + f3(z)d~x
2. (12)

From (11) and (12), we can derive that

S
(c)
A =

V2

4G5

∫ l
2

−l
2

dx1

√

f 3
3 (z) + f 2

3 (z)f2(z)z
′2, (13)

where V2 is the area of the two-dimensional surface of x2 and x3 and z′ = dz
dx1

. The above

area is not explicitly dependent on x1, so the corresponding Hamiltonian is a constant of

motion
f 2
3 (z)

√

f3(z) + f2(z)z′2
= const = f

3

2

3 (z∗) , (14)

where z∗ is the maximal value of z, namely z(x = 0) = z∗ and z′(x1 = 0) = 0. Thus, from

(14), we can get

z′ =

√

f3(z)

f2(z)

√

f 3
3 (z)

f 3
3 (z∗)

− 1. (15)

The relation between l and z∗ can be obtained as

l = 2

∫ z∗

0

√

f2(z)

f3(z)

dz
√

f3

3
(z)

f3

3
(z∗)

− 1
. (16)

At last, from (14) and (15), we can see that

S
(c)
A =

V2

2G5

∫ z∗

0

f
5

2

3 (z)f
1

2

2 (z)
√

f 3
3 (z)− f 3

3 (z∗)
dz. (17)

Another configuration we will consider here is a disconnected solution. This configuration is

described by two disconnected surfaces located at x1 = l/2 and extended in all other spatial

directions. We get the following expression for the disconnected solution

S
(d)
A =

V2

2G5

∫ zc

0

f3(z)f
1

2

2 (z)dz. (18)

The connected and disconnected configuration are shown in Fig. 1 and define

∆S(l) ≡ 2G5

V2

(

S
(c)
A − S

(d)
A

)

. (19)

Next, we show the numerical results in Fig. 2. The left panel of Fig. 2 shows the strip

length is increasing with z∗. There is a maximum value lmax, beyond which the connected
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(a) Connected configuration (b) Disonnected configuration

x1

z

FIG. 1. A schematic diagram of connected configuration and disconnected configuration.

tangling surface doesn’t exist and only the disconnected entangling surface remains. When

increasing the gluon condensate, the maximum of strip length becomes small. We can also

see that ∆S will change the sign beyond a critical length lc, which is smaller than lmax.

That means the disconnected surface dominates when l > lc. Thus, there happens a phase

transition at l = lc, which is the confinement/deconfinement phase transition in dual gauge

theory. With the increase of gluon condensate, the critical length l = lc becomes small. It

indicates that the confined phase will dominate for a large gluon condensate at vanishing

temperature. Thus, judging from the left shift of critical length l = lc at large gluon

condensate, we can infer that large gluon condensate contributes the confinement.

Moreover, we analyze confinement from different aspects. Holographic entanglement

entropy of disconnected configuration becomes constant and periodic as a function of l. It

implies that there are no entangled states (e.g. product states). Thus, one does not need

to subtract this part to see confinement in detail. Instead, the finite part of holographic

entanglement entropy is defined as

SA =
V2

4G5ǫ2
+ Sfin. (20)

Thus, the divergent part is subtracted. In Fig. 3 (a), normalized Sfin is plotted as a function

of l. One can see that this finite part of the connected surface decreases with increase of

gluon condensate in a small way. Because degrees of freedom of entangled states decrease,
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FIG. 2. (a) Strip length L as a function of z∗ for c = 0.01 GeV4 (solid black line), 0.1 GeV4 (blue

dashed line), 0.2 GeV4 (red dot-dashed line). (b) Difference in entanglement entropy between the

connected and disconnected surface as a function of the length of the strip L for c = 0.01 GeV4

(solid black line), 0.1 GeV4 (blue dashed line), 0.2 GeV4 (red dot-dashed line). The units of L and

z∗ are GeV−1.
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(b)

FIG. 3. (a) The finite part of holographic entanglement entropy Sfin(2) = 2G5Sfin/V2 as a function

of strip length L. Increase of condensate decreases Sfin of the connected surface a little. Sfin of

the disconnected surface is a constant. (b) normalized entropic C-function C2(l) = 2G5C(l) as a

function of L. C(l) suddenly jumps to zero at large l.

gluon condensate contributes confinement.

Generalized entropic C-function is more relevant for confinement. It is defined as

C(l) = l3
∂SA

V2∂l
. (21)

This is a generalization of 2d entropic C-function [89, 90]. Generalized entropic C-function

represents degrees of freedom at the energy scale E ∼ 1/l. Normalized entropic C-function
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FIG. 4. (a) Strip length L as a function of z∗ for c = 0.01 GeV4 (black solid line), 0.1 GeV4

(blue dashed line), 0.2 GeV4 (red dot-dashed line) at a fixed T = 0.1 GeV. (b) The difference of

entanglement entropy between the connected and disconnected surface as a function of strip length

L for c = 0.01 GeV4 (black solid line), 0.1 GeV4 (blue dashed line), 0.2 GeV4 (red dot-dashed line)

at a fixed T = 0.1 GeV. The units of L and z∗ is GeV−1.

is plotted as a function of l in Fig. 3 (b). It decreases as l increases and suddenly jumps to

zero. For large l, degrees of freedom of entangled states are not remained. Since the critical

length lc decreases with increase of gluon condensate, confinement is favored for large gluon

condensate and even for large energy.

IV. THE EFFECT OF GLUON CONDENSATE ON HOLOGRAPHIC ENTAN-

GLEMENT ENTROPY AT FINITE TEMPERATURE

In this section, we will turn to finite temperature and see the difference with previous case.

The entanglement entropy of connected surface is the same as (17) at finite temperature.

But the disconnected surface is a little bit different. Considering

x = − l

2
, z = zf , x =

l

2
, (22)

we can get [65, 74]

Ŝ
(d)
A =

V2

4G5

(

2

∫ zf

0

dzf3(z)
√

f2(z) + l
√

f 3
3 (zf)

)

. (23)

Similarly, the difference of entanglement entropy can be defined as

∆̂S ≡ 2G5

V2

(

S
(c)
A − Ŝ

(d)
A

)

. (24)
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FIG. 5. (a) Strip length L as a function of z∗ for T = 0.1 GeV (black solid line), 0.2 GeV

(blue dashed line), 0.3 GeV (red dot-dashed line) at a fixed c = 0.2 GeV4. (b) The difference of

entanglement entropy between the connected and disconnected surface as a function of strip length

L for T = 0.1 GeV(black solid line), 0.2 GeV(blue dashed line), 0.3 GeV(red dot-dashed line) for

a fixed c = 0.2 GeV4. The units of L and z∗ is GeV−1.

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
-2.5

-2.4

-2.3

-2.2

-2.1

-2.0

c

Δ
S

(a)

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

-21.60
-21.55
-21.50
-21.45
-21.40
-21.35
-21.30

T

Δ
S

(b)

FIG. 6. (a) The difference of entanglement entropy ∆S as a function of gluon condensate c for

T = 0.1 GeV (black solid line), 0.2 GeV (blue dashed line), 0.3 GeV (red dot-dashed line). (b) The

difference of entanglement entropy ∆S as a function of temperature T for c = 0.01 GeV4 (black

solid line), 0.1 GeV4 (blue dashed line), 0.2 GeV4 (red dot-dashed line).

We show the numerical results in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 for fixed temperature and gluon con-

densate, respectively. The Fig. 4 also shows strip length is increasing with z∗ for a fixed

temperature. Similar as previous case, the critical length lc will shift to the left, which again

implies the confined phase tends to dominate when we increase the gluon condensate. In

Fig. 5, we fix the value of gluon condensate and change the temperature. The qualitative

behavior of temperature in this model is consistent with the Refs. [65, 74].

To be more clear, we show the the difference of entanglement entropy as a function of tem-
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FIG. 7. (a) The normalized finite part of holographic entanglement entropy as a function of L for

fixed temperature T = 0.2 GeV. The finite part of the connected surfce decreases with increase of c

in a small way. The finite part of the disconnected surface is a constant. (b) the normalized C2(L)

as a function of L for fixed temperature T = 0.2 GeV. Temperature increases degrees of freedom

of thermally entangled states. As c increases, entropic C-function decreases.

perature and gluon condensate in Fig. 6. When we increase the value of gluon condensate,

the difference of entanglement entropy will increase. It means the connected configuration

will dominate with the increase of gluon condensate, which is in favor of the confined phase.

The critical length will become smaller at the same time. When we increase the value of

temperature, the difference of entanglement entropy will decrease, which means the crit-

ical length will become larger. Deconfined phase will dominate with the increase of the

temperature.

Moreover, we compute the finite part of holographic entanglement entropy as a function

of l in Fig. 7 (a). This finite part can be considered as degrees of freedom of entangled

states. The finite part of connected surfaces decreases with increase of temperature in a

small way, while it increases with increase of temperature. In Fig. 7 (b), the generalized

entropic C-function is plotted as a function of L. For T = 0.2 GeV and c = 0.1 GeV4, the

entropic C function increases. It captures degrees of freedom of thermal entangled state.

When c increases, entropic C-function decreases because of the competitive behavior between

confinement and deconfinement.
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V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We investigate the relation among gluon condensate, holographic entanglement entropy

and phase transition in this paper. An Einstein-Dilaton model has been used and the

dilaton field is related to the gluon condensate. We first calculate the vanishing temper-

ature case. It is found that the difference of entanglement entropy will change sign and

the phase transition from a connected to disconnected surface happens, which is dual to

confinement/deconfinement phase transition.

For large gluon condensate, the critical length will shift to the left, which characterizes the

system tends to be confined. We also analyzed the finite part of holographic entanglement

entropy: SA = SA,div + SA,fin, where SA,div depends on the cut-off scale and SA,fin is not.

The gluon condensate decreases the finite part of the connected surface a little. It implies

that the gluon condensate causes confinement and decreases degrees of freedom of entangled

states because quarks can not be isolated. Actually, an entropic C-function decreases as a

function of the length l and jumps to zero at the critical length where no entangled states

are remained.

Even at finite temperature, the holographic entanglement entropy has the phase transition

between connected and disconnected surfaces, which is different from [74, 75]. Computing

disconnected surfaces, we don’t have the entropy contribution from the black hole hori-

zon, which vanishes in the dilaton black hole solution. At finite temperature, the effect of

gluon condensate on the difference of entanglement entropy is the same as the case of van-

ishing temperature, while temperature oppositely affects entanglement entropy. Entropic

C-function is useful to capture physics at finite temperature. Moreover, entropic C-function

increases as a function of length l at finite temperature and captures thermal excitations.

Thermal excitations have competitive bahaviors with gluon condensate as seen in Fig. 7.

Thus, we may see that the holographic entanglement entropy can be regarded as an useful

probe for the confinement/deconfinement phase. Further study in a realistic holographic

model which captures more properties of QCD will be pursued in future research.
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