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ABSTRACT: We study holographic Krylov complexity in the Anabalén—Ross solitonic back-
ground, a top-down Type IIB solution describing a twisted-circle compactification of N' = 4
SYM that flows to a confining, gapped three-dimensional theory. Following the proposal
that the time derivative of Krylov complexity is dual to the proper radial momentum of a
falling bulk particle, we analyze probe geodesics in this geometry. We obtain exact analytic
solutions for the radial trajectory in terms of elliptic functions, confirming and extend-
ing UV and IR asymptotic expansions. The proper momentum and resulting complexity
exhibit oscillatory behaviour, which we interpret as a holographic signature of the finite
Hilbert-space truncation induced by the UV cutoff together with the IR end-of-space. Our
results provide a controlled top-down test of the spread-momentum correspondence and
highlight qualitative differences between conformal and confining holographic dynamics.
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1 Introduction and General Idea

There are various notions of complexity in the available bibliography. Indeed, circuit com-
plexity, OTOC, Path Integral optimization (tensor networks), operator growth and Krylov
complexity. The latter one occupies us here. In this line there was recent progress, that we
might briefly summarise as follows.

The geometric framework of [1] shows that operator growth under the Liouvillian
induces a natural information geometry on the Krylov basis, where Krylov complexity
corresponds to geodesic volume and Lanczos coefficients encode curvature. The work [2]
generalises Krylov complexity to a family of operator-growth diagnostics with universal
bounds. The momentum-Krylov correspondence proposed by [3] establishes that the bound-
ary growth rate of Krylov complexity mirrors the radial momentum of an in-falling bulk
particle across a variety of AdS black holes. The paper [4] revisits this correspondence,
refining conditions under which K-complexity mirrors bulk particle dynamics and exploring
possible corrections. Collectively, these works develop Krylov complexity as a geometric and
potentially universal probe of chaotic evolution, preparing the ground for its holographic
interpretation.

There is another line of works (that this paper does not follow upon) dealing with
double-scaled SYK, JT gravity and de-Sitter. For some papers on this line see [5-8]. For
recent and nicely written reviews, see [9-11]



Recent works [12| have demonstrated a sharp holographic link between the rate of
spread complexity and the proper radial momentum of bulk probes, suggesting a direct
bulk dual for Krylov-type measures. This was proposed in the case of conformal theories,
matching nicely with a calculation in AdS, by virtue of Maldacena’s conjecture [13]. In
fact, the authors of [12] proposed that the rate of spread (Krylov) complexity, maps to the
proper radial momentum of a falling bulk particle in AdS-space-time.

A natural and necessary extension is to test and extend this identification and proposal
to top-down backgrounds dual to confining field theories. This can be motivated as follows:
confinement changes qualitatively the correlations in a system, by suppressing correlators
and reducing the growth of entanglement (constraining the propagation of information)
[14]. It has also been suggested that the Krylov complexity can act as an order parameter
for confinement-deconfinement transitions [15]. Along these same lines it has been proposed
that the entanglement entropy can act as a diagnosis of confinement [16, 17]. In parallel,
a recent study for a lattice model (a modified version of the Ising model [18]) found that
the onset of confinement suppresses the growth of complexity (in contrast to the conformal
situation). The systems studied in [15, 18] either need of dedicated numerical analysis
and/or the holographic backgrounds used are dual to systems that are not conformal in
the UV. In this paper we present a holographic model, for a four dimensional CFT that
flows to a confining field theory and permits to calculate exact (analytic) expressions for the
complexity. This complements a companion paper [19] in which we calculated the generic
evolution of holographic complexity for a four dimensional CFT, N’ = 4 SYM, and an
upcoming one on the holographic complexity of one- and two-dimensional quiver CFTs.

The Anabalén—Ross solitonic solution provides a top-down Type IIB background which
realises a twisted S compactification of A" = 4 Super Yang-Mills. This field theory flows
to a gapped three dimensional theory in the IR; its exact (analytically known) metric
functions and two tunable parameters (@ and p) make this model an excellent laboratory
to test holographic proposals for complexity beyond the conformal case.

Previous holographic complexity studies in confining models (in the sense of the Com-
plexity equals Volume proposal) have observed non-trivial signatures of confinement such
as a particular dependence on UV-cutoff and IR-generated scale (the analog of Agcp)-—see
for example [20-25]. These findings motivate the calculation of Krylov/spread complexity
from a probe motion and the comparison with the Volume-proposal.

As we mentioned above, complexity calculations usually need dedicated numerical anal-
ysis. In the Anabalon-Ross background it is possible to achieve analytic control as shown
in this paper.

The Anabalén-Ross geometry interpolates between large radial z coordinate AdS-
behaviour and an IR smooth ‘end of space’ at finite radial coordinate z,. Once a UV
cutoff is introduced to ‘launch’ the probe into the space, this geometric truncation of the
space maps to a finite effective Hilbert space for the dual state. This naturally leads to
oscillatory complexity rather than unbounded growth. This is a qualitative departure from
pure AdS intuition.

The two parameters characterising the model: ) associated with a Wilson line and
p corresponding with SUSY-breaking, control both the location of the end of space and



the time-scale t. taken for the probe to arrive to the end of space z,. Therefore these
parameters provide a tunable handle to correlate geometric IR data with operator growth
and complexity saturation.

Beyond testing the proposal and relations in [12], The Anabal6n-Ross model allows us
to confront several open questions simultaneously. For example, how Krylov coefficients
or Lanczos data behave in confining flows? Whether complexity measures detect the mass
gap and glueball (Agcp) scale found in other top-down constructions. And, how SUSY or
non-SUSY flows affect operator spread.

Combining the analytic geodesics and proper-momentum definition with a top-down
confining geometry we can: test the universality of the spread-momentum correspondence,
characterise confinement signatures in Krylov complexity, and roughly propose concrete
field-theory diagnostics that should be calculable in the dual twisted compactification.

The contents of this paper are organised as follows: in Section 2 we give a brief but
careful description of the Anabal6n-Ross model for a twisted compactification of N = 4
SYM that confines. To help the reader, we provide various references in which the model
was analysed and extended in different ways.

In Section 3 we start the study of geodesic for the probe particle in the holographic
model. For simplicity, we focus here on the SUSY case, with the parameter p = 0. We
reach an ordinary differential equation of which we study the solutions in asymptotic form.
This asymptotic analysis reveals the usual AdS-behaviour in the UV, but a qualitatively
different result in the IR. This analysis is then confirmed by an exact analytic solution,
which we write in terms of Jacobi special functions in Section 3.2. This exact solution
allows us to write analytic expressions for the time to reach the end of the space , then
analytic expressions for the ‘proper momentum’ and the complexity that are defined and
carefully calculated in Section 4. The main observation is the oscillatory character of it
(plots of analytic results clearly display this). We associate this type of behaviour with
the finiteness of the dual QFT Hilbert space. In fact, in our calculation we introduced a
UV-cutoff and the system has a natural IR-wall. Some analysis of these results is followed
by the conclusions and future directions in Section 5. The appendices collect technical
details. In particular, Appendix A carefully explains how we obtain the exact solution of
Section 3 and it is warmly recommended to any reader planning to work with this material.
Appendix B carefully describes the analytic solution for the geodesic in the case in which
SUSY is broken (this includes as a particular case, the background of Horowitz and Myers
[26]), the proper momentum and the complexity are also worked out, and compared to the
ones in the SUSY case.

2 The background of Anabalén and Ross

We consider the calculation of complexity using the holographic dual to a field theory that
is conformal and four dimensional at high energies. This CF'T, spontaneously compactifies
to a three-dimensional theory, confining at long distances. The background is written in
[27]. The analysis of the field theory dual (a twisted-circle compactification of N' = 4
SYM) and models along similar lines (with richer dynamics) are further analysed in other



systems |20, 23-25, 28-37|. Whilst here we focus on the Anabaléon-Ross model, it would be
interesting to perform our calculation for the related backgrounds in [20, 23-25, 28-37]. In
fact, the dynamics of these other models is richer and this could lead to interesting surprises
with the complexity.

The background consists of a metric, a constant dilaton and a Ramond-Ramond five
form (not quoted here). We use coordinates [t,x1,x2, @, 2z,0,1, 1, P2, p3] to describe the
metric that reads,

dz?
f(z)
dO2 = d6? + sin® 0dep? + sin? Osin? o (g — A1)* +

sin? 0 cos? 9 (dgy — A1)* + cos? 0 (dps — A1)
Ay = Agdp, Ay =Q (22 — 23) . f2)=1— %2t — Q1 2)6.

l2
ds3y = — | —dt® + da? + das + f(2)de* +

5 + 12dQ2, (2.1)
z

The parameter z, is the value of the z-coordinate for which the function f(z,) = 0 (this

indicates the ’end of the space’, that ranges in 0 < z < z,). The parameter u is chosen to
_ 0676 ,6

be p = %. We impose a particular periodicity for ¢ to be Ly = f’%;) =3 Jjgf;*)(;.

With this periodicity the subspace defined by [z, ¢] becomes flat as z ~ z,, avoiding a

conical singularity. At the position z, (associated with the lowest available energy in the
dual QFT), the field theory is effectively three-dimensional. If the parameter p = 0 the
field theory preserves four supercharges (otherwise SUSY is broken). We will be mostly
concerned with the SUSY situation in what follows.

Briefly, the dynamics of the field theory proceeds as follows. At high energy (for
z =~ 0), the field theory is conformal and SUSY. The ¢-direction is compactified on a circle
S' and twisted with the R-symmetry SO(6)g, using a U(1)? subgroup. This preserves four
supercharges if g = 0 (equivalently z, = &) An RG-flow ensues and as we move towards
the IR the KK-massive modes decouple, leaving us with a three dimensional field theory
with a Chern-Simons term see [32, 38| for careful explanations. The background is dual
to a confining and gapped field theory. This can be seen by the direct calculation of the
Wilson-Maldacena loop, that indicates an area law—see for example [23-25].
In what follows, we perform explicitly the holographic calculation of the Krylov/spread
complexity in the confining field theory described above. This calculation is different from
others in the bibliography, like [12|. In fact, our calculation is top-down (done in a well-
defined Type IIB background). In the UV regime we find the SL(2) symmetry inside AdSs
as in [12], but the result of the calculation is very different in the IR regime (for z ~ z).
In order to perform our analysis, we study a probe particle falling in the Anabalén-Ross
background of eq.(2.1).

3 Geodesic motion in the Anabalén-Ross background

As we advanced above, we consider a particle moving in the background of eq.(2.1). The
geodesic is described in terms of the coordinates [2(t), ¢(t)] depending on time. It is con-
sistent to assume that all other coordinates are fixed. Working in Einstein frame (which



in this case is equivalent to string frame as the dilaton vanishes), we calculate the induced
line element for this particle,

ds? —@ —1+ (f(2) + 22A4%)$% + e (3.1)
mT YT @) '
This point particle action is
l . 52
Sp = —m/dtﬁp , Lp=+/—detging = Z\/l — 22M(2)¢? — % (32)
We defined the function M(z) = féf) + A4(2)? and in what follows we set ml = 1.

The Lagrangian in eq.(3.2) has two conserved quantities. The first one is the angular
momentum associated with translations along the ¢-cycle,

M
¢ \/1—22M(2)¢'2—%.

The second conserved quantity is the Hamiltonian (a consequence of time translation sym-
metry in the bulk). It reads

L (3.3)

. (3.4)

f2)
For simplicity, let us focus on the situation qS(t = 0) = 0. Using eq.(3.4) and Ly = 0 we

1
U =
z\/l — 22M(2)¢? — 4

obtain

0) = 5V ), (3.5)

Upon integrating eq.(3.5), we find

z 1
dz = —(t —tg), 3.6
/ =1+ az? + B2% + 426 — (28 H( o) (3:6)

a=H p= iy = QU0 — P ¢ = QUK.
It can be checked that the first order equation (3.5) and its integral (3.6) do solve the Euler-
Lagrange equations derived from the Lagrangian in eq.(3.2) for the case é = 0. Consider

the Hamiltonian in eq.(3.4),

TP S (3.7)

zy/1— %

Setting the constant ¢y = 0, we impose the initial conditions Z2(t = 0) = 0 and z(t = 0) = e.
Here € is a very small number, acting as UV cutoff. These initial conditions imply H = %
Hence the Hamiltonian should be large to allow the initial position of the particle being close
to the boundary (e — 0). In other words, we start with an excitation (an operator, dual to
the massive particle) defined in the UV with large energy H (large conformal dimension in
the UV). This excitation evolves in the QFT. In the dual description, the particle falls in
the z-direction following the equation (3.6). First, let us gain some intuition for the motion
z(t) using the UV and IR expansions of eq.(3.6). After that, we present an exact analytic
solution that confirms the expansions discussed below.



3.1 Asymptotic expansions in the SUSY case (u = 0)

It is instructive to consider the UV and the IR behaviour of the equation for the trajectory
(3.6), using perturbative expansions. This analysis is useful to get an intuitive understand-
ing. After this, we present an exact integration of eq.(3.6). We focus here on the SUSY
case 1 = 0, which makes the parameters @ = H? ; 8 =0; v = Q%1% ¢ = QSI°H2. First,
consider the expansion of the integrand near z = ¢ = 1/H,

z B H3/2 _’_O(Z_i)l/Q
=1+ H222 + (Q1)526 — (QI)5H?228 o~ ﬂmm Ho
(3.8)
Lt / Z e D6
~(t—tg) = .
" \f\/’Hﬁ (QI)8,/z —
—(QI)° H
Solving for z(t) with the choice ty = 0 we have
1 6 l 6
2(t) = H+H2H(5Q)t2+--- (3.10)
For H = and @ = 0 we have,
z(t)ze—i—%tz—k--'w V2 + €2, (3.11)

which matches with the result in equation (11) of the paper [12].
More revealing is the expansion close to the end of the space z = z,. In fact, expanding
the integrand close to z = z, = &, we find

z
)1/2

1 2.2 1626 — (QI)oH28| \/— N

V-1 +H22% + (Q)525 — (QI)5H22 o~  o(QDF —72Q1, = - &
(3.12)
L1 = / dz ! +O(z — 1y (3.13)

VBV/(QDT = H?QL 2 — g “

\/7\/ s @ - l)3/2‘
\/ ?-LQQ Q
The time to reach the end of the space is denoted by t.. Solving for z(t) with z(t.) = &
we have
13U @D,

z(t) = ol 5 (1 12 (t—te)” + (3.14)



As expected, this result is heavily dependent on the parameter () and the consequent exis-
tence of the end of space at z,.

Having understood the asymptotic behaviour of z(t), we study now an exact analytic ex-
pression for z(t) solving eqs.(3.5)-(3.6).

3.2 Exact solution in the SUSY case (1 =0)

As above, we consider the case u = 0. The function f(z) is given by f(z) = 1 —Q%1525. As
above we set @ = H2, B =0, v = (QI)%, ¢ = (QI)*H2. We exactly perform the integral in
eq.(3.5),

z

t z
= = dz
H /m V=14 H222 + (QI)576 — (QI)5H?228

z

(3.15)

dz — .
yn /(H?2Z2—1) (1 — (QI)525)
We do a change of variable u = (Q1)?#2 and introduce the parameter o = H2/(Ql)?. Now,

t 1 /@”222 p 1
—= u .
H2Q0Va by - - w@ rat ]

Eq.(3.17) is in the form of an incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind as explained

(3.16)

(3.17)

in Appendix A, in particular in eq.(A.1). We use the terminology and abbreviations for the
elliptic functions and integrals defined in Appendix A, specifically in section A.1, where we
carefully evaluate the integral in eq.(3.17) and invert to find z(¢). The result for z(t) is

1|2 (1 + cn(%@t, k:)) + B (1 — cn(%Qlt, k‘))
QI A (1t en(®t k) + B - en (2e1))

z(t) (3.18)

We have defined the following constants,

. [ o2 ]4’ k2=_3(1+a)+2\/m' (3.19)

3a? 4+ 3a+3 44/3(2+a+1)

2 1
A=/3, B:M%,
«

We also denoted by cn (x, k) the Elliptic cosine function. For definitions, important rela-

tions with other Elliptic functions and integrals, see Appendix A.
In Figure 1 we plot z(t) for the values QI = [%0, 1,2] and H = 10. The results can be com-
pared with the case of pure AdS in the lower panel of Figure 1. Note that as QI decreases,
we recover the pure AdS case.

With this analytic solution, we can calculate the time taken to reach the end of the

space, imposing that z(t.) = é The result is

teZ(g)K(k): v K[\/—3(1+a)+2\/m

Ql QIUB3(a? +a+ 1) 2[3(a? + o+ 1))

(3.20)
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Figure 1. The function z(t) for choices of (QI) = 1/10,1,2 and H = 10 (Upper panel) and the
function z(t) for pure AdS background (@ = 0) (Lower panel).

where K(z) = fog ——4__ s the elliptic integral of the first kind. We can expand
V1-22sin2 ¢

z(t) close to the boundary and the end of space, z(0) = % and z(t.) = & We obtain

precisely the asymptotic expansions in egs.(3.10) and (3.14) respectively. Furthermore two
consistency checks of our solution in eq.(3.18) are the following: for a = 1 (or H = QI),
when the UV-cutoff and the IR-end-of-space do coincide, we find z = & =c¢and t. = 0.
On the other hand for a — oo (keeping the UV cutoff large and sending Q! — 0), we find
that te ~ & — 00, in agreement for the time taken by a massive particle in AdS to reach
the horizon from the boundary.

Considering an expansion of (3.18) in the limit QI — 0 and o — oo, one finds

2(t) = s (3.21)

which boils down into an expansion as in pure AdS (3.11) by remembering the fact that

a= In other words, this is the limit in which the cigar transits into a pure AdS and

1
2Q2



the proper momentum increases indefinitely. All this analysis is in agreement with Figure
1.
Let us now define the momentum that allows us to calculate the complexity.

4 The proper momentum and complexity

Following the observation made in Ref. [12], we need to define a new radial coordinate,
which is conjectured to be related to the Krylov basis on the field theory side. We would like
to define a proper radial distance, such that when in the geodesic distance between two points
obtained from the metric in eq. (2.1), conditions such as At = 0, Az} = Azg = A¢p = 0,
and similar conditions for internal S® directions, are chosen, then, As = Ap or ds® = dp>.
The new radial coordinate measures the proper distance between two points in the space
in a fixed time-slice and also fixing other coordinates (At = 0, Azy = 0,---). Hence, we
define our new coordinate in terms of the radial coordinate z as

dz?
ds? =12 dp?, = —dp=——n—. 4.1
proper ZQf(Z) P 14 5 f(Z) ( )

The minus sign is chosen as the p increases while z decreases.

For the particular case that occupies us here, f(z) =1 — (QI 2)% we find

1

oo (%)

Notice that the limit p — oo implies 2 — 0 indicating the UV of the QFT. Also, in this
case of large p we have z ~ e‘i in agreement with the change of coordinates that brings

z =

(4.2)

Wl

us to a Krylov basis as proposed in [12]. In contrast, for p — 0 we reach z, = é
The rate of change of the complexity is defined in terms of the proper momentum P,
as [12],

0z z 1
0C(t) x P =P, —= = — . (4.3)
o 1y _ 2
ORNIES-s
The expansions of this quantity close to the boundary and end of space are
7246 — (05
t~0
/42— (O])2
Pl V@D (4.5)
tt QP

The UV behaviour, in the limit QI — 0, is the same one found in equation (19) of the paper
[12]. In contrast, the IR behaviour is significantly altered by the presence of the parameter
Q. Notice that in QI — 0 limit the end of space is moved to z — oo, and the momentum
diverges. This agrees with the original analysis in pure AdS with QI = 0, for which the
momentum at large times diverges.
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Figure 2. P;5(t) for QI =1 and H = 10. The particle reaches to the end of space at ¢, ~ 1.21.
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Figure 3. ¢C(t), for QI =1 and H = 10, 20.

Figure 2 provides a plot for momentum with choices of QI = 1 and H = 10. This
matches with the pure AdS case in the ) — 0 limit. Note that the charge ) has a non-
trivial effect on both the UV and IR expansions.

Finally, in Figure 3, a plot for the complexity C(t), being proportional to the integral

of the proper momentum,
P5(t
ct) = —/dt”(), (4.6)

€
as a function of time for different choices of parameters, is provided. Here € is the propor-
tionality constant which in [12], it is taken to be ¢ = 1/H to match with the CFT results.
One can adopt the same convention here, but other choices might be possible to match with
the QFT calculation which is left for a future work.
Some observations follow. Since the space ends at a finite distance in the radial coor-
dinate, the particle, initially at rest close to the boundary, reaches the end of space in a

~10 -



finite time. Its proper momentum is finite and changes sign after hitting the end of space
at t = te. Then the particle bounces back, returning to the initial point and the oscillatory
motion continues. As a result of this oscillatory motion, the complexity, as depicted in Fig-
ure 3, also oscillates. This type of behaviour had been observed before in the literature—
see, for instance, [10, 12, 39| for CFT on a finite line or [10, 40| for compact group manifolds.
In those cases, the behaviour was attributed to the finiteness of the Hilbert space of the
theories under consideration.

The same applies for the case studied here. As discussed in detail in [23, 24], the dual
theories are gapped in the IR. The initial condition for the particle, as z(t = 0) = 1/H,
sets a UV cutoff in the dual theory, as is also mentioned in [12]. Hence, the Hilbert space
available for the dual state or the operator is finite dimensional and the oscillatory behavior
for the complexity follows. One can deduce from Figure 3 that the larger H is, the larger
is the maximum value for the complexity (and it is achieved at t = t.). We conjecture that
this is the result of an increase in the number of states in the dual Hilbert space.

It is also constructive to mention the interpretation from Ref. [41] in which the falling
of particles under influence of gravity is attributed to the tendency of the dual state to
get more complex. The second time derivative of the complexity will be proportional to
the time derivative of the proper momentum of the particle which can be interpreted as an
effective ‘force’. Thus, when the particle moves against the direction of the gravity after
hitting the end of space, the dual complexity takes a decreasing form.

We can make contact with the interesting work [18]. In that paper, working with a
modified (confining) version of the Ising model, it was proposed that the Krylov complexity
could act as an order parameter indicating confinement. It was found that in a modified
version of the Ising model, the growth of complexity qualitatively decreases with respect
to the (undeformed) Ising model, showing pronounced oscillations. We observe a similar
behaviour. In our case for a model for a SCFT, that flows to a confining and gapped
three-dimensional QFT. It is natural to wonder if the scales at which the oscillations occur
in our system (the different times for which the complexity changes slope) are in some way
related to mass-scales in the QFT. One might compare this with the scale of glueballs in
this system. For papers that computed glueballs in related systems see [20, 33, 35, 42].

4.1 A field theoretical approach?

Let us briefly indicate how to approach the problem of computing the complexity from
the point of view of the QFT. As we mentioned, for very large energies our QFT is N =
4 SYM compactified on S, plus a twist with the R-symmetry to preserve four SUSYs.
The perturbative Lagrangian is written in detail in the papers [30, 32]. The perturbative
spectrum consists of a massless gauge field and a massless gaugino, plus a tower of bosons
and fermions (forming SUSY multiplets), with known (non-zero) masses. For each one
of these fields the complexity can be calculated. In fact, papers like |9, 15, 43-46] make
field theoretical calculations that, once assembled, could calculate the complexity for a
perturbative lagrangian like the one of our system.

The problem with applying the above reasoning to our case is that the spectrum of the
field theory dual to the Anabalén-Ross background consists of a tower of massive glueballs

— 11 —



(of spin zero, one and two) and the partner (fermionic) gluebalinos. In rigour, we should
aim at a calculation that generalises the one in [15]. Indeed, the authors of [15] consider
simple lagrangians like

o
L~ (0¢n)* —mio,. (4.7)
n=1
They use eq.(4.7) to model a theory with a mass gap and a known discrete spectrum. With
this Lagrangian and compactifying the space time, they compute a two point correlator
(e=PH2¢p, (t,2)ePH/2¢,,(0,2)). Using this correlator one can compute the wavefunction
¥ (t) satisfying the Krylov condition and from there determine the Krylov complexity
K(t) = Y5 nln (1)

The problem is that the field theory dual to our background is more elaborated. As
we anticipated, it contains composites of spin S = 0,1,2 (with fermionic partners of spin
S = %, %) The full mass spectrum is not known at present, but can be computed as we
indicate below.

One can do a simple computation for the spin-two glueballs, along the lines of those
done for related systems in [20, 33, 35]. One may also attempt to get the mass spectrum of
a probe scalar as done in [42]. But what we really need is a more dedicated job: in five di-
mensional AdS-supergravity consistently fluctuate the metric, gauge fields and scalars, keep
to second order in the fluctuations, identify the gauge invariant combination of fluctuations,
diagonalise the system of ODE and calculate the spectrum of masses. This calculation was
done (for a related system) in [47]. It would be interesting to repeat such computation in
the five-dimensional U(1) gauged supergravity whose lift to IIB gives the Anabaléon-Ross
background.

As this calculation is not done in the bibliography, at this time, we need to conform
ourselves with a qualitative agreement: in [15] for systems with a non-conformal UV or in
[18] for a system on the lattice, the authors find that confining systems display oscillations
in the complexity, as we have found in our well defined set-up. Let us close this paper with
some summary and conclusions.

5 Conclusions and Outlook

Let us start with an ‘executive summary’ of the contents of this work: we have presented
the holographic dual to a properly defined confining QFT (with a UV conformal point and a
gapped IR). We analytically computed the Krylov complexity using this holographic dual. We
obtained an oscillatory behaviour consistent with the one found in lattice systems [14, 18].
Other numerical holographic results [15] qualitatively agree with our analytic findings.

A more detailed summary goes as follows: Section 1 motivates the study of holographic
Krylov (spread) complexity in confining gauge theories, extending recent proposals that
identify the time derivative of Krylov complexity with the proper radial momentum of
a bulk particle [12]. We argue that confining geometries, unlike AdS spaces, generate a
natural finite Hilbert-space truncation through the presence of both a UV cutoff and an IR
end-of-space. This motivates analysing complexity in a fully top-down setting.
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Section 2 reviews the Anabalén—Ross solitonic background—an analytic Type IIB so-
lution that implements a twisted-circle compactification of N =4 SYM that flows to a 3d
confining, gapped theory. We also lay out the geometric parameters (@, ) that control the
IR endpoint and supersymmetry.

In Section 3, we study geodesic motion of a probe particle in this background. We first
obtain UV and IR asymptotic expansions, showing that while UV behaviour reproduces
the standard AdS result, the IR structure is qualitatively modified by the finite endpoint at
z = z,. We then derive an exact analytic solution for the trajectory z(t) in terms of Jacobi
elliptic functions, allowing the precise calculation of the time needed for the probe to reach
the end of space. Section 4 uses this solution to compute the proper radial momentum
and thus the Krylov complexity, finding that both become oscillatory due to reflections
at the IR wall-an effect interpreted as an holographic signature of the finite Hilbert space
of the dual QFT. The section also discusses how these features compare to expectations
from QFT and to related studies of complexity in confining systems. We briefly comment
on the field theory computation that one should do, to calculate the complexity using the
QFT-description of our system.

The Appendices A and B discuss in great detail the Elliptic integrals found in this
paper either for the SUSY case or for a geodesic in a generic Anabalén-Ross background.

The exact (analytic) results of this paper motivates various avenues for future work.
Let us list some points that would be nice to address in future work.

e [t would be interesting to explicitly perform the calculation advanced in Section 4.1.
This is to compute Lanczos coefficients and spread complexity directly in the twisted-
circle compactification of N=4 SYM, dual to the Anabalén-Ross background.

e Extend to nonzero angular momentum and operator quantum numbers: study geodesics
and probes charged under the internal isometries — these correspond to operators
with R-charge and could reveal richer operator growth patterns (e.g., mixing, multi-
mode behaviour).

e Study SUSY vs SUSY-broken flows: perform a systematic comparison of the case
1 = 0 (preserves four supercharges) against the p > 0 case. This can quantify how
supersymmetry affects complexity saturation, oscillation amplitude, etc.

e Compare different complexity notions: given other holographic complexity diagnos-
tics (for example, complexity-equals-volume or complexity-equal-area, subregion com-
plexity) in the same background (see for example [20, 25, 37]) and compare qualita-
tive/quantitative features with Krylov/spread complexity. This might help decide
which features are universal signatures of confinement.

e It would be nice (but hard!) to go beyond probe particle approximation by including
backreaction of the heavy excitation.

e [t is interesting to study string/brane probes, to learn about complexity for classes of
operator whose dynamics cannot be captured by point particles.
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e [t could be feasible to numerically explore the space of parameters in the model. This
is to map the dependence of observable quantities like ¢., oscillation amplitudes and
complexity maxima over the (Q, u, H) parameter space and compare with the glueball
spectrum of the Anabalon-Ross model. This could make quantitative the statement

that geometric IR scales control complexity features.

e [t may be feasible to investigate the connection to chaos bounds and operator growth.
In more detail, to examine whether the early time growth of Krylov complexity (or
Lanczos coefficients) in this holographic model respects the conjectured bounds on
operator growth.

e [t would be interesting to repeat our calculation in variations of the Anabalén-Ross
model, like the works |20, 23-25, 29|, etc.

e It would be really very nice to be able to test our qualitative conclusions (oscilla-
tions, saturation) against lattice simulations of compactified gauge theories or tensor-
network toy models that implement a gapped spectrum. This would increase confi-
dence that the bulk-derived signals are true field theory effects.

We hope to report on some of these points in the near future.
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A Elliptic Integrals

In this appendix, we present the prescription to calculate certain integrals appearing in the
body of the paper. They will be used extensively to calculate different observables.

We will introduce terminology and abbreviations for the elliptic functions and integrals
which are required to perfom our calculations, following [48].

For the integral of the form

/y du
b V{a—u)(u—b)(u—c)u—e)
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with a,b real, a > y > b, ¢, ¢ complex, which is in the form of an incomplete elliptic integral
of the first kind. One finds

Vi w3 = w0 a0+ o]

cte (c—¢)?
bi=—— a? = — I (A.2)
Now one can define a change of variable from u to @ with the following relations
_ (@a—u)B—(u—-bA  , 2 o
k) = A=(a—-b
on(@, k) (a—u)B+ (u—0b)A’ (@ =b1)" +ai,
1 —b)?2 - (A—-B)?

B2 =(b—b)? +d2, L N C Yl ) (A.3)

9= JAg’ - 1AB

Here, ‘cn’ is the elliptic cosine function. The upper limit of the integral in eq.(A.1), vy,
gets mapped to a new parameter that we would like to call it uq. Later, it turns out to be
convenient to have ¢ defined below in terms of the u; variable or originally y,

- —y)B—(y—b)A
k) =cosp, @= B) = cos—1 |27 Y) , A4
cn(uy, k) =cosp, ¢ =am(uy,k) = cos {(a B+ (y—b)A (A4)
where ‘am’, is the Jacobi amplitude defined here as am(z, k) = cos™! en(z, k).
Then the integral in eq.(A.1) takes the following form,
v du /u1 _ 1
=g du = gu; =gen” (cos p, k)
/ Va-n-tu—ow-09 "
=gF(p, k). (A.5)

The definition of ‘am’ and ‘cn’ functions are implicitly given among the above relations.
Here, ‘F’ is the incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind defined below,

/‘p do
0 1 — k2sin? 6

Note the appearance of k? in the denominator of the integral, but k in the argument of the

F(p. k). (A.6)

F function, as different conventions are employed in the literature. Specially, Mathematica
software’s definition requires k? as the second argument of the ‘F’ function to match our
definition which has only k appearing as the second argument.

A.1 An explicit calculation

In this section we give a detailed derivation of the result for the z(¢) function presented in
eq.(3.18) in the body of the paper.
The integral

+ 1 (QU)222 1
R v P v v v et A
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also given in eq.(3.17), is in the form of an incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind as
explained above.

Now we define the new parameters given in eqs. (A.2-A.4) required in the final integral
result as

a=1, b=1/a, c=e¥i3 G= 23, by =—1/2, a?=3/4,

A*=3, B’=

J

a+a+1 o? i
a2 92[3042—1-3044—3]
12— 31+ a)+23(@®+a+1)
4y/3(a? + a+1)
(1 - (QU22*)B — (QU* o]
(1—(QD)*2*)B + (Q)*2* —1/a)A ]~

Here, ‘am’ is the Jacobi amplitude defined in the previous section. The variables ¢ and wuy

)

¢ = am(uy, k) = cos ! { (A.8)

are given implicitly in terms of z in the last relation of the eq.(A.8).
Then, using eq. (A.5), one finds

t 1 (Q1)222 1 - g
Ho W/Ua du\/(u —1/0) 1 —u)(u® +u+1) - 2(@)2\/5“1 (A9)
= 50 ~F(e.k)
2Q*va

We insert ¢ and k from eq.(A.8) and obtain

L9 peos! [O — (@QD°2*)B — (Q1)*2* — 1/a)A] \/ (1= 1/a) — (A= B,
H o 2(QN)%/a (1—(QN)222)B + ((Q1)222 —1/a)A ]’ 1AB ( )’
A.10

‘F’ being the incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind defined in eq.(A.6). Using the
relations among elliptic integrals and Jacobi functions one can invert the above relations
and solve for z(t). One has

¢ =am(uy, k) — cn(uy, k) = cosam(ui, k) = cosp =

1[4 (1+cen(uy, k) + B(1 - cn(uy, k))
2t = Ql\/A(l +cn(ui, k) + B(1 —cn(uy, k) (A.11)
Recalling u; = @t from eq.(A.9), we get
1| A/a(+en(2 Pt k) + B(1 - en(29¢, k)
) = @D\ A1+ en(2Y¢ k) + B(1 — en(29¢ k) (A-12)
g 7 g 7

which is the desired final result given in the body of the paper.
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B Exact solution for p # 0 and Q # 0

In this section, we consider the generic case pu # 0, Q # 0, where the function f(z) is given by
f(2) =1—pul?2* — QO1528. Furthermore, weset & = H%, B =pul?, v = Q51 —yH?1% , ¢ =
QSI1°H2.

Here we perform the integral in eq.(3.5), exactly. We have

¢ - z
(T /1/7-[ dz \/f(g)(q_pgz )
B * \/(H2«§2 — 1) (1 — 'ul224 _ (Ql)626) (BQ)

We do a change of variable v = (QI)?2? and introduce the parameter o = H?/(QI)?. Now,

(B.1)

t 1 1
Ho2Q)*a /ua . = 1/a) (= — Giput 1), ()

Eq.(B.3) is in the form of an incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind. Now, we use
the same relations as the ones in the previous Appendix A.

We need to find the roots of the cubic function —u? — Qﬁle u?+1=(a—u)(u—c)(u—2c)
appearing in the denominator. The roots are calculable analytically; here we mention the

real root denoted as a, related to the position of the end of space, and b; and a; related to
the sum and difference of complex roots.

3 / 12u3 12u3 2u3
\/ Q12l6 - Q12l6 + 27+ \/ Q12l6 +9> - Q1216 B L

“= 30112
3
blzc+6:¢ 2 3, f81 é%’z‘ls+27+\/ B ) -
2 3Q12’
2
—3y/81— 220 4 o7 123+9) 2
(c— 6)2 Q12l6 — Qe ~ QP Q1216
2 = — = .
“ 4 12 % 22/3
(B.4)

These relations reduce to the relevant equations in section A.1 in the g — 0 limit. Now,
one can define the required parameters, which are kept implicit for the peace of mind of
the reader.

1 _ (a—b)2— (A— B)?
g_f B = AAB ’
(a — (Q1)?
(a—(QI)?

A2:(a—b1) —l—a1, B2 (b bl) —i—a%,

o~
\_/
\_/
Ud
—~
—
)
o~
~—
[\
=
SN—
o~

b=1/a, cnuj =cosy, @=amuj =cos
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z(t)

1.0+
0.8
06" / Q=1/10
0.4- Q=2
02" Q=1

05 10 15 20 '
Figure 4. z(t) for various values of Q and y = 1.
Then,
i _ 1 /(QZ)QZ2 i 1 B g u
"o 2(Q0)2Va )y, Viu—1/a)a—u)(u—c)u—2c 2QH*a
= 2(ng cn (cosp, k) = 5 Qlk()]Q\/aF(%k)

?*Va
— 9 F(cos™ [(a —(QU*z)B — ((@D)?*2* — 1/04)14} \/(a —1/a)*— (A - B)z)
)2V 1222)B + ((QI)222 —1/a)A |’ 1AG
(B.6)

Using the relations among elliptic integrals and Jacobi functions, one can invert the above
relations and solve for z(¢). One has

(a— (QN?2*)B — ((Q)*2* —1/a)A
(a—(Q)?z2)B + ((Q1)*z* = 1/a)A

B A/o(l+cen(uy, k) +aB(1 —cn(ug, k))
() = 1/(Ql)\/ Al + cen(u1, k) + B(1 — en(ug, k) (B-7)

¢ = am(ui, k) — cn(uy, k) = cosam(u, k) =

2(Ql)

Remembering u; = t from eq.(B.6), we get

(B.8)

1 A/a(l—i—cn(( Dy k:))+aB(1—cn(i tk))
z(t) = )g .

@D\ A1 +en(2 @t k) + B(1 — en(2 2t k))

This is the desired result and we plot z(¢) for @ = 1/10,1,2 and [ = 1, = 1,4 = 10 in
Figure 4.
We can expand z(t) close to boundary and end of space, z(0) = 1/H and z(t.) =

Va/(Ql), where

(B.9)
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£
T

N
T

H=20
H=10

1 2 3 4

Figure 5. e¢C(t), for @ =1,u=1and [ =1 and H = 10, 20.

with K being the elliptic integral of the first kind.

One gets
1 @D)(a—b) (@B —b)?) i1, (Qwﬂﬁi)
Z(t)tNO—HJr 0 240 =+ WG
B (g) _ (Q)(a—1D) (at/za b1 + af +b3) (E—£)7 4 Ot — t.)°.

matching exactly with eq. (3.10) and eq. (3.14) in the x — 0 limit.
The expansion of the proper momentum in the p coordinate,

. ldz
e

close to the boundary and end of the space is

Va— b/ + (b—61)%(Ql) ) F(Vb/(Q1))
BC(t) oxcP;| = t+0@)? =Y
“lieo x/B Vh/(Q)
va—>b 9
P ==+ FO(t—t.)? .
’ t~te \/l;

(B.10)

(B.11)

(B.12)

(B.13)

O(t)%.

(B.14)

(B.15)

Remembering v/b/(QI) = 1/#, this matches with the previous results for . — 0 as provided

in the previous sections.

A plot for the complexity for @ = 1,4 =1 and H = 10,20 is provided in Figure 5.
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