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Abstract

In this work, we investigate holographic complexity growth in a flavor-dependent Einstein-

Maxwell-Dilaton (EMD) model, where the parameters are determined through machine learning

algorithms fitted to lattice QCD equation of state (EoS) and baryon number susceptibility data.

Within the Complexity=Action (CA) conjecture, we introduce a probe string into the bulk ge-

ometry and evaluate the time derivative of its Nambu-Goto (NG) action on the Wheeler-DeWitt

(WDW) patch as the holographic dual of complexity growth. Our analysis explores the depen-

dence of complexity growth on string velocity, chemical potential, temperature, and the number of

flavors. Results show maximum complexity growth for stationary strings, decreasing with string

velocity. At zero chemical potential, complexity growth is largest in the pure gluon system and

reduces with the addition of quark flavors. Increasing temperature and chemical potential consis-

tently enhance complexity growth. Furthermore, complexity growth exhibits multi-valued behavior

in regions corresponding to first-order transitions and single-valued behavior in crossover regimes,

indicating that complexity can serve as a probe for phase transitions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by the holographic principle, the connection between quantum information

theory and gravitational physics has been explored, particularly through holographic for-

mulations of entanglement entropy and computational complexity [1–9]. Computational

complexity, originally defined in quantum information theory as the minimal number of

quantum gates required to prepare a target state from an initial state, is expected to exhibit

thermodynamic properties, particularly its analogy with entropy and compliance with the

second law of thermodynamics [10–15]. Several conjectures have been proposed suggesting

that complexity is dual to bulk gravitational observables. The complexity=volume con-

jecture suggests that the complexity is proportional to the volume of the Einstein-Rosen

bridge [16]. Another proposition is the complexity=action conjecture, which states that

complexity is equivalent to the action of a spacetime region known as the WDW patch

[17, 18]. Further refinements and generalizations such as the complexity=volume 2.0 and

complexity=anything proposals have been introduced, thereby enriching our understanding

of complexity [19–23]. Given the nonlocal nature of holographic complexity, its study should

take into account nonlocal operators such as Wilson loop [24–26]. Nagasaki et al. explored

holographic complexity using a nonlocal operator by inserting a fundamental string moving

along a great circle in the submanifold, and studied its dependence on string velocity, charge,

mass, backreaction, higher-derivative corrections, and Horndeski interactions [27–35].

The EMD framework is extensively utilized as a bottom-up holographic approach to

quantitatively describe the thermodynamic and transport properties of strongly coupled

quarkgluon plasma (QGP) [36–51]. Recent progress involves incorporating machine learn-

ing into the EMD framework, which enables the determination of holographic parameters

via automatic differentiation and the construction of analytical black hole metrics consistent

with the lattice QCD EoS and baryon number susceptibility [44, 45]. This model incorpo-

rates the effects of temperature and chemical potential on QGP and successfully reproduces

thermodynamics across different flavor systems, thereby providing a flavor-dependent holo-

graphic framework.

Motivated by these developments, this paper investigates the growth of holographic com-

plexity in a flavor-dependent EMD model supported by machine learning. Within this

framework, we introduce a probe string to compute the time derivative of its NG action on
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the WDW patch, which is interpreted as complexity growth under the CA conjecture. We

systematically analyze how complexity growth depends on string velocity, chemical poten-

tial, temperature, and the number of quark flavors in the system.

The paper is organized as follows. Sec. II briefly reviews the machine learning supple-

mented EMD model. Sec. III details the calculation of the action growth and presents our

numerical results. Finally, Sec. IV provides a summary of our conclusions.

II. EMD MODEL WITH MACHINE LEARNING

In this study, the action of 5-dimensional EMD system for describing QCD matter is

formulated in the Einstein frame as follows [43–45, 52, 53]

SE =
1

16πG5

∫

d5x
√
−g

[

R− f(φ)

4
F 2 − 1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ− V (φ)

]

. (1)

Here, φ is the dilaton field with potential V (φ), F denotes the Maxwell field strength tensor,

f(φ) is the gauge kinetic function, and G5 is the five-dimensional Newton constant. The

explicit forms of f(φ) and V (φ) are derived consistently from the equations of motion.

We adopt the following metric ansatz

ds2 =
L2e2A(z)

z2

[

−g(z)dt2 +
dz2

g(z)
+ d~x2

]

, (2)

where z is the fifth holographic coordinate and the AdS radius L has been set to one. To

obtain analytical solutions for the model, we assume parameterized forms for f(φ) and A(z)

A(z) = d ln
(

az2 + 1
)

+ d ln
(

bz4 + 1
)

, (3)

f(z) = ecz
2−A(z)+k. (4)

According to the methodology in [44, 45], the corresponding solutions are obtained as follows

g(z) = 1− 1
∫ zh

0
dxx3e−3A(x)

[

∫ z

0

dxx3e−3A(x) +
2cµ2ek

(

1− e−cz2
h

)2 detG
]

,

φ′(z) =
√

6 (A′2 −A′′ − 2A′/z),

At(z) = µ
e−cz2 − e−cz2

h

1− e−cz2
h

,

V (z) = −3z2ge−2A
[

A′′ + A′

(

3A′ − 6

z
+

3g′

2g

)

− 1

z

(

−4

z
+

3g′

2g

)

+
g′′

6g

]

,

(5)
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where

detG =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ zh
0

dyy3e−3A(y)
∫ zh
0

dyy3e−3A(y)−cy2

∫ z

zh
dyy3e−3A(y)

∫ z

zh
dyy3e−3A(y)−cy2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (6)

The Hawking temperature of the black holes is given by

T =
z3he

−3A(zh)

4π
∫ zh
0

dyy3e−3A(y)

[

1 +
2cµ2ek

(

e−cz2
h

∫ zh
0

dyy3e−3A(y) −
∫ zh
0

dyy3e−3A(y)e−cy2
)

(1− e−cz2
h)2

]

. (7)

The model contains a six-dimensional parameter space (a, b, d in A(z), c, k in f(z), and

G5), whose values for the pure gluon, 2-flavor, 2+1-flavor, and 2+1+1-flavor systems were

determined in [45] via a machine learning approach trained on lattice QCD data for the

EoS and baryon number susceptibility, as shown in Table I. With the machine learning

a b c d k G5

Nf = 0 0 0.072 0 -0.584 0 1.326

Nf = 2 0.067 0.023 -0.377 -0.382 0 0.885

Nf = 2 + 1 0.204 0.013 -0.264 -0.173 -0.824 0.400

Nf = 2 + 1 + 1 0.196 0.014 -0.362 -0.171 -0.735 0.391

TABLE I. Parameters obtained by machine learning for the pure gluon, 2-flavor, 2+1-flavor, and

2+1+1-flavor systems, respectively.

determined parameter sets, our holographic model closely fits the EoS for systems with

different flavors when compared with lattice QCD data, as illustrated in Fig. 1 [45].

III. EVALUATION OF THE COMPLEXITY GROWTH

Based on the methodology of [27], we investigate the growth of the NG action in this

machine learning supported EMD system with a probe string, which provides a dual repre-

sentation of complexity growth in accordance with the CA conjecture. In the string frame,

where As(z) = A(z) +
√

1/6φ(z) and b(z) = e2As, the NG action is computed by parame-

terizing the string worldsheet with the coordinates

t = τ, r = σ, φ = vτ + ξ(σ). (8)

In this setting, the function ξ(σ) determines the shape of the string, and υ denotes its

velocity with respect to the black hole. To compute the time derivative of the NG action,
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FIG. 1. Holographic EoS (lines) compared with lattice QCD results for systems (symbols with

error bar) with different flavors [45].

we integrate the square root of the determinant of the induced metric over the WDW patch

dSNG

dt
= Ts

∫ ∞

zh

dσ
√

−gind (σ) = Ts

∫ ∞

zh

dσ
b(z)

√

ξ′2g(z)− v2

g(z)
+ 1

z2
. (9)

Here, Ts is the fundamental string tension. The equation of motion for ξ is derived by

varying the above action

Πξ =
b(z)ξ′g(z)

z2
√

ξ′2g(z)− v2

g(z)
+ 1

, (10)

with Πξ representing the integration constant. We can therefore resolve ξ′2 in the form of

ξ′2 =
Π2

ξz
4 (g(z)− v2)

g(z)2
(

b(z)2g(z)− Π2
ξz

4
) . (11)

To ensure the above expression yields real values, the numerator and the denominator must

change sign simultaneously, which determines the critical point as

g(zc) = v2, (12)
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and

b(zc)
2g(zc) = Π2

ξz
4
c . (13)

Finally, the growth of the NG action is obtained by substituting (11), (12), and (13) into

(9), which yields

dSNG

dt
= Ts

∫ ∞

zh

dσ

√

b(z)4z4c (g(z)− v2)

z4 (b(z)2g(z)z4c − b(zc)2v2z4)
. (14)

In the following, the action growth for different flavors characterized by the parameter

sets in Table I is investigated by numerically integrating (14) and the results are presented

in the subsequent figures.

Fig. 2 illustrates the dependence of action growth on string velocity at zero chemical

potential for different flavors.

Nf=0

Nf=2

Nf=2+1

Nf=2+1+1

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
v

10

15

20

dSNG/Tsdt

FIG. 2. Action growth versus string velocity for different flavors at T = 0.6GeV .

For all flavors, Fig. 2 shows that the action growth is maximized when the string is

stationary (υ = 0). The number of flavors in the system has a significant impact on the

action growth, which is maximized in the pure gluon system and subsequently decreases

as the number of flavors increases. Furthermore, the difference between the 2+1-flavor and

2+1+1-flavor systems is relatively small, whereas they both differ significantly from the

2-flavor system.

Fig. 3 illustrates the influence of the chemical potential on the action growth for various

flavor systems.
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FIG. 3. Action growth versus string velocity for different chemical potentials at T = 0.2GeV for

the Nf = 2, Nf = 2 + 1, and Nf = 2 + 1 + 1 flavor systems.

In both cases, increasing the string velocity reduces the action growth. This result is

consistent with the findings in Fig. 2 and implies that string motion tends to suppress

action growth. For Nf = 2, Nf = 2+1, and Nf = 2+1+1 systems, increasing the chemical

potential µ consistently enhances the action growth, thereby accelerating the growth of

complexity. This observation is consistent with the findings previously reported in [33].

Fig. 4 depicts how action growth changes as a function of temperature at vanishing

chemical potential for different flavors.
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Nf=2+1+1

0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45
T

10

15

20

dSNG/Tsdt

FIG. 4. Action growth versus temperature at vanishing chemical potential for different flavors with

υ = 0.

In Fig. 4, the pure glue system exhibits a multi-valued behavior around the critical

temperature Tc ≈ 0.265GeV, indicating a first-order phase transition in the system. For

the systems with flavors Nf = 2, Nf = 2 + 1, and Nf = 2 + 1 + 1, the action growth is

a single-valued function of temperature, indicating that the transition in these cases is a

crossover.

Fig. 5 illustrates the temperature dependence of action growth at finite chemical potential.
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FIG. 5. Action growth versus temperature at finite chemical potential for the Nf = 2, Nf = 2+1,

and Nf = 2 + 1 + 1 flavor systems with υ = 0.

As shown in Fig. 5, the action growth is a single-valued function of temperature at low

chemical potential in 2-flavor, 2+1-flavor, and 2+1+1-flavor systems. At high chemical

potential, the action growth exhibits a multi-valued behavior, which means a first-order

phase transition is present. Furthermore, excluding the critical region, the action growth

shows a consistent increase with temperature.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have investigated the holographic complexity growth in a flavor-

dependent EMD model. The model parameters for pure gluon, 2-flavor, 2+1-flavor, and

2+1+1-flavor systems were determined via machine learning algorithms trained on lattice

QCD data for the EoS and baryon number susceptibility. We evaluated the time derivative

of the NG action for a probe string in the bulk, which is interpreted as the holographic dual

of complexity growth within the framework of the CA conjecture. As a result, our study

systematically investigates the dependence of complexity growth on string velocity, chemical

potential, temperature, and the number of flavors. Our main findings can be summarized

as follows.

For all flavor systems, the complexity growth, represented by the NG action growth,

reaches its maximum when the probe string is at rest and decreases monotonically with

increasing string velocity. This observed feature accords with findings from previous studies

and may indicate a universal property of holographic complexity [28]. At a fixed temperature

and vanishing chemical potential, the complexity growth shows a significant dependence on

the number of flavors, being largest in the pure gluon system and decreasing as the number

of flavors increases. This indicates that the inclusion of u and d quarks decreases the
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complexity growth, which is further reduced by the addition of s and c quarks. For the

Nf = 2, Nf = 2 + 1, and Nf = 2 + 1 + 1 flavor systems, increasing the chemical potential

consistently leads to an enhancement of complexity growth. Since higher chemical potential

corresponds to larger quark number density, our findings suggest that denser environments

promote the complexity growth. Notably, we observed that at vanishing chemical potential,

the complexity growth is multi-valued for the pure gluon system, indicating a first-order

phase transition, but remains single-valued in the Nf = 2, Nf = 2 + 1, and Nf = 2 + 1 + 1

flavor systems, consistent with crossover transitions. At finite chemical potential, it is single-

valued at low µ but becomes multi-valued at high µ, signaling the emergence of a first-order

phase transition. These results suggest complexity growth may serve as an effective tool for

characterizing phase transitions.

In future work, it will be valuable to extend this investigation to systems with finite

magnetic fields or rotation to construct more realistic holographic models.
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